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PROCEEDINGS  AND  DEBATES 


OP 


THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES, 


AT  THE  FIB8T  SESSION  OF  THE  ELEVENTH  CONGRESS,  BEGUN  AT  THE  CITY  OP 

WASHINGTON,  MONDAY,  MAY  83,  1809. 


MoHDAT,  M«ir  28t  1809. 
C<Niformal>iT  to  the  BCt  ptssed  at  the  last  ses- 
«on,  entitled  ^An  act  to  alter  the  time  for  the 
next  meeting  of  Congress,''  the  first  session  of  the 
eleventh  Congress  commenced  this  day,  and  the 
Senate  assembled  in  their  Chamber,  at  the  City 
of  Washington. 

Gbobob  Clihton,  Vice  President  of  the  United 
States,  and  President  of  the  Senate. 

Nicholas  Oilman  and  Nahum  Parker,  from 
New  Hampshire. 

TmoTBT  Pickering,  from  Massachusetts. 

JixEs  HiLLHOuBE  and  Chauncey  Goodrich, 
from  Connecticut. 

Elibba  Mathbwson  and  Franoib  Malbone, 
from  Rhode  Island. 
.  JoxATBAH  Robinson,  from  Vermont. 

John  Lambert,  from  New  Jersey. 

Andbew  Gregg  and  Michael  Laib,  from 
FeoDsylvania. 

Samuel  White,  from  Delaware. 

Samuel  Smith,  from  Maryland. 

William  B.  Giles,  from  Virginia. 

Jesse  Franklin  and  Jambs  Turner,  from 
North  Carolina. 

John  Gaillard,  from  South  Carolina. 

Suckner  Tbruston,  from  Kentucky. 

Return  Jonathan  Meigs,  jun..  from  Ohio. 

Joseph  Anderson,  appointed  a  Senator  by  the 
L^islatare  of  the  State  of  Tennessee,  for  the 
tenn  of  six  years,  commencing  on  the  fourth  day 
of  March  last ;  and  Obaoiah  German,  appointed 
I  Senator  by  the  Legislature  of  the  State  of  New 
York,  for  the  term  of  six  years,  commencing  on 
tbe  fourth  day  of  March  last,  severally  produced 
tbeir  credentials,  which  were  read ;  and  the  oath 
prescribed  by  law  having  been  administered  to 
ihem.  they  took  their  seats  in  the  Senate. 

Orderedy  That  the  Secretary  acquaint  the 
House  of  Representatives  that  a  quorum  of  the 
Senate  is  assembled  and  ready  to  proceed  to  bu- 
uaess. 

Rem>lved,  That  each  Senator  be  supplied,  du- 
uag  the  present  session,  with  three  such  news- 
papers, prioted  in  any  of  the  States,  as  he  may 


choose,  provided  that  the  same  be  furnished  at  the 
usual  rate  for  the  annual  charge  of  such  papers: 
and,  provided,  also,  that  if  any  Senator  shall  choose 
to  take  any  newspapers  other  than  daily  papers, 
he  shall  be  supplied  with  as  many  such  papers  as 
shall  not  exceed  the  price  of  three  daily  papers. 

Reiolved,  That  James  Mathers,  Sergeant-at- 
Arms  and  Doorkeener  to  the  Senate,  be,  and  he 
is  hereby,  authorized  to  emplor  one  assistant  and 
two  horses,  for  the  purpose  or  performing  such 
services  as  are  usually  required  by  the  Doorkeeper 
to  the  Senate ;  and  that  the  sum  of  twenty-eight 
dollars  be  allowed  him  weekly  for  that  purpose, 
to  commence  with,  and  remain  during  the  session, 
and  for  twenty  days  after. 

Messrs.  Anderson  and  Gilman  were  appointed 
a  committee  on  the  part  of  the  Senate,  together 
with  such  committee  as  may  be  appointed  by  the 
House  of  Representatives  on  their  part,  to  wait 
on  the  President  of  the  United  States  and  notify 
him  that  a  quorum  of  the  two  Houses  is  assembled 
and  ready  to  receive  any  communications  that 
he  may  be  pleased  to  make  to  them. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  a  quorum  of  tbe  House 
is  assembled,  and  that  the  House  have  elected 
Joseph  B.  Varnum,  Esq.  one  of  the  Representa- 
tives for  theStateof  Massachusetts,  their  Speaker, 
and  are  ready  to  proceed  to  business.  The  House 
of  Representati?es  have  appointed  a  committee 
on  their  part,  jointly,  with  the  committee  on  the 
part  of  the  Senate,  to  wait  on  the  President  of 
tbe  United  States  and  notify  him  that  a  quorum 
of  the  two  Houses  is  assembed  and  ready  to  receive 
any  communications  that  he  may  be  pleased  to 
make  to  them. 


Tuesday,  May  23. 

Mr.  Anderson  reported,  from  the  joint  commit- 
tee, that  they  had  waited  on  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  and  that  the  President  of  the  Uni- 
ted States  informed  the  committee  that  he  would 
make  a  communication  to  the  two  Houses  at  12 
o'clock  this  day. 

Jambs  Lloyd,  jr.,  appointed  a  Senator  by  the 
Legislature  of  the  State  of  Massachusetts,  for  six 
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vean,  commencing  on  the  fourth  day  of  March 
last, attended  and  produced  his  credentials ;  which 
were  read. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Franklin, 

Ordered,  That  General  Arthur  St.  Clair  have 
leave  to  withdraw  his  petition  presented  the  last 
session,  together  with  the  papers  therein  referred 
to. 

Mr.  Leib  presented  the  petition  of  Edward 
Pennington  and  others,  sugar  refiners  in  the  city 
of  Philadelphia,  praying  that  a  law  may  be  passed 
granting  a  drawback  on  refined  sugar  exported, 
equal  to  the  duties  paid  on  the  importation  of 
brown  sugar,  for  reasons  mentioned  in  the  petition; 
which  was  read,  and  ordered  to  lie  for  conside- 
ration. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  White, 

Resolved^  That  two  Chaplains,  of  different  de- 
nominations, be  appointed  to  Congress  durine  the 
present  session,  one  by  each  House,  who  shall  in- 
.terchange  weekly. 

Ordered,  That  the  Secretary  request  the  con- 
currence of  the  House  of  Representatives  in  this 
resolution. 

PRESIDENT'S  MESSAGE. 

The  following  Message  was  received  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States  : 

FtUouhcitiztru  of  the  Senate 

and  House  of  Rq)resentaiive9  .* 

On  this  first  occasion  of  meeting  you,  it  affords  me 
much  satisfaction  to  be  able  to  communicate  the  com- 
mencement of  a  favorable  change  in  our  foreign  rela- 
tions, the  critical  state  of  which  induced  a  session  of 
Congress  at  this  early  period. 

In  consequence  of  the  provisions  of  the  act  interdict- 
ing commercial  intercourse  with  Great  Britain  and 
France,  our  Ministers  at  London  and  Paris  were,  with- 
out delay,  instructed  to  let  it  be  understood  by  the 
French  and  British  Crovemments  that  the  authority 
vested  in  the  Executive  to  renew  commercial  inter- 
course with  their  respective  nations  would  be  exercised 
in  die  case  specified  by  that  act. 

Soon  after  these  instructions  were  dispatched,  it  was 
found  that  the  British  Government,  anticipating  from 
early  proceedings  of  Congress,  at  their  last  session,  the 
state  of  our  laws,  which  has  had  the  eflect  of  placing 
the  two  belligerent  Powers  on  a  footing  of  equal  re- 
strictions, and,  relying  on  the  conciliatoir  disposition 
of  the  United  States,  had  transmitted  to  their  Legation 
here  provisional  instructions,  not  only  to  ofier  satisfac- 
tion lor  the  attack  on  the  frigate  Chesapeake,  and  to 
make  known  the  determination  of  His  Britannic  Majesty 
to  send  an  Envoy  Extraordinary,  with  powers  to  con- 
clude a  treaty  on  all  the  points  between  the  two  countries ; 
but,  moreover,  to  signify  his  willingness,  in  the  mean 
time,  to  withdraw  his  Orders  in  Council,  in  the  persua- 
sion that  Uie  intercourse  with  Great  Britain  would  be 
renewed  on  the  part  of  the  United  States. 

These  steps  of  the  British  Government  led  to  the 
correspondence  and  the  proclamation  now  laid  before 
you,  by  virtue  of  which  the  commerce  between  the  two 
countries  vrill  be  renewable  after  the  10th  day  of  June 
next 

Whilst  I  take  pleasure  in  doing  justice  to  the  Coun- 
cils of  His  Britannic  Majesty,  whidi,  no  longer  adhering 
to  the  policy  which  made  an  abandonment  by  France 
of  her  decrees  a  prerequisite  to  a  revocation  of  the 


British  Orders,  have  substituted  die  amicaMe  oourta 
which  has  issued  thus  happily,  I  cannot  do  less  thsi) 
refer  to  the  proposal  heretofore  made  on  the  part  of  thi 
United  States,  embracing  a  like  restoration  of  the  su* 
pended  commerce,  as  a  proof  of  the  spirit  of  accomma 
dation  which  has  at  no  time  been  intermitted,  and  u 
the  result  which  now  calls  for  our  congratulations,  si 
Cbrroborating  the  principles  by  which  the  public  Coun- 
cils have  been  guided  during  a  period  of  the  moat  tiyiDi 
embarrassments.  ^ 

The  discontinuance  of  the  British  Ordeis,  as  they  re^ 
spect  the  United  States,  having  been  thus  arranged,  a 
communication  of  the  event  has  been  forwarded  in  one 
of  our  public  vessels  to  our  Minister  Plenipotentisr; 
at  Paris,  with  instructions  to  avail  himself  of  the  iffi< 
portant  addition  thereby  made  to  the  oonsideratioai 
which  press  on  the  justice  of  the  French  Govemmeni 
a  revocation  of  its  decrees,  or  such  a  modification  o 
them  as  that  they  shall  cease  to  violate  the  neutral  com- 
meroe  of  the  United  States. 

The  revision  of  our  commercial  lavrs,  proper  to  adspi 
them  to  the  arrangement  which  has  taken  place  wid 
Great  Britain,  will  doubtless  engage  the  eariy  attentioi 
of  Congress.  It  will  be  worthy,  at  the  same  time,  <^ 
their  just  and  provident  care,  to  make  such  farther  al 
terations  in  the  laws  as  will  more  especially  protect  aiM 
foster  the  several  branches  of  manumcturcj  which  hat* 
been  recently  instituted  or  extended  by  the  laadabi 
exertions  of  our  citizens. 

Under  the  existing  aspect  ofonraffiirs,  I  have  though 
it  not  inconsiitent  with  a  just  precaution,  to  have  tbi 
gunboats,  with  the  exception  of  those  at  New  Orleaiu 
placed  in  a  situation  incurring  no  expense  beyond  ths 
requisite  for  their  preservation  and  conveniency  fa 
future  service,  and  to  have  the  crews  of  those  at  Nev 
Orleans  reduced  to  the  number  required  for  their  naf 
tgation  and  safety. 

I  have  thought,  also,  that  our  citizens,  detached  ii 
quotas  of  militia,  amounting  to  one  hundred  ^ousand 
under  the  act  of  March,  one  thousand  eight  hundra 
and  eight,  might  not  improperly  be  relieved  from  tlv 
state  in  which  diey  wore  held  lor  immediate  serrioe 
A  discharge  of  them  has  been  acooidingly  directed. 

The  progress  made  in  raising  and  organizing  the  ad 
ditional  military  force,  for  which  provision  was  made  b 
the  act  of  April,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  eight 
together  with  the  disposition  ofuie  troops,  vrill  appea 
by  a  report  which  the  Secretary  of  War  is  preparing 
and  which  will  be  laid  before  you. 

Of  the  additional  frigates  required  by  an  act  of  th 
last  session  to  be  fitted  for  actual  service,  two  are  ii 
readiness,  one  nearly  so,  and  the  fourth  is  expected  t 
be  ready  in  the  month  of  July.  A  report  whidi  th 
Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  preparing  on  the  subject,  t 
be  laid  before  Congress,  will  show,  at  the  same  tinu 
the  progress  made  in  officering  and  manning  thes 
ships.  It  will  show,  also,  the  degree  in  which  Uie  pro 
visions  of  the  act  relating  to  the  other  public  armei 
ships  have  been  carried  into  execution. 

It  will  rest  with  the  judgment  of  Congress  to  decid 
how  for  the  change  in  our  external  prospects  may  an 
thorize  any  modifieations  of  the  laws  relating  to  th* 
Army  and  Navy  EstaUishments. 

The  works  of  defence  for  our  seaport  towns  and  hsi 
bora  have  proceeded  with  as  much  activitv  as  the  seasw 
of  the  year  and  other  circumstances  would  admit  It  i 
necessary,  however,  to  state  that  the  appropriation 
hitherto  made  being  found  to  be  deficient,  a  furthe 
provision  will  claim  the  early  consideration  of  CongrM 
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The  whole  of  the  eight  per  cent,  stock  remaining  due 
by  the  United  States,  amounting  to  ^ye  millions  three 
hundred  thoosand  dollars,  had  l^en  reimbursed  on  the 
last  day  of  the  year  1808.  And,  on  the  first  day  of 
April  last,  die  sum  in  the  Treasury  exceeded  nine  and 
a  half  milJioiia  of  dollars.  This,  together  with  the  re* 
ceipts  of  the  current  year  on  account  of  former  revenue 
bunds,  wiU  probably  be  nearly,  if  not  altogether,  suffi- 
cient to  defray  the  expenses  of  the  year.  But  the  sus- 
pension of  exports,  and  the  consequent  decrease  of  im- 
poTtationsy  during  the  last  twelve  months,  will  neces- 
sarily cause  a  great  diminution  in  the  receipts  of  the 
year  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  ten.  After  that 
year,  ihould  our  foreign  relations  be  undisturbed,  the 
rcTenue  will  again  be  more  than  commensurate  to  all 
the  expenditures. 

Aware  of  the  inconvenienciss  of  a  protracted  session, 
at  the  present  season  of  the  yesT)  I  for^r  to  call  the 
sttentxon  of  the  Legislature  to  any  matters  not  partic- 
olarly  urgent.  It  remains,  therefore,  only  to  assure 
joo  of  the  fidelity  and  alacrity  with  which  I  shall  co- 
operate for  the  welfiire  and  happiness  of  our  country ; 
and  to  pray  that  it  may  experience  a  continuance  of 
the  diTine  blessings  by  which  it  has  been  so  signally 
ftTored.  JAMES  MADISON. 

The  Messa£^e  and  papers  accompanying  it  were 
read  and  five  hundred  copies  thereof  ordered  to  be 
printed  for  the  use  of  the  Senate. 


Wedmebdat,  May  24. 

John  Condit,  appointed  a  Senator  by  the  Bz* 
eeutive  of  the  State  of  New  Jersey,  in  the  place 
of  Aaron  Kitchel,  resigned,  took  his  seat,  and  his 
eredentialswere  read;  and  the  President  admin- 
istered the  oath  to  him  as  the  law  prescribes, 

John  Popjs,  from  the  State  of  Kentucky,  at- 
tended. 

Mr.  GuLBS  submitted  the  foUowiog  motion  for 
consideration : 

Ruoked,  Thai  so  much  of  the  Preddent's  Message 
IS  relates  to  a  revision  of  our  commercial  laws,  for  £e 
purpose  of  adapting  them  to  the  arrangement  which 
lis  taken  place  with  Great  Britain,  be  referred  to  a  se* 
led  committee,  with  instructions  to  examine  the  same 
ind  report  thereon  to  the  Senate;  and  that  the  com- 
mittee have  leaye  to  report  by  bill  or  otherwise. 

The  following  motion  was  submitted  for  con- 
sideration by  Mr.  Ciles  : 

Baoiwed,  That  so  much  of  the  President's  Message 
IS  reh^  to  the  defence  of  our  seaport  towns  and  har- 
bors be  refinred  to  a  sdect  committee,  with  instruction 
to  examine  the  same  and  report  thereon  to  the  Senate ; 
and  that  the  committee  haye  leare  to  report  by  bill  or 


The  following  motion  was  also  submitted  by 
Mr.  QiLEB  for  consideration : 

Retohedf  That  a  select  committee  be  appointed  to 
inquire  whether  it  be  expedient,  at  this  time,  to  make 
any  modifications  of  the  laws  relating  to  the  Army  and 
NiTy  of  the  United  States ;  and  that  the  committee 
have  leave  to  report  by  bill  or  otherwise. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  concur  in 
the  resolution  sent  from  the  Senate,  for  the  ap- 
pointment of  Chaplains  to  Congress  during  the 
present  session. 


On  motion  by  Mr.  White,  the  Setiate  proceeded 
to  the  election  of  a  Chaplain  on  their  part,  in  pur- 
suance of  the  resolution  of  the  two  Houses,  and 
the  whole  number  of  votes  collected  was  21,  of 
which  the  Rev.  Mr.  Wilner  had  11,  and  was 
accordingly  elected. 

Thursday,  May  25. 

The  President  laid  before  the  Senate  a  letter 
from  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  enclosing  a  state- 
ment of  the  vessels  belonging  to  the  Navy  of  the 
United  States,  and  of  the  gunboats ;  which  was 
read  and  ordered  to  lie  for  consideration. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
motion  submitted  yestetday,  that  so  much  of  the 
President's  Message  as  relates  to  the  reyision  of 
our  commercial  laws,  for  the  purpose  of  adapting 
them  to  the  arrangement  which  has  taken  place 
with  Great  Britain,  be  referred  to  a  select  com* 
mittee,  with  instructions  to  examine  the  same  and 
report  thereon  to  the  Senate,  and  that  the  com- 
mittee have  leave  to  report  by  bill  or  otherwise; 
and,  having  agreed  thereto,  Messrs.  Oilbs,  Smitm 
of  Maryland,  roPB,  Lloyd,  and  Gbeoo,  were  a^ 
pointed  the  committee. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
motion  submitted  yesterday,  that  so  much  of  the 
President's  Message  as  relates  to  the  defence  of 
our  seaport  towns  and  harbors  be  referred  to  n 
select  committee,  with  instructions  to  examine 
the  same  and  report  thereon  to  the  Senate,  and 
that  the  committee  have  leave  to  report  by  bill  or 
otherwise :  and  having  agreed  thereto,  Messrs. 
German,  Oilman,  Malbonb,  Smith  of  Maryland^ 
and  Lbib,  were  appointed  the  committee. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
motion  submitted  yesterday,  that  a  select  com- 
mittee be  appointed  to  inquire  whether  it  be  ex- 
pedient at  this  time  to  make  any  modification  of 
the  laws  relating  to  the  Army  and  Navy  of  the 
United  States,  and  that  the  committee  have  leave 
to  report  by  bill  or  otherwise ;  and,  having  adopt- 
ed the  motion,  Messrs.  Anderson,  Hillhousb, 
Turner,  White,  and  Franklin,  were  appointed 
the  committee. 

Mr.  Pope  gave  notice  that  he  should,  to-morrow, 
ask  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  for  the  relief  of  Wil- 
liam White  and  others. 

Friday,  May  26. 

Jbnkin  Wbitesiob,  appointed  a  Senator  by  the 
Legislature  of  the  State  of  Tennessee,  for  two 
^ears,  commencing  on  the  fourth  of  March  last, 
m  place  of  Daniel  Smith,  resigned,  took  his  sent, 
and  his  credentials  were  read ;  and  the  President 
administered  the  oath  to  him  as  the  law  prescribes. 

Richard  Brent,  from  the  State  or  Virgioia, 
attended. 

Mr.  Pope  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  bring  in 
a  bill  for  the  relief  of  William  White  and  others  s 
and  the  bill  was  read,  and  passed  to  the  second 
reading. 

Mr.  PoPB  presented  a  resolution  to  the  Qenenk 
I  Assembly  of  the  State  of  Kentucky,  expresstve 
I  of  their  opinion  that  strong  garrisons  at  hiiehili- 
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c,  St.  Louis,  aad  netr  the  mouth  of  the 
Ohio,  would  be  of  great  public  utility,  and  par* 
licularly  aid  in  the  protection  of  the  frontiers; 
and  the  resolution  was  read. 

Ordered,  That  it  be  referred  to  the  committee 
appointed  3^esterdav  on  so  much  of  the  Message 
of  the  President  or  the  United  States  as  relates 
to  Ihe  defence  of  our  seaport  towns  and  harbors, 
to  consider  and  report  thereon. 


liioNoi.T|  May  29. 

The  bill  for  the  relief  of  William  White  and 
others  was  iread  the  second  time,  and  referred  to 
Messrs.  Pope,  QaBoo,  Hillboimg,  Franklin,  and 
Malbone,  to  consider  and  report  thereon. 

Mr.  Tbbuston  presented  the  petition  of  John 
Mtson  and  others,  inhabitants  of  the  county  of 
Washington,  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  pray- 
ing that  sucn  part  of  "  An  act  supplementary  to 
the  act  to  incorporate  the  inhabitants  of  the  City 
of  Washiogtoo^  in  the  District  of  Columbia,"  as 
tzempts  Ike  City  of  Washington  from  taxation 
bf  the  Leyy  jCourt  of  Washington  county,  be  re- 
pealed, for  reasons  mentioned  in  the  petition ; 
which  was  read,  and  referred  to  Messrs.  Tbrus- 
TON,  Andbbson,  and  Brbnt,  to  consider  and  re- 
port thereon. 

The  following  Message  waa  receiYed  from  the 
President  op  tbb  United  States  : 

7b  ihe  Senate  of  the  United  States: 

1  now  lay  before  Congress  the  report  of  the  Secretary 
of  War,  showing  the  progress  made  in  carrying  into 
eflfect  the  act  of  Aprils  1608,  for  raising  an  additional 
military  force,  and  the  disposition  of  the  troops. 

Mat  ae,  1809.  JAMES  MADISON. 

The  Message  and  report  were  read  and  ordered 
to  lie  for  consideration. 

The  President  laid  before  the  Senate  a  letter 
from  Mr.  Smith  of  Maryland,  stating  that  being 
appointed  bytheEzecutiveof  that  State  a  Senator 
in  conformity  with  the  Constitution,  until  the 
next  meeting  of  the  Legislature,  which  will  take 
place  on  the  5th  day.  of  June  next,  he  submits  to 
the  determination  of  the  Senate  the  question, 
whether  an  appointment  under  the  Executi7e  of 
Maryland,  to  represent  that  State  in  the  Senate 
of  the  United  States,  will  or  will  not  cease  on  the 
first  day  of  the  meeting  of  the  Legislature  there- 
of? and  the  letter  was  read;  and,  after  debate,  it 
was  agreed  that  the  further  consideration  thereof 
be  postponed  until  to*morrow. 

Mr.  Giles  gave  notice  that  he  should,  to-mor- 
row, ask  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  fix  the  time 
for  the  next  meeting  of  Congress. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  appointed 
ihe  ReT.  Jbssb  Lbe  a  Chaplain  to  Congress  on 
their  part  during  the  present  session.  They  have 
appointed  a  committee  on  their  part,  to  jdn  such 
/committee  as  may  be  appointed  on  the  pari  of  the 
Benate,  to  inquire  what  business  is  necessary  to 
be  done  during  the  present  session.  The  House 
of  Representatives  have  passed  a  bill,  ^ititlcd  "An 
net  respecting  the  ships  and  vessels  owned  by 
citizens  or  smbjeets  of  foreign  nations^  with  which 


comiaercial  intercour^  is  permitted  ;"  in  vhieii 
they  request  the  conourrence  of  the  Senate. 

The  bill  last  brought  up  for  coneurrence  wu 
read,  and,  by  unanimous  consent,  was  read  tbe 
aeoond  time,  and  referred  to  Messrs.  Llovb,  Gilu, 
and  Anobbson,  to  consider  and  report  thereon. 

Mr.  Lloyd,  from  the  committee,  reported  tlie 
bill  without  amendment ;  and  it  was  read  the  thiitl 
time  by  unanimous  consent,  and  passed. 

The  resolution  of  the  House  of  Kepresentatira 
for  the  appointment  of  a  joint  committee  to  co3« 
sider  the  business  necessary  to  be  acted  on  this 
session,  was  read  for  consideration. 

Ordered^  That  Messrs.  Malbonb,  Franclis, 
and  Oilman,  be  a  committee  agreeably  to  the  22d 
rule  for  conducting  business  in  the  Senate. 

F0RBI6N  RELATIONS. 

Mr.  Giles,  from  the  committee  to  whom  wv 
referred  so  much  of  the  President's  Message  u 
relates  to  the  revision  of  our  commercial  laws, 
for  the  purpose  of  adapting  them  to  the  arrange- 
ment whicn  has  taken  place  with  Great  Britain, 
reported  a  bill  to  amend  and  continue  in  fotct 
the  act,  entitled  "  An  act  to  interdict  the  com- 
mercial intercourse  between  the  United  States 
and  Great  Britain  and  France,  and  their  depend- 
encies, and  for  other  purposes;"  which  was  read; 
and,  on  motion  by  Mr.  Llotd,  the  bill  was  amend- 
ed by  unanimous  consent,  and  passed  to  the  sec- 
ond reading.    The  bill  is  as  follows : 

A  Bill  to  amend  and  cootinuo  in  ibrce  the  act,  entitled 
**  An  act  to  interdict  the  commercial  intezconne  be- 
tween the  United  States  and  Great  Britain  and  Frtnctr 
and  their  dependencies,  and  for  other  porposes." 

Beitenaeiedby  ihe  Senate  and  House  of  JR^fresenta* 
Uvea  of  ihe  United  Siatea  of  America,  in  Congreu  a^ 
eembkd,  That  the  set  laying  an  embargo  on  all  Slips  and 
vessels  in  the  ports  and  harbors  of  the  United  Siates,  anl 
the  several  aots  supplementary  thereto,  and  the  act  t» 
enforce  and  make  more  efiectual,  an  act,  entitled  **Ad 
act  laying  an  embargo  on  all  ships  and  vessels  in  the 
ports  and  harbors  of  the  United  States ;  and  also  tho 
thirteenth,  fifteenth  and  sixteenth  sections  of  the  act 
to  interdict  the  commercial  intercourse  between  the 
United  States  and  Grreat  Britain  and  France  and  their 
dependencies,  and  for  other  purposes,  be,  and  the  sane 
are  hereby  repealed:  Proviaedf  however.  That  all  pen- 
alties and  forfeitures,  which  have  been  incurred  on  tc- 
count  of  any  infraction  of  any  of  the  said  acts  or  te^ 
tions,  shall  be  recovered  «nd  distributed  in  like  manner 
as  if  the  said  acts  and  sections  had  continued  in  M 
fdroe  and  virtue. 

8kc.  S.  And  be  it  fitriher  enaeiedf  That  eo  mntk 
of  the  act  to  interdict  the  commercial  intercourse  ba> 
tween  the  United  States  and  Great  Britain  and  France, 
and  their  dependencies,  and  ibr  other  purposes,  as  ii 
not  repealed  by  this  ac^  shall  continue  in  force  until 
the  end  of  the  next  session  of  Congress:  Providd 
That  nothing  therein  contained  shall  be  construed  to 
prohibit  any  trade  or  commercial  intercourse  which 
has  been  or  may  be  permitted  in  conformity  with  the 
provisions  of  the  eleventh  section  of  the  said  act 

Sac.  3.  And  he  ii  further  enacted.  That,  during  the 
continuance  of  this  act,  no  ship  or  vessel  shall  be  per* 
mitted  to  depart  for  any  foreign  port  or  place  with 
which  commercial  intercourse  has  not  been  or  may  not 
be  permitted  by  the  last  mentioned  act :  and  no  shif 
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or  rcMel,  bound  to  a  foreign  port  or  place  with  which 
CDDunercial  interoonrae  has  been  or  majr  be  permitted 
kf  Tirtoe  of  the  said  act,  ehall  be  allowed  to  depart, 
Bsleas  the  owner  or  owneia,  consignee,  or  factor,  of  such 
ihip  or  vessel  shall,  with  the  master,  have  given  bond, 
viUi  one  or  more  sareties,  to  the  United  States,  in  a 
mm  double  the  value  of  the  vessel  and  cargo,  that  the 
vessel  shall  not  proceed  to  any  port  or  place  with  which 
eommercial  interconrse  is  not  permitted  bj  virtue  of 
Ibe  said  act,  nor  be  directly  or  indirectly  engaged  durmg 
the  voyage,  in  any  trade  with  sach  port  or  place,  nor  shaU 
pat  any  srtide  on  board  of  any  other  vessel  destined  for 
such  port  or  place.  A  nd  if  any  ship  or  vessel  shall,  ooa- 
tnrj  to  the  proiviaioiis  of  this  section,  proceed  to  any  such 
profaibiled  port  or  place,  or  be  directly  or  indirectly  en* 
gif  ed  in  any  trade  with  sach  port  or  place,  or  shall  depart 
froD  toy  port  of  the  United  States*  without  clearance, 
or  without  having  given  bond  in  the  manner  above- 
aeationed,  each  ship  or  vessel,  together  with  her  car- 
!«,  shall  be  whoUj  forfeited,  and  the  owner  or  owners, 
igcDt,  freighter  or  frctors,  master  or  commander  of 
tofh  Asp  or  Tcaeel  ahall,  severally,  forfeit  and  pay  a 
ran  equal  to  tiie  value  of  the  ship  or  vessel  and  of  the 
cargo  put  on  board  the  same :  Provided  iUwav9,  That 
die  provisions  of  the  eleventh  section  of  the  fast  men- 
tkmed  act,  shall  extend  to  the  prohibitions  impoaed  by 
this  section ;  which  prohibition  shall  cease  to  operate 
in  the  manner  and  under  the  limitations  prescribed  by 
the  eleventh  section  aforesaid  in  relation  to  any  nation 
vith  which  commercial  intercourse  may  hereafter  be 
pennitted,  in  conformity  with  the  provisions  of  the  elev- 
enth section  aforesaid. 

81C.4.  Andbettfitrtherenaetedy  That  all  penalties 
«r  forfeitures  arising  under,  or  incurred  by  virtue  of 
this  act,  shaD  be  recovered  and  distributed,  and  may  be 
lenuttsd  or  mitigated,  in  the  manner  prescribed  by  the 
ict  to  interdict  the  commercial  intercourse  between  the 
United  States  and  Great  Britain  and  France,  and  their 
dependendes,  and  for  other  purposes. 

S£c.  5  AMid  be  it  further  enacted,  That  all  the.  ves- 
sels whidi  may  have  arrived  at  any  port  or  place  within 
the  United  States,  from  Great  Britain,  her  colonies  or 
dependencies,  since  the  twentieth  day  of  May,  one 
thousand  eight  hundred  and  nine,  or  which  may  arrive 
before  the  tenth  of  June  next,  shall  be  exempted  from 
lU  the  forfeitures  and  penalties  incurred  in  consequence 
of  any  violation  of  any  of  the  provisions  of  the  said 
act  to  interdict  the  commercial  intercourse  between 
the  United  States  and  Great  Britain  and  France  and 
their  dependencies. 

Tuesday,  May  90. 

Mr.  Q1LE8  asked  and  obtained  leare  to  bring 
iQ  a  bill  to  fix  the  time  for  the  next  meettng  of 
Congress ;  and  the  bill  was  read,  and  passed  to 
the  second  leading. 

The  bill  toameod  and  continue  in  force  the  act, 
entitled,  *'Ad  act  to  interdict  the  commercial  in- 
tercourse between  the  United  States  and  Great 
Britain  and  France,  and  their  dependencies^  and 
for  other  purposes,"  was  read  the  second  time ; 
Aod  on  motioo,  by  Mr.  Giles,  it  was  agreed  that 
ibe  further  consideration  thereof  be  the  order  of 
the  day  for  Thursday  next. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  resolution  for  appoint- 
ia^  a  joint  committee  on  the  business  requisite  to 
Udooe  during  the  present  session.  On  motion,  by 
Mr.  Lbib,  to  postpone  the  consideration  thereof 


for  one  week,  it  was  detarmioed  in  the  negative ; 

and  the  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

Ordered,  That  Messrs.  Giles,  Franklin,  and 

HiLLBousE,  be  the  committee  on  the  part  of  the 

Senate. 
Mr.  Pope  submitted  the  following  motion  : 
Reeohed,  That  a  committee  be  appointed  to  inquire 

whether  it  be  expedient,  at  this  time,  to  pass  a  law  for 

Uking  the  census  of  the  inhabitanu  of  the  United 

States  and  Territories  thereof. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
letter  from  Mr.  Smith,  of  Maryland,  commuoi« 
Gated  yesterday.  And,  on  motion  of  Mr.  Giles, 
the  further  consideration  thereof  was  postponed 
to  the  5th  of  June  next. 


WEDNESDAr,  May  31. 

Stephen  R.  Bradley,  from  the  State  of  Ver- 
mont, attended. 

Mr.  Giles  presented  the  memorial  of  Edward 
Livingston,  of  New  Orleans,  stating  (hat,  for  a 
Jong  time  prior  to  the  25th  Jaouarv,  1804,  he  waa 
in  peaceable  possession  of  a  parcel  of  land  called 
the  Batture,  in  front  of  the  suburb  of  St.  Mary's, 
in  the  city  of  New  Orleans.  That,  00  the  2dtli 
of  January,  he  was  forcibly  removed  by  the  Mar- 
shal of  the  district,  under  the  orders  of  the  Pres- 
ident of  the  United  States,  notwithstanding  an 
injunction  had  been  grantea  by  the  superior  court 
against  the  execution  of  the  warrant ;  and  pray- 
ing that  the  possession  may  be  restored  to  himj 
and  that  such  measures  may  be  pursued  as  the 
wisdom  of  Congress  may  devise,  for  providing  a 
legal  decision  on  the  title  of  the  United  States,  if 
it  shall  be  supposed  they  have  any,  to  the  property 
in  question ;  and  the  memorial  was  read,  and  re- 
ferred to  Messrs.  Giles,  Anderson,  Hillhouse, 
White,  aod  Whiteside,  to  consider  and  report 
thereon. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
motion  made  yesterday  for  a  committee  to  inquire 
into  the  expediency  of  taking  the  census  of  the 
inhabitants  of  the  United  States  and  Territories; 
and,  the  motion  being  amended,  was  agreed  to,  as 
follows : 

Reeolved^  That  a  committee  be  appointed  to 
inquire  whether  it  be  expedient,  at  this  time,  to 
pass  a  law  for  taking  the  census  of  the  inhabit- 
ants of  the  United  States  and  Territories  thereof; 
aod  that  the  committee  have  leave  to  report  by 
bill  or  otherwise. 

Ordered^  That  Messrs.  Pope,  Meigs,  and  An- 
derson, be  the  committee. 

The  bill  to  fix  the  time  for  the  next  meeting  of 
Congress  was  read  the  second  time  as  in  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole.  On  the  question,  ShaU 
this  bill  be  engrossed,  and  read  a  third  time  ?  it 
was  determined  in  the  affirmative. 

Mr.  Malbone  gave  notice  that  he  should,  to- 
morrow ask  leave  to  bring  in  a^  bill  for  extending 
the  benefit  of  drawback  upon  exportation  of  all 
goods,  wares,  and  merchandise,  entitled  thereto, 
which  mav,  be  transported  by  land  from  Newport, 
Rhode  Island,  to  Boston,  and  from  Boston  to 
Newport. 
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Thubsdat,  June  1. 
Mr.  Malbone,  from  the  committee,  reported 
the  bill  to  fix  4he  time  for  the  next  meeting  of 
Congress  correctly  engrossed :  and  th^  bill  was 
read  the  third  time,  and  the  further  consideration 
thereof  postponed  until  Monday  next. 

NON-INTERCOURSE. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
bill  to  amend  and  continue  in  force  the  act,  enti- 
tled **An  act  to  interdict  the  commercial  inter- 
course between  the  United  States  and  Great 
firitain  and  France,  and  their  dependencies,  and 
for  other  purposes,"  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole. 

Mr.  Giles  offered  the  following  amendment  to 
the  first  section,  to  be  inserted  after  the  word 
*(  assembled :" 

"  That  the  provisions  of  the  two  first  sections  of  the 
act,  entitled  'An  act  to  interdict  the  commercial  inter- 
course between  the  United  States  and  Great  Britain 
and  France,  and  their  dependencies,  and  for  other 
purposes,  shall  eitehd  to  all  public  armed  ships  and 
▼essels  of  all  foreign  nations,  and  the  same  shall  be, 
and  are  hereby,  continued  and  made  permanent,  sub- 
ject, nevertheless,  to  any  modifications  and  regulations 
which  may  hereafter  be  made  by  treaty." 

Mr.  G.  said,  he  felt  himself  constrained  to  more 
this  amendment  at  this  time,  because  he  found  it 
impossible  to  aroid  a  consideration  of  the  subject 
inroWed  in  it,  although  he  had  heretofore  hoped 
that  it  would  not  necessarily  pass  in  review  dur- 
ing the  present  session.  He  said  this  necessity 
arose  from  the  limitation  of  these  sections  of  the 
act  at  the  last  session.  The  connexion  of  these 
sections  with  the  commercial  non-intercourse 
system,  was  contrary  to  his  opinion  at  that  time ; 
he  then  wished  the  subject  to  be  taken  up  and 
acted  upon  in  a  separate  bill,  and  made  the  per- 
manent law  of  the  land.  His  opinion  then  gave 
way  to  the  respect  he  felt  for  the  opinion  of 
others.  This  will  appear  from  the  resolution  he 
then  moTcd,  "to  extend  the  interdiction  to  the 
public  armed  ships  and  Tessel^  of  all  foreign  na- 
tions.'' In  consequence  of  connecting  that  sub- 
ject with  the  general  commercial  non-intercourse, 
and  limiting  its  duration  with  that  act,  it  was  now 
rendered  a  very  delicate  question.  His  proposi- 
tion, however,  was,  to  do  now,  what  it  was  right 
to  have  done  at  the  last  session.  He  said  that  the 
proposition  was  founded  upon  the  principle,  that 
the  United  States  had  as  absolute  and  unqualified 
a  right  to  exclusive  jurisdiction  over  the  marine 
leagues  usually  attached  to  independent  nations, 
as  to  their  territorial  jurisdiction,  and  as  a  con- 
sequence from  that  principle,  foreign  nations  had 
no  more  right  to  send  armed  ships  within  our  ac- 
knowledged marine  jurisdiction,  than  they  had  to 
send  an  army  within  our  territorial  jurisdiction. 
This  proposition  is,  therefore,  merely  municipal, 
formed  upon  an  unquestionable  right,  and  it  is 
dictated  by  the  same  spirit  of  impartiality  as  that 
which  dictated  the  original  n  on -intercourse  law. 
Indeed,  it  appeared  to  him  the  only  impartial 
course  now  left  us,  as  it  respects  the  belligerents. 
It  ought  to  preserve  the  most  perfect  impartiality, 


which,  Mr.  Canning  so  justly  tells  us,  "is  th| 
essence  of  neutrality.*'  ' 

Mr.  G.  said,  it  could  not  escape  observatiod 
that,  in  the  overtures  made  bv  the  British  Cabiod 
for  the  revocation  of  the  Orders  in  Councilor  th 
7th  of  January  and  the  Uth  of  November,  ih 
obligation  to  protect  our  neutral  rights  agaios 
France,  heretofore  offered  on  the  part  of  our  Got 
ernment,  in  case  of  her  perseverance  in  her  hof 
tile  edicts,  bad  been  entirely  overlooked,  or  on 
conditionally  dispensed  with.  He  said  he  derirM 
much  satisfaction  from  this  liberal  conduct  (h| 
the  part  of  the  British  Gbvernment,  because  il 
manifested  a  confidence  in  the  honor  and  firm 
ness  of  our  Government,  which  must  be  peeulitr 
ly  gratifying  to  every  American ;  but  it  rathe 
increased  than  lessened  the  obligation  to  perse 
vere  in  protecting  our  neutral  rights  agaioi 
French  aggressions,  if  they  should  be  persevered 
in,  contrary  to  his  expectation. 

The  motive  or  ground  of  resisting  the  aggres 
sions  of  France  cannot,  under  this  overture.  \n 
mistaken.  In  the  former  case,  it  might  hin 
seemed  as  if  the  resistance  was  dictated  by  i 
stipulated  obligation  to  Great  Britain  to  make  l 
in  this;  it  can  only  be  dictated  by  a  just  sense  ol 
our  own  honor,  character,  and  interests,  which  ij 
left  perfectly  uncontrolled  by  the  British  orer 
cure.  As  this  latter  motive  is  the  more  honon 
ble,  it  ought  to  be  the  more  scru]>ulousiy  adhere 
to  and  enforced.  He  had  no  hesitation  in  sayioj 
he  had  uniformly  been  influenced  by  this  motir^ 
alone,  entirely  discooitected  with  any  stipoiatd 
obligation  to  Great  Britain ;  and,  under  this  in 
fluence  alone,  he  would  be  found  at  all  times  a 
ready  to  resist  the  aggressions  of  France,  as  h 
had  at  any  time  been  those  of  Great  Britain,  i 
they  should,  unfortunately,  be  persevered  in;  hal 
at  the  same  time,  he  wished  to  take  away  ever] 
pretext  for  such  perseverance,  by  persevering  ii 
a  conduct  of  the  strictest  and  most  scrupulous  im 
partiality  toward  all  the  belligerents. 

At  the  last  session  he  had  supposed,  under  lb 
genei-al  interdiction  of  all  foreign  armed  vessel 
some  regulations  and  modifications,  as  exceptioo 
from  the  general  rule,  might  be  made  by  law,  be 
further  reflection  had  satisfied  him  that  the  pre! 
erable  mode  was  by  treaty. 

He  would  sute  two  or  three  reasons  for  thi 
preference : 

1.  It  will  tend  to  avoid  collisions  with  all  fo 
eign  nations.  Regulations  made  by  law  migl 
not  suit  the  views  of  foreign  nations,  wherei 
their  consent  would  be  necessary  in  treaties. 

2.  It  will  give  us  the  aid  of  a  stipulated  obligi 
tion  on  the  part  of  the  foreign  nation  making  tli 
treaty,  to  enforce  the  arrangement.  In  the  cti 
of  Great  Britain  this  consideration  is  of  grei 
importance.  Its  importance  results  from  th 
strength  of  her  navy,  compared  with  the  weal 
ness  of  ours. 

3.  By  treaty  we  mav  obtain  what  the  lawyei 
call  a  quid  pro  quo.  We  may  want,  at  some  fuiai 
time,  the  use  of  some  British  ports,  which  sb 
would  readily  give  for  the  use  of  ours.  He  sai 
he  would  act  liberally  with  her  in  this  respeci 
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lod,  he  belieyed.  considering  Great  Britain  now 
It  war,  and  the  United  States  at  peace,  it  would 
rather  accelerate  than  retard  the  expected  nego- 
tiatioD.  He  said  he  was  as  much  opposed  to 
throwing  any  impediment  in  the  way  of  the  ex- 
pected negotiation  as  any  gentleman  in  the  Uni- 
ted Stales. 

Great  Bntain  cannot)  and  will  not  complain. 
The  municipal  right  now  proposed  to  be  carried 
isto  effect,  is  admitted  by  Great  Britain  in  its 
broadest  extent,  and  will  not  be  disputed  bf  Mr. 
CaaoiDg  at  the  present  moment.  This  will  ap- 
pear from  Mr.  Canning's  declarations  in  the  de- 
bates of  the  last  session  of  Parliament.  He  said 
be  did  not  know  whether  it  was  correct  to  read 
Dev&papers  in  evidence,  to  ascertain  the  opinions 
afid  expressions  of  the  speaker,  but  if  the  Senate 
would  be  content  with  this  species  of  evidence, 
tontained  in  a  Ministerial  paper,  he  would  read  it 
for  their  information.  Mr.  G.  then  read  the  fol- 
lowing extract  of  Mr.  Canning's  speech,  taken 
from  a  British  Ministerial  paper : 

Extraeifrom  Mr,  Canning M  tpeeeh  in  Parliament. 

**At  the  time  the  application  for  a  compromise  had 
been  made  by  the  American  Government,  there  was 
in  order  in  force  exclnding  British  ships  of  war  from 
the  .\inerican  porta,  while  French  ships  of  war  were 
tdmitted  into  them ;  and,  consequently,  if  the  terms 
o&red  by  America  had  been  accepted,  our  commerce 
would  have  been  permitted  to  America  withoat  a  ship 
of  war  to  protect  it,  while  the  French  commerce  would 
be  exdttded,  at  the  same  time  that  French  ships  of 
var  would  be  admitted  if  they  could  succeed  in  getting 
there.  The  ports  of  America  would  become  nests  for 
French  priTateers  against  British  commerce.  As  to  the 
tendency  of  the  measures  in  agitation  in  America,  he 
could  afbtd  the  right  honorable  gentleman  some  conso- 
lation, by  aamring  him  that  they  would  not  hare  all  the 
iO  oonxeqaences  he  seemed  to  apprehend.  A  circum- 
ftaoee  appeared  by  the  report  of  the  committee  of  Con- 
fttUf  though  clothed  in  hostile  language,  which,  if 
made  known  to  His  Majesty's  Government  in  amica- 
ble terms,  might  have  led  to  the  acceptance  of  the 
terms  proposed.  The  circumstance  he  alluded  to  was 
the  Tcsolotion  for  excluding  from  American  ports  the 
■hips  of  war  not  of  Great  Britain,  but  of  the  belliger- 
ents. The  Americans,  in  their  character  of  neutrals, 
bsd  unquestionably  a  right  to  exclude  the  ships  of  war 
of  both  belligerents  from  their  ports,  but  could  not  con- 
fine them  excIusiTely  to  those  of  one  of  the  belliger- 
ents withoat  a  violation  of  that  impartiality  which  is 
the  essence  of  the  neutral  character.  Tet,  when  that 
propofition  should  be  disposed  of,  the  whole  of  the  dif- 
ficnl^  would  not  be  surmounted,  as  much  would  still 
remain  to  be  acconunodated.  Another  point,  in  which 
&slt  had  been  charged  upon  his  conduct  with  respect 
to  America,  was  his  having  stated  that  the  system 
would  not  be  given  up  whUe  the  smallest  link  of  the 
co&federation  against  Great  Britain  existed." 

it  will  be  observed  that  two  important  conclu- 
sions may  be  deduced  from  these  obser rations : 
1.  That  the  exercise  of  tnis  municipa'l  right  is 
tinqaestionable.  2.  That  Mr.  Canning's  objec- 
tion to  its  former  exercise  by  proclamation  was  to 
m  limitation^  not  its  extension. 

His  objection  is  to  its  exercise  against  Great 
Britain  exclusively  and  not  against  her  enemies. 


At  the  time  of  making  this  speech,  Mr.  Canning 
thought  the  interdiction  was  extended  to  all  the 
belligerents ;  in  which  case,  so  far  from  complain- 
ing of  its  exercise,  he  says  it  would  furnish  an 
inducement  to  an  accommodation,  and  his  in- 
structions to  Mr.  Erskine,  were,  no  doubt,  given 
under  this  expectation.  This  was  the  ground 
taken  by  the  report  of  the  committee  of  the 
House  of  Representatives,  in  the  last  session,  and 
the  Senate  went  further,  by  extending  the  inter- 
diction to  the  public  armed  ships  of  all  foreign 
nations ;  those  of  peace  as  well  as  those  of  war. 
This  gave  the  transaction  more  strongly  the  char- 
acter of  a  mere  municipal  regulation.  This 
principle  was  narrowed  down,  in  this  bill,  to  ap- 
ply merely  to  Great  Britain  and  France,  and  left 
out  altogether  the  other  belligerent  Powers.  Mr. 
Canning  will  probably  be  much  surprised  at  this 
limitation ;  and  conceive  hostility  more  pointed 
than  he  had  anticipated  ;  some  of  the  points  may, 
however,  be  a  little  blunted  by  includmg  France, 
the  most  operating  and  unmanageable  of  her  en- 
emies. He  said  he  did  not  wish  to  go  one  atom 
beyond  Mr.  Canning's  opinion  upon  this  occasion. 
He  took  great  pleasure  in  concurring  with  Mr. 
Canning  upon  tnis  point.  It  was  the  first  instaiice 
in  which  be  had  concurred  in  opinion  with  the 
gentleman  ;  but  he  hoped  it  would  not  be  the  last, 
especially  when  the  opinion  favored  the  rights 
and  promoted  the  interest  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  Canning  must  have  acted  under  this  im- 
pression when  he  agreed  to  make  the  honorable 
reparation  he  had  done  for  the  unauthorized  at- 
tack upon  the  Cheaapeakej  without  requiring  a 
previous  revocation  of  the  interdiction  of  British 
ships.  As  this  revocation  was  not  demanded  nor 
promised,  the  arrangement  now  ought  to  be  made 
on  general  principles  of  justice.  He  said,  with- 
out feelioff  or  expressing  any  regret,  at  anything 
he  had  said  or  proposed  at  the  last  session^  ne  was 
now  as  willing  as  an^  gentleman  to  reciprocate 
the  temper  lately  manifested  by  the  British  Gov- 
ernment, so  opposite  in  its  character  and  tenden- 
cy from  that  manifested  by  the  Cabinet  for  seve- 
ral years  preceding.  He  said  that  no  gentleman 
had  yet  manifested  an  intention  of  removing  the 
interdiction  upon  British  armed  ships,  until  she 
had  actually  executed  her  promise  of  reparation ; 
and,  if  the  execution  of  the  promise  were  to  pre- 
cede the  revocation  of  the  interdiction,  the  mode 
of  revocation  by  treaty,  as  pointed  out  by  his 
proposition,  would  be  nearly  cotemporaneous 
witn  that  proposed  by  gentlemen,  if  .now  enacted 
into  a  law,  and  it  would  have  an  evident  advan- 
tage, as  it  respected  the  feelings  of  Great  Britain. 
The  mode  recommended  by  gentlemen  is  found- 
ed upon  a  want  of  confidence  in  the  promise  of 
Great  Britain,  and  an  ungracious  demand  for  its 
execution,  as  a  preliminary  to  the  revocation, 
while  the  mode  pointed  out  by  treaty,  is  founded 
upon  a  confidence  in  the  promise ;  and,  without 
requiring  its  execution,  will  insure  our  own  safety 
by  the  mere  exercise  of  municipal  right ;  a  riffht 
which  is  unquestionable ;  vouched  to  be  so  by  Mr. 
Canning,  and  the  exercise  of  which  is  impartial 
toward  all  nations,  by  extending  its  provisions 
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eqamUy  to  all.  He  said  that  almost  all  the  id  ju- 
ries aod  insults  Bostaiued  bf  the  United  States 
from  public  armed  ships  of  the  beiligerents  with- 
in our  waters,  were  attributable  to  an  inattention 
to  the  exercise  of  this  right,  and,  relax  the  inter- 
diction when  you  may,  without  a  stipulated  obli- 
gation on  the  part  of  the  belligerents,  to  respect 
your  neutrality,  and  your  marine  jurisdiction, 
they  will  be  renewed  and  continued. 

The  principle  contended  for  is  not  new.  It  has 
been  before  the  Senate  several  times,  and  was 
adopted  at  the  last  session  in  its  broadest  extent,  as 
will  appear  from  the  following  resolution,  which 
he  then  had  the  honor  of  moying.  It  does  not 
appear  from  the  Journals  of  the  Senate,  that 
there  was  any  opposition  to  the  following  reso- 
lution, which  was  adopted  on  the  15th  of  FelMru- 
ary  last : 

*<  The  Senate  resumed  the  eomiderfttion  of  the  mo- 
tion Blade  on  the  8th  instant,  that  provinon  ought -to 
be  made  by  law  for  interdicting  all  foreign  armed  ships 
fiNMn  the  waters  of  the  United  States ;  and,  having 
agreed  thereto,  ordered  that  it  be  referred  to  Mr.  GHles, 
Mr.  Smith,  of  Maryland,  Mr.  Crawford,"  dec. 

He  said  he  was  extremely  happy  to  find  the 
spirit  of  harmony  and  conciliation  which  had 
hitherto  characterized  the  Senate,  and  he  should 
endeavor  to  preserve  and  continue  it ;  and,  while 
he  was  strongly  impressed  with  the  propriety  and 
policy  of  the  amendment,  yet  he  was  willing  to 
listen  to  any  other  which  might  be  more  agreea- 
ble to  gentlemen,  provided  it  was  founded  upon  a 
principle  of  strict  impartiality  toward  the  oelli- 
gerents,  which  he  could  not  be  induced  to  depart 
from  under  any  circumstances. 

When  Mr.  G.  had  concluded,  the  further  con- 
sideration of  the  subject  was  postponed  until  to- 
morrow. 


Friday,  June  2. 

Philip  Reed,  from  the  State  of  Maryland,  at- 
tended. 

Stani^t  Qriswold,  appointed  a  Senator  by 
the  Executive  of  the  State  of  Ohio,  to  fill  the  va- 
cancy occasioned  by  the  resignation  of  Edward 
Tiffin,  was  qualified,  and  took  his  seat. 

John  Smith,  from  the  State  of  New  York, 
attended. 

Mr.  Malbone  asked  and  obtained  leave  to 
bring  in  a  bill  for  extending  the  benefit  of  a  draw- 
back or  the  duties  upon  exportation  on  all  goods, 
wares,  and  merchandise,  subject  thereto,  that  may 
be  transported  by  land  from  the  port  of  Newport  to 
the  port  of  Boston,  and  froin  said  Bos*ton  to  said 
Newport ;  and  the  bill  was  read,  and  passed  to 
the  second  reading. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  consideration  of  the'  bill  to  amend  and 
continue  in  force  the  act,  entitled  "An  act  to  in- 
terdict the  commercial  intercourse  between  the 
United  States  and  Great  Britain  and  Frenee,  and 
their  dependenciesj  and  for  other  purposes,"  toge- 
ther with  the  amendment  submitted  yesterday ; 
and,  on  motion  of  Mr.  Pickbrino,  further  to 
amend  the  bill,  it  was  ordered  that  the  bill,  toge- 
ther with  the  amendments,  be  recommitted  to 


Messrs.  Smith,  of  Maryland,  GNlbs,  Lloy 
Pope,  and  Greoo,  to  consider  generally  and  r 
port  thereon. 

Mr.  Gbrman,  from  the  committee  to  whom  w\ 
referred,  on  the  25th  of  May  last,  so  much  of  tl 
President's  Message  as  relates  to  the  defence 
our  seaport  towns  and  harbors;  and,  on  the  26t| 
the  resolution  of  the  State  of  Kentucky,  relati« 
to  garrisons  on  the  Western  waters,  reported 
bill  making  further  appropriations  to  complete  (i» 
fortifications  commenced  for  the  security  of  x)\ 
ports  and  harbors  of  the  United  States,  and  i 
erect  such  fortifications  as  may  be  necessary  fc 
the  protection  of  the  Northern  and  Western  fros 
tiers  of  the  United  States;  and  the  bill  was  reai 
and  passed  to  the  second  reading. 

The  President  laid  before  the  Senate  the  n 
port  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  in  obed 
ence  to  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  establish  tb 
Treasury  Department;"  and  the  report  was  rest 
and  ordered  to  lie  for  consideration. 


MoNDAT,  June  5. 

Mr.  Matbewbon  announced  the  death  of  hi 
colleague,  Francis  Malbone,  who  deceased  ye^ 
terday  morning. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Llotd. 

^Mohed,  That  the  Senate  will  attend  (he  ftineral^ 
Fjuhcis  MALBoas,  this  afternoon,  at  hwe  o'dock,  froi 
his  lale  reaidenee  ;  that  notice  thereof  be  given  to  t^ 
House  of  Representatives^  and  that  a  committee  I 
appointed  far  superintending  the  funeral. ' 

Ordered,  That  Messrs  Llotd,  Gilman,  aQ| 
Write,  be  the  committee. 
On  motion,  by  Mr.  Llotd, 

Reaoived,  uruminunulyf  That  the  members  of  th 
Senate,  from  a  sincere  desire  of  showing  their  respeij 
to  the  memory  of  FaAxcis  Malbojtk,  deceased,  Ut| 
a  member  thereof,  will  go  into  mourning  for  him  ooj 
month,  by  the  usual  mode  of  wearing  a  crape  iouii| 
the  left  arm ;  and  that  a  sum  not  exceeding  one  hon 
dred  and  fiAy  dollars  be  applied  out  of  the  contingeij 
fund  for  placing  a  neat  slab  or  monument,  with  a  soil 
able  inscription,  over  his  tomb. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Llotd. 

Muohfed,  That,  as  an  additional  mark  of  resped 
t»  the  memoiy  of  Fbascis  Malbohb,  the  Senate  no^ 
adjourn. 

And  the  Senate  adjourned. 


TtJESDAT,  June  6. 

Mr.  Giles,  from  the  joint  committee  appointed 
on  the  part  of  the  Senate  to  consider  and  repor! 
the  business  requisite  to  be  acted  on  during  lh< 
present  session,  made  a  report;  which  was  reaij 
for  consideration. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  th^ 
letter  of  Mr.  Smith,  a  Senator  from  the  State  o\ 
Maryland ;  and 

Mr.  Giles  submitted  a  resolution,  which  waj 
amended,  and  is  as  follows : 

Retolved,  That  the  Honorable  Saxusi.  Smith,  i 
Senator  appointed  by  the  Executive  of  the  State  oj 
Maryland  to  fill  the  vacancy  which  happened  in  the 
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0ke  of  Senftlor  for  that  8Ute,  it  entitled  to  hold  his 
lat  in  the  Senate  of  the  United  Statec  during  the  eee* 
wa  of  the  Legielatare  of  Maiyland,  which,  by  the 
ndtmadon  of  the  GoTerner  of  said  8tate»wae  to 
OBoenoe  on  the  5th  day  of  the  present  month  of 
one ;  onlew  said  Legislature  shall  fill  snch  vacancy 
f  tbe  sppointment  of  a  Senator,  And  this  Benifte  be 
ffdallj  informed  theieoil 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Ahderson,  to  amend  the 
DOtioD,  bf  strikiDg  oat  alt  after  the  word  '^Re- 
ol?ed,"and  inserting: 

*  That  any  Senator  of  this  body,  who  holds  a  seat 
adct  in  EzecatiTe  appointment,  cannot,  according  to 
the  proviiionB  of  tha  Constitntion  of  the  United  Stales, 
be  eathkd  to  continue  to  hold  his  seat  as  a  member  of 
ihif  body,  after  the  meeting  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
Btiti  from  which  such  Senator  may  be  a  member* 

Aod  a  dlTisioD  of  the  motion  for  amendment 
was  called  for,  and  iht  -^oestion  having  been 
aken  on  strikioff  out,  it  passed  in  the  negative; 
nd  the  motion  ror  aftiiendinent  baring  been  lost, 
be  oriviDal  motion  was  agreed  to— yeas  19,  nays 
S^  as  follows : 


bill ;  and,  on  motion,  by  Mr.  Bradlbt,  the  further 
consideration  of  the  bill  was  postponed  nntii  the 
forth  Monday  in  Norember  next. 

The  bill  making  farther  appropriation  to  com- 
plete the  fortifications  commenced  for  the  seearity 
of  the  seaport  towns  and  harbors  of  the  Unitea 
States,  and  to  erect  such  fortifications  as  may  be 
necessary  for  the  protection  of  the  Northern  and 
Western  frontiers  of  the  United  States,  was  read 
tbe  second  time,  and  the  further  consideration 
thereof'  postponed  andl  to*monrow. 


TsAs— Messrs.  Anderson,  Brent,  Franklin,  Gaillard, 
Bcnnsn,  Giles,  €Hlnaii9  Goodrich,  Griswold,  Hillhouse, 
Umbert,  MathsWRMi,  Meigs,  ^ope,  Kobinson,  Smith 
Bf  New  York,  Throston,  White,  and  Whitemde. 

Nats — Messrs.  Bra&y,  Leib»  Lloyd»  Faiker,  Pick- 
mug,  and  Turner. 

Od  motion,  by  Mr.  Llotd, 

Resohed,  That  the  President  of  the  Senate  be 
rtqaested  to  notify  the  Exiecutive  of  the  Stale 
of  Rbode  Island  and  Proridence  Plantations  of  the 
death  of  Francis  Malbone,  late  a  Senator  of 
the  United  States  from  that  State. 

The  bill  for  extending  the  benefit  of  a  drawback 
of  the  duties  upon  exportation  on  all  goodkj  wares, 
aod  mertbandise,  subject  thereto,  that  n\ay  be 
iiaosported  by  land  from  the  district  of  Newport 
to  the  port  of  Boston,  and  from  said  £k>ston  to 
said  Newport,  was  read  the  second  time,  and  re- 
ferred to  Messrs.  Lloyd.  Math£W80n,  and  GiU'^ 
iiN,  to  consider  and  report  thereon. 

Mr.  Anderson,  from  the  committee  appointed 
OQ  the  25th  of  May,  to  inuoire  whether  it  be  ex- 
pedient at  this  time  to  make  any  modificaitba  of 
the  laws  relating  to  the  Army*  and  Navy  of  the 
Coiled  States,  reported  in  part  a  hill  tpsospentf 
fcr  a  limited  time  the  recruiting  serried ;  anckt^ii 
bill  was  read,  and  passed  to  the  second  reading. 

Tbe  bill  to  ^  the  time  for  the  next  meeting 
«f  Congress  was  resumed,  and  th«  blank  filled 
^ih  ^fourth  Monday  of  Norember.'* 

Raolved,  That  this  bill  pass,  and  ths^t  the  title 
liiereof  be^'Ao  act  to  fix  the  time  of  the  next 
meeting  of  Congress.**  < 

Mr.  PopB,  from  the  committee  appointed  to  in- 
^^ire  whether  it  be  expedient  at  this  time  to  pass 
tlaw  for  taking  tbe  census  of  the  inhabitants  of 
^e  United  States  and  the  Territories  thereof,  re- 
K)rted  a  bill  providiii^  for  the  third  census  or  enu- 
meration of  the  inhabitants  of  the  (Jolted  States ; 
*bich  was  read,  and  passed  to  a  second  readings 

Oa  motion  by  Mr.  Andbrson,  it  was  agreed  to 
insider  the  rote  for  the  second  reading  of  the 


Wednbsday,  June  7. 

James  A.  Batard,  from,  the  State  of  Delawarei 
attended. 

The  bill  to  suspend  for  a  limited  time  the  re- 
cruiting serrice,  was  read  the  second  time  and  con* 
sidered  as  in  Uommittee  of  the  Whole.  On  the 
ouestion,  Shall  this  bill  he  engrossed  and  read  a 
third  time?  it  was  determined  in  theaffirmatiTe. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  tbe 
Whole,  the  second  reading  of  the  bill  making 
further  appropriations  to  comi^e  the  fortifica- 
tions commenced  for  the  security  of  the  ports 
and  harbors  of  the  United  States,  and  to  erect 
such  rfortifications  as  may  he  necessary  for  the 
protection  of  the  Northern  and  Western  frontiers 
of  tbe  United  States ;  and,'bn  the  question.  Shall 
this  bill  be  epgrossed  and  read, a  third  time?  it 
was  determine  in  the  affirmatiTe. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Anderson,   - 

Be^olved,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  be 
authorized  to  cQi^iaue  John  Deixkneie  as  an  en- 
grossing clerk,  in  his  office,  for  anofher  quarter,  to 
commence  on  the  firsp.  day  of  A  prik. last,,  not  with- 
standing the  present  state  of  his  health. 

a' 

Td0R8DAT,  June  8.- 
,Wii«LiAM  H.  Crawford,  from  the  State  of 
Gkorgiii,  attended. 

Mr.  Franklin,  from  the  committee,,  exported 
the  bill  to  suspend  for  a  limited  time  the  reenuling 
service,  correctly  engrossed ;  and  the  bill  wasread 
the  third  time  and  passed. 
,  Mr.  Frankun^  Irom  the  committee,  reported 
the  bill  making  further  appropriatieiiatqcoiDplete 
the  fortifications  commeneed  for  the  aecufity  of 
the  ports  and  harbors  of  the  United  States,  and 
to  erect  stich  fortifications  as  may  be  necessary 
for  the  protection  of  the  Northern  and  Western 
frontiers  of  the  United  States,  correctly  engrossed; 
and  (he  bill  was  read  the  third  time,  and  the  blank 
filled  with!  '*  seven  hundred  and  fifty  thousand 
dollar?."  .      .  , 

Resolved.  That  this  bill  pass,  and  that  the  title 
tliereof  be  "An  act  making  furiner  appropriations 
to  complete  the  fortifications  commenced  for  the 
security  of  the  ports  and  harbors  of  the  United 
States,  and  to  er«ct  such  fortifications  as. may  be 
necessary  for  the  protection  of  the  Northern  aod 
Western,  frontiers  of  the  United  States." 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  Hoase  have  passed 
a  bill,  entitled  ''An  act  authorizing*  tbe  appoint- 
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ment  of  an  agent  for  the  land  office  at  Kaskaskia, 
and  allowing  compensation  to  the  commissioners 
and  clerk ;"  a  bill,  entitled  **An  act  supplementary 
to  an  act,  entitled  'An  act  making  appropriations 
for  carrying  into  effect  a  treaty  between  the  Uni- 
ted States  and  the  Chickasaw  tribe  of  Indians/ 
and  to  establish  a  land  office  in  the  Mississippi  Ter- 
ritory ;"  also,  a  bill,  entitled  "An  act  declaring 
the  assent  of  Congress  to  a  certain  act  of  the  State 
of  South  Carolina,  passed  the  twenty-first  of  De- 
cember, one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  four;" 
in  which  bills  they  request  the  concurrence  of  the 
Senate. 

The  three  bills  last  mentioned  were  read,  and 
passed  to  the  second  reading. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Meigs, 

The  bill,  entitled  '*An  act  authorizing  the  ap- 

E ointment  of  an  agent  for  the  land  office  at  Kas- 
askia,  and  allowing  compensation  to  the  com- 
missioners and  clerk,"  was  read  the  second  time 
by  unanimous  consent,  and  referred  to  Messrs. 
Mbios,  PicKfiRiNa^  and  Pope,  to  consider  and  re- 
port thereon. 

Mr.  Lloyd,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  bill  for  extending  the  benefit  of  a 
drawback  of  the  duties  upon  exportation  on  all 
goods,  wares,  and  merchandise,  subject  thereto, 
that  may  be  transported  by  land  from  the  port  of 
Newport  to  the  port  of  Boston,  and  from  said  Bos- 
ton to.  said  Newport,  reported  the  bill  without 
amendment;  and  the  bill  was  considered  as  in 
Committee  of  the  Whole;  and  no  amendment 
having  been  proposed,  on  the  question.  Shall  this 
bill  be  engrossed,  and  read  a  third  time?  it  was 
determined  in  the  affirmatire. 
Mr.  Hi  LLHODSB  submitted  the  following  motion : 

Eeaohed,  That  a  Committee  of  Elections  be  ap- 
pointed, to  examine  and  report  on  the  credentials  and 
qualifications  of  the  members  returned  to  serre  in  the 
Senate,  since  the  third  day  of  March,  1803. 

GUNBOATS. 

Mr.  Andbrsoh,  from  the  committee  appointed 
on  the  25th  of  May,  to  inquire  whether  it  be  ex- 
pedient at  this  time  to  make  any  modification  of 
the  laws  relating  to  the  Army  and  Navy  of  the 
United  States,  reported  in  part  a  bill  to  direct 
the  sale  of  gunboats ;  and  the  bill  was  read,  and 
passed  to  the  second  reading. 

Mr.  A.  also  reported  sundry  documents  on  the 
subject  referred  to  the  consideration  of  the  com- 
mittee, which  were  read,  as  follows : 

Documents  accompanying  the  bill  providing  for  the 
sale  of  gunboats,  reported  by  Mr.  Anderson  to  the 
Senate,  June  8, 1809. 

CovxiTTiB  Roox,  May  S9, 1809. 

Sib  :  The  committee  to  whom  has  been  referred  a 
resolution  of  Senate,  authorizing  the  committee  to 
inquire  whether  it  be  expedient  at  this  time  to  make 
any  modifications  of  the  laws  relating  to  the  Army 
and  Na^  of  the  United  States,  have  directed  me  to 
ask  information  of  you,  upon  the  following  points : 

How  many  gunboats  have  been  built  under  the 
existing  laws  t 

What  has  been  the  aTsnge,  or  aggregate  cost  of 
boilding  them ! 


In  what  sitnation  are  they  now  placed  or  eontm* 
plated  to  be  placed  ! 

How  many  of  them  laid  up,  and  how  many  id  ac- 
tual service,  and  where  stationed  1 

What  will  be  the  annual  expense  of  taking  cticof 
those  laid  up  ? 

What  the  annual  expense  of  those  to  be  eontiiiod 
in  actual  service? 

What  will  be  the  probable  state  of  those  ganbom 
at  the  end  of  one  year,  which  may  be  laid  vp  orm- 
employed  1 

What  will  be  the  probable  state  of  those,  st  the  esd 
of  one  year,  which  may  be  kept  in  service,  on  the  cnsu 
or  in  the  harbors  ? 

Which  would  best  promote  the  true  interest  of  ta 
nation,  and  of  the  Navy  Department;  to  continue  i^ 
system  of  gunboats  hitherto  adopted,  and  dispoM  M 
them  in  the  manner  now  authorized  by  law,  or  to  as- 
thorisa  the  Prasdent  to  cause  them  to  be  sold,  cxcejK 
so  many  as  he  may  think  expedient  to  be  retaiiwdiD 
service  1 

What  would  be  the  difference  in  the  eipenieof 
keeping  one  or  more  frigates  on  our  coasts,  or  sending 
them  to  the  Mediterranean,  should  it  be  con«M 
expedient  to  keep  any  armed  vessels  in  the  Mediant- 
nean  seas! 

Upon  the  foregotag  points  the  committee  with  ynj 
to  give  as  full  a  view  as  you  can,  from  snch  data  is  joaj 
now  possess  I  ! 

Is  it  at  this  time  expedient  to  make  any  modifioj 
tion  of  the  laws  of  the  United  State%  in  relation  to  bd 
Navy  Department  1 

If  so,  what  are  the  modifications  you  deem  exi» 
dient,  so  far  as  you  have  had  time  and  opportunity  tt 
ez amine  them? 

Accept  assurances  of  my  high  consideration, 

*  JOS.  ANDERSON, 
Chairman  of  the  Commitiu* 


Natt  Dzpabtmzkt,  June  6, 

Sia :  I  have  received  your  letter  of  39th  ultimo,  w 
questing  information,  which  I  have  now  the  honor  t^ 
give  upon  the  points  therein  stated. 

There  have  been  built  under  the  existing  lawi,  oDj 
himdred  and  seventy-six  gunboats  and  bombs ;  m 
the  average  cost  of  building  them  may  be  calculttedfl 
nine  thousand  dollars. 

The  paper  A,  herewith  sent,  afibrds  the  reqttisiti 
information  as  to  the  sitnation  in  which  these  boi^ 
are  now  placed;  the  number  laid  up,  the  number i^ 
actual  service,  and  where  stationed. 

Paper  B,  is  an  exhilnt  of  ''the  annual  ezpeniei 
taking  care  of  those  laid  up." 

Paper  C,  is  an  exhihit  of  the  annual  expense  ( 
maintaining  one  gunboat,  and  twenty-four  of  thei 
on  one  station ;  for  instance,  New  Orleans,  in  tctn 
service. 

As  to  the  "probable  state  of  those  gunboats  atth 
end  of  one  year,  which  may  be  laid  up,  or  unemplojedj 
I  will  observe,  that,  with  all  the  care  that  can  be  tskd 
of  them,  they  will  unavoidably  decay  in  a  greater  fl 
less  degree ;  those  built  of  green,  will  of  course  ded 
much  sooner  than  those  built  of  seasoned  timber.  I 
keep  a  gunboat  in  a  state  of  preparation  for  scrvioj 
we  shall  very  frequently  be  subjected  to  the  expend 
of  repairing  her ;  an  expense  to  an  amount  which  ct^ 
not  be  foreseen.  The  sails,  and  standing  and  runni^ 
rigging,  at  present  belonging  to  those  laid  iip»wj 
probahly»  at  the  «nd  of  one  year,  be  so  much  injurt 
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IS  to  be  uafit  for  lun ;  their  imall  botti  and  water 
euksyimleu  well  protected  from  the  rain  and  lun,  will 
lustain  considerable  injuxy  in  the  course  of  the  same 
time;  and  they  cannot  be  so  protected  without  ex- 
peose.  If  a  gunboat  is  suilered  to  lie  in  port  for  one 
fear,  without  giving  her^  any  repab,  the  will  probably 
be  found,  at  the  expiration  of  that  year,  wholly  un- 
irorthy  of  being  repaired. 

With  respect  to  those  kept  in  service,  they  also  will 
decay,  if  not  occaaionally  repaired ;  though  it  is  ob- 
•erred  by  professional  men,  that  vessels  in  service, 
eepecisUy  in  salt  water,  are  less  subject  to  decay  than 
they  are  lying  in  port,  and  universal  experience  does, 
I  believe,  sanction  this  idea. 

In  lepiy  to  yonr  qnery  respecting  the  gonboat  lys* 
tem,  as  relating  to  the  **  interest  of  the  nation  and  of 
the  Svrj  Department,"  and  as  to  the  proprie^  of  con- 
tmalng  that  system  or  the  abandoning  of  it  by  a  sale 
if  the  boats,  I  am  to  observe  that  much  most  depend 
en  the  spedea  of  policy  which,  in  the  event  of  a  war. 
Day  be  adopted.  If  that  event  should  shortly  occur, 
•lid  it  is  determined  that  a  plan  of  operations  merely 
defeosiTe  shall  be  pnrsned,  there  can  be  no  doubt  that 
pnbosts  will  aid  materially,  if  properly  stationed;  but 
tf;  on  the  contrary,  our  marine  should  be  directed 
tgaintt  a  foreign  trader  and  to  the  convoying  and  pro- 
tKti<m  of  onr  own,  a  system  of  well-armed  sailing 
IHgates,  and  smaller  cniisers,  would,  on  every  prinoi- 
ple,  be  preferaUe  in  point  of  efieet;  and,  comparative- 
ly, rsted  per  gun  and  number  of  men  to  be  employed, 
woold  be  much  lees  costly.  It  must  also  be  observed, 
that  it  is  only  on  board  of  vessels  suited  for  sea  service, 
that  good  seamen  are  to  be  formed,  and  that  those 
caknlated  merely  for  ports,  aflford  no  opportunity  for 
improvement  in  naval  science.  As  to  the  expediency 
of  aeUing  or  retaining  the  gunboats,  reference  to  the 
preceding  exhibits  aflbrdssome  information  ;  but  I  beg 
lesre  to  remark,  that  nothing  short  of  a  knowledge  of 
the  poBej  which  events  may  induce  ooold  enable  me 
to  pwt  a  decided  opinion  on  this  poinL 

**  The  diflerence  of  the  expense  of  keeping  one  or 
iBore  frigates  on  oar  own  coast,  and  sending  them  to 
the  Mediterranean,**  would,  in  my  opinion,  be  incon- 
aderable.  On  <mr  own  coast,  they  will,  eipedally  in 
the  Winter  and  Spring  months,  be  subject  to  nu- 
■MTOos  acddenta,  ftom  causeis  umveisaUy  known,  and 
not  existing,  it  is  believed,  in  an  si^ual  dagree,  in  any 
oibsr  part  of  Uw  world,  sQeh  as  freqvent  and  sodden 
hetiy  squaUs  of  wind,  nnmeroos  shoals,  thick  fogs,  and 
the  inegnlaifiy  of  the  ^notion  of  the  0«df  Stream, 
vbieh,  in  misty  weather,  renders  the  approach  to  our 
otat  pecnUaily  haiaidoiM.  For  ogr  veasels  stationed 
in  the  Mcditenranean  we  diould  be  snbject  to  the  ex- 
penae  of  transporting  eeitain  articles  of  provisions  and 
UTal  stores,  not  to  be  obtained  in  that  sea ;  but  this,  I 
kfieve,  the  only  additional  expense  to  which  they 
voold  be  subjected,  and  this  expense  may  be  more 
thaa  counterbalanced  by  the  acodents  to  which  onr 
voeeb  would  be  sabject  on  onr  own  coast,  and  the 
CBsparative  cheapness  of  certain  soppttes  which  can 
be  obtained  in  the  Mediterranean  ports ;  and  I  am  per- 
loaded  that,  if  Congress  would  authorke  the  building 
«f  a  aoitable  vessel  for  the  transportation  of  provisions 
^  this  country  to  the  Mediterrsnean,  for  the  use  of 
tty  of  onr  veesels  that  might  be  stationed  in  that  sea, 
^  expense  of  maintaining  them  there  would  be  less 
^  the  expense  of  maintaining  them,  on  our  own 
couL 

Aa  you  have  not  required  my  opinion  on  the  expe*  | 


diency  of  sending  some  of  our  frigates  to  the  Mediter- 
ranean, I  will  only  venture  to  suggest  for  considera- 
tion, that  we  have  in  that  sea  a  valuable  trade  at  stake, 
subject  to  the  depredations  of  a  lawless  people,  whose 
dispositions  might  be  effectually  restrained  by  the  pres- 
ence of  a  few  vessels  of  respectable  force ;  and  that  I 
consider  professional  knowledge,  on  the  part  of  our 
oflScers,  which  can  best  be  acquired  abroad,  as  of  high 
national  importance. 

With  respect  to  the  expediency  of  modifying  the 
laws  in  relation  to  the  Navy  Department,  it  appears  to 
me  that  some  alterations  are  neceasary. 

By  the  act  authorising  the  employment  of  an  addip . 
tional  naval  force,  passed  at  the  last  session  of  Con- 
gress, it  appears  that  the  Bxecutive  is  restricted  from 
sending  our  vessels  equipped  under  that  act,  beyond 
onr  coast.  If  it  shall  now  be  deemed  expedient  to  send 
any  of  them  to  the  Mediteiranean,  or  any  other  foreign 
station,  this  restriction  ought  to  be  removed,  or  so  m^ 
ified  as  to  give  to  the  Exeeutive  power  adequate  to 
the  purpose. 

I  avail  myself  of  this  occasion,  respectfully  to  submit 
to  consideration  the  memorial  of  the  officers  of  the 
Navy,  some  time  since  presented  to  Congress,  a  copy 
of  which,  with  copies  of  a  letter  from  my  predecessor 
to  Mr.  Montgomeiy,  chairman  of  a  committee  of  the 
House  of  Representatives,  dated  the  first  of  Apr^,  one 
thousand  eight  hundred  and  eight,  and  of  a  letter  from 
C^ttain  Bainhridge  to  me,  upon  the  same  subject,  are 
herewith  transmitted,  and  marked  D.  Having  atten- 
tively perused  this  memwiaj,  I  cannot  withhold  the  ex- 
pression of  my  opinion  that  the  prayer  thereof  is  per^ 
fectly  reasonable.  National  considerations  ought,  sure- 
ly, to  induce  us  to  foster  that  jiut  and  honorable  pride, 
that  truly  patriotic  ambition,  to  which  oitr  navy  offi- 
cers, and  especially  those  weU  skilled  in  seamanahip, 
obvious^  sacrifice  their  pecuniary  interests 

To  another  and  not  an  uninteresting  subject,  em* 
braced  liy  the  queriea  which  you  have  propounded  to 
me,  I  will  alao  invite  your  serious  attention.  By  the 
act  fiirtiier  to  amend  the  several  ads  for  the  eetablirii- 
ment  and  regulation  of  the  Treasury,  War,  and  Navy 
Departments,  it  is  provided  that  the  commissions  to 
navy  agents  shall  not  exceed  one  per  centum,  nor  in 
any  instance  the  compeneation  allowed  by  law  to  the 
purveyor  of  public  suppliek  The  Treasury  eonslruo- 
tion  of  this  statute  will  appear  by  the  papers  E.  and 
F.,  herewith  seat.  That  oonstmction  prohibits  any 
allowance,  under  any  circumstances,  for  either  clerk- 
hire,  porters,  office  rent,  foel,  or  stationery.  The  whole 
receipts  of  the  agents  are  confined  to  one  per  centum, 
and  the  produce  of  that  per  centage  is  limited  to  $2,000 
per  annum. 

In  our  large  seaport  towns,  and  especially  in  Nor- 
folk, Baltimore,  Philadelphia,  and  New  York,  our  pur- 
chases vrill  necessarily  be  extensive ;  often  so  much  so, 
as  to  occupy  exclusively  the  time  of  the  agent  In 
these  places  clerks  must  be  indispensable,  and  porters 
highly  useftil ;  and  wherever  we  nave  an  agent,  it  ap- 
pears to  me  proper  that  the  public  should  allow  what- 
ever the  agent  may  reasonably  pay  for  office  rent,  foel, 
and  stationery.  It  is  not  'probable  that  the  commis- 
sions to  the  agents  will,  in  any  other  pl*^^  ^'^^  ^^om 
mentioned,  >ris :  Norfolk,  Baltimore,  Philadelpfaia,  and 
New  York,  amount  to  two  thousand  dollars ;  and  in 
neither  of  these  places  will  the  clear  receipts  of  either 
of  the  agents  amount  to  more  than  five  hundred  and 
fiAy  dollars  per  innum,  as  will  more  particularly  ap- 
pear by  the  accompanying  exhibit  marked  O.   In  other 
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places  the  commissione  will  not  amount  to  as  mocli  as 
IS  now  given  to  the  most  eomitton  clerk  in  a  merchant's 
eotinting-honse. 

To  make  ttie  comunsaions  amount  to  two  thousand 
dollars,  it  would  require  that  two  hundred  thousand 
dollars  should  be  disbursed  ;  and  if  an  agent  should 
disburse  one  million  of  dollars,  or  any  sum  ei^ceeding 
that,  th.e  gross  amount  of  his  pay  ibr  such  disburse- 
ments, is  limited  to  two  thousand  dollars;  the  net 
amount  of  which  cinnot  reasonably  be  calculated  at 
more  than  ^e  hundred  and  fifly  dollarss. 

With  this  TieW  of  the  subject,  I  cannot  rely  ubon 
the  present  agents'  oontinuing  to  hold  their  appoint- 
mentb,  or  upon  other  fit  persons  accepting  sttch  ap- 

S^itttmente,  without  the  law  inqueition  being  so  mod- 
0d  an*  to  mtkit  them^  tf  reasmiaMe  iUowanccf  for  their 
iMinnces,  and  the  etpekwes  iAseparabfy  connected  with 
the  disdMrg^  of  their  olSeial  duties^  In  dii^rsin^  so 
lafrge'  a  sum  of  money,  ae'  an  igent  must  di^urse, 
to>entilto  bun  to  the  s^mH  eampensatioii  of  five  Iran* 
dred  and  fifty  dollars  per  annum,  he  hazards  ^e  loss  of 
ten  timee  afanlch  flrom  innegttlaiity  in  Touchers,  etro- 
nMittS  caloulctiottSt*  nisinitorpretatkm  of  instructions, 
for  not  stiietly  oonlbrifeiing  in  each  and  erer^-  purchase 
to  lihe  spedfie  rOstrietions  of  the  existing  law,  and  fiiom 
▼ariotM  causes  to  which  the  most  correct  men  are,  and 
tfttir  ^11  be  liable,  in  a  greater  or  lees  degree. 

The  copy  of  a  letter  firom  General  dtricker,  na^y 
agvnt'at  Balttmors,  a  gentlemmn  justlyof  a  high  stand- 
ing in  society,  and  I  am  told  as  good  an  agent  as  could 
be  proeured  in  any  country,  herewith  sent,  and  marked 
H,  will  explain  to  you  his  situation  under  the  existing 
law;  and  other  agents,  of  equal  merit,  are  similarly 
situated. 

I>eeming  it  my  duty,  wider  the  latitude  you  hare 
allowed,  to  be  perfectly  explicit  and  full  in  my  com- 
munication toyoo  upon  this  subject,  end  being  sin- 
oosely  anxious  to  manago  the  bnnness  of  the  depart- 
ment in  anoh  manner  as  to  promote  the  interests  of 
thO  nation,  I  trast  I  shall  not  be  thought  presumptnona 
when  I  soggiest  the  indispensolile  aeeessi^  of  bd^g 
aided  by  able  agents* 

I  flatter  myself,  sir,  with  a  belief  that  I  have  afforded 
the  inlbrmation  required^  and  I  regret  thet  I  hai«  not 
boon  able  to  do  it  at  an  earlier  moment. 

I  an,  With  gvsat  respect,  disc* 

PAUL  HAMILTON^ 

Honk  Josiira  Avn»Mo»«  CMrmsnk 

0. 

Estimate  of  the  annual  expense  of  maintaining  one 
gunboat  in  actual  sertice ;  and  of  Uie  annual  ex- 
pense of  maintaining  twen^-four  gsunboats  in  actual 
ser^ce  at  New  Orleans. 

One  Gunboai^^Pay  and  9ubn$imee, 
One  lieulenant  commanding,  fifty  dollars  per  month, 

.four  rations  per  day        -        -        -        -         $893 
One  lientenant,  forty  dollaia  per  month,  three 

rations  per  day  -.«•.'  699 
Twomidshipmen,  nineteen  dollars  per  month, 

one  ration  per  day  -        -  •        •  603 

One  boatswain,  twenty  dollars  per  monlh, 

two  rations  per  day        .        .        •        •  386 

One  gunner,  twenty  dollara  per  month,  two 

rations  per  day       .....  386 

One  steward,  eighteen  dollars  per  month, 

one  ration  per  day  •       •       •       .       •  389 

$3,254 


Deduct  one  ration  per  day  for  each  officer,  it 
being  estimated  in  the  articles  of  provis- 
ions, because  each  officer  will  draw  one 
ration  in  kind,  2,565  rations,  at  twenty 
cents     ------- 


Eight  able  aeamen,  at  twelre  dollars  per 
montfi,  1,150  rations;  and  sixteen  ordi- 
nary seamen,  at  eight  dollars  per  month, 
1,536  rations  -        ^        -        .        •        • 
Marines    •        -        -        •  .     - 
Prorisions         .-.--- 
Repairs,  dbc      ...... 

and  hoepitd  atoMi,  &e. 


ti,^i 


1, 

3,6 
79i 


8ity 


f  11,491 

$11,6091 


As  one  gtmboal  will  coi*  $11,500  per 
num,  twenfrf-lbttr  gunboata  will  ooa^ 


•  $276  009 


Estimate  of  the  annual  expense  of  maintaining  in  te* 
tn^  serrice  twenty^fbur  gunboats  at  New  Orieau* 

One  captain  commanding,  one  hundred  dol* 

lars  per  month,  etxteen  ratiooa  per  day  -  $2^368 
Five  surgeons,  fifty  dollars  per  month  -  8,000 
One  purser,  forty  doUm  per  month    -        •  409 

Four  surgeons'  mates,  thirty  doUora  per 

month 1,440 

Five  thousand  one  hmdied  and  ten  ratioae, 
at  twenty  cents      .....         l^OSi 

$6,610 
Annnal  expense  of  twenty-finir  gonboafei, 
not  indnding  the  above  swenlial  offioesa  •     376,000 

Total  amount  of  expense  ol  twenty-four  ga»- 
boaU  in  actual  service  at  New  Orleans    •  $284,310 


Non^-f^n  the  above  estimate,  fall  crews  are  allowed 
to  the  gunboois ;  but  orders  have  been  given  to  reduce 
the  crewe  of  the  ganhoats  al  New  OrlMna  to  e  nam- 
ber  merely  sofiiciant  for  their  navigation  and  safetj. 
The  reduction  ie  left  to  th^oOmaamKngoflkttr  atNear 
Orleans,  wfao»  from  n  ftril  view  of  all  chreansiancee, 
can  foiin  die  meet  aatisfactoay  judgmettt  npon  tbii' 
potttt.  We  have  not  had  time  to  hear  from  ium  whst 
the  actual  rednotloD  haa  been ;  hot  We  nay  eatimtti 
that  this  reductMNi,  fimm  the  time  itahaU  be  mnde,wi]l 
rbdiioe  their  annual  expenee  to  $260,00(K 


Friday,  June  9; 

Mr.  Frahklin,  from  the  committee,  reported 
the  bill  for  extending  the  benefit  of  a  drawback 
of  the  duties  upon  exportation  on  all  gooode, 
wares,  and  merchandise,  sabject  thereto,  that  mtf 
be  tranoponed  by  land  from  the  port  or  Newport 
to  the  port  of  Boeloo,  and  from  said  Boston  to 
said  Newport,  corriectly  engrossed ;  and  the  bill 
was  read  tne  third  time,  and  passed. 

Retolved,  That  this  biH  pass,  and  that  the  title 
!thereof  be  '^Ad  act  for  extending  the  benefit  of  a 
drawback  of  the  duties  upon  exportation  oq  all 
goods,  wares,  and  merchandise,  subject  thereto, 
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at  may  be  transported  by  land  from  tbe  port  of 
ewport  to  the  port  of  Boston,  and  from  «aid 
oston  to  said  Newport.** 
The  bill  to  direct  the  sale  of  gunboats  was  read 
le  second  time,  and  ordered  to  lie  for  consider- 
ioD. 

The  bill,  entitled  "An  act  to  continue  in  force 
in  act  declaring  tbe  assent  of  Congress  to  a. 
!Ttain  act  of  the  State  of  South  Carolina,  passed 
le  21st  of  December,  1804,"  was  read  th^  second 
me,  and  referred  to  Messrs.  Gaillard,  Giles, 
lid  Oilman,  to  consider  and  report  thereon. 

Tlie  bill,  entitled  "An  act  supplementary  to  an 
cL  entitled  'An  act  making  appropriations  for 
arrjriog  into  effect  a  treaty  between  the  United 
States  and  the  Chickasaw  tribe  of  Indians,'  and  to 
stabiish  a  land  office  in  the  Mississippi  Territory," 
las  read  the  second  lime,  and  considered  as  in 
Commiuee  of  the  Whole ;  and  no  amendment  hav- 
Bg  been  offered,  the  bHl  was  ordered  to  the  third 
«uiiDg. 

Mr.  Smfth,  of  Maryland,  from  the  Committee 

0  whom  was  referred  the  l^ili  to  amend  and  eon- 
ioQe  in  force  the  met,  entitled  ^An  act  to  interdict 
be  commercial  intercourse  between  the  United 
^tesand  Great  Britain  andrFrance,  and  their  de* 
^odencies,  and  for  other  purposes,"  together  with 
ihe amendments  proposed  thereto,  reported  a  new 
inught,  asa  sobstttute  for  the  original  bill,  which 
ns  read  and  considered  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole. 

Mr.  Meios,  frooa  the  committee  td  whom  was 
leferred  tbe  bill,  entitled  "An  act-authorizing  the 
kppoiotment  of  aa  agent  for  the  land  office  at 
Kaskaskia,and  allowing  compensation  to  the  com- 
nissioneis  and  clerk,"  reported  the'  bill  amended. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  amend- 
ment, as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  and  having 
igreed  thereto,  the  President  reported  the  bill  to 
ie  House  accordingly ;  and  the  bill  was  ordered 
10  a  tJiird  reading  as  amended* 

Mr.  FaAiTKLiN,  from  the  committee,  reported 
(he  amendment  eorreetiy  engrossed,  and  the  bill 
vas  read  the  third  time  as  amended,  1^  onani- 
BOQs  consent,  and  passed. 

Mr.  QiLBS  submitted  a  resolution  authorizing 
t^  President  of  the  Senate  and  Speaker  of  the 
Room  of  RepreaentatiTes  to  adjourn  their  re- 
Retire  Houses,  and  the  resolution  was  twice 
Kad  hf  unanimoaa  consent.  On  the  question, 
Sbll  this  resolution  be  engrossed  and  read  a 
iiurd  time?  it  was  determined  in  the  affirmative. 

The  following  Messase  was  received  from  the 
Presideot  of  the  United  States: 
htUSenaUofiheUniUdStaUi: 

h  compUsnce  with  the  request  of  the  LsgisUtnre 
if  PenngylTsniay  I  transmit  to  Congress  a  copy  of 
^Rtain  of  its  proceedings,  communicated  for  the  pur- 
\f5  tbe  Governor  of  that  State. 

JAMES  MADISON. 

im  4, 1809. 

1  The  Message  and  papers  were  read,  and  or- 
I  ^ered  to  lie  for  consideration.^ 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
BoiioQ  submitted  yesterday,  which,  being  amend- 
^  wu  agreed,  to,  as  follows: 
lUhCoii.  IstSfiss.— 2 


r 


Resolved^  That  a  Committee  of  Elections  b^ 
appointed. 

Ordered,  That  Messrs. '  Hillhouse,  Gileb, 
Crawford,  Franklin,  and  Robinson,  be  the 
committee. 

On  motion,,  by  Mr.  Hillhouse. 

Ordered,  That  the  credentials  of  Stanley 
Griswold,  appointed  a  Senator  by  the  Executive 
of  the  State  of  Ohio,  be  referred  to  this  committee. 

Satubpat,  June  10. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of 
the  Whole,  the  bill  to  amend  and  continue  in 
force  the  act,  entitled  ''An  act  to  interdict  the 
commercial  intercourse  between  the  United  States 
and  Great  Britain  and  Prance,  and  their  depen- 
dencies, and  for  other  purposes." 

Ordered,  That  it  be  postponed  until  Monday 
next. 

Mr.  Whits  presented  tbe  memorial  of  Michael 
Megear,  and  others,  manufacturers  of  hats  in  the 
borough  of  Wilmington,  aiid  State  of  Delaware, 
praying  that  protecting  measures  may  be  adopted 
to  improve  and  increase  this  branch  of  manufac- 
tures, and  submitting  the  propriety  of  laying  an  ad- 
ditional duty  on  the  Importation  of  hats  of  foreign 
manufacture,  or  of  prohibiting  the  importation 
entirely;  and  tbe  memorial  was  read,  and  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  table. 

The  bill,  entitled  "An  act  supplementary  to  an 
act,  entitled  *Ah  act  making  appropriation  for 
carrying  into  effect  a  treaty  between  tbe  United 
States  and  the  Chickasaw  tribe  of  Indians,'  and 
to  establish  a  Li^nd  Office  in  the  Mississippi  Ter- 
ritory," was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

Th^engipossed  resolution  authorizing  the  Presi* 
dent  of  the  Senate  and  Speaker  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  toadjourn  their  respective  Houses, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  the  blank  was  filled; 
and  , 

Rifohed,  That  the  President  of  the  Senate 
and  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives  be 
authorized* to  adjourn  their  respective  Houses  on 
the  20th  day  of  June  instant. 

'     Monday,  June  12, 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Giles, 

Resolved  That  a  committee  be  appointed  to  in* 
quire  whiBther  it  be  expedient  and  proper,  at  this 
time,  to  make  any  provision  by  law  for  remitting 
the  penalties  and  forfeitures  incurred  by  the  vio- 
lations of  some  of  the  provisions  of  the  act,  enti- 
tled '^An  act  to  prohibit  the  importation  of  slaves 
into  any  port  or  place  within  the  iurisdiction  of 
the  United  States,  from  and  after  the  first  day  of 
January,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  one  thousand 
eight  hundred  and  eight,"  so  far  onlj  as  relates  to 
the  introduction  of  slaves  into  certain  ports  of  the 
United  States,  who  were  lately  forcibly  expelled 
from  tbe  island  of  Cuba  with  the  French  inhabit- 
ants thereof;  and  that  the  committee  have  leave 
to  report  by  bill  or  otherwise. 

Ordered,  That  Messrs.  Giles,  Bradlbt,  An- 
OERBON,  Crawford,  and  Framklin,  be  the  com- 
mittee. 
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The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill  to  amend  and  continue  in  force 
the  act,  entitled  ^'An  act  to  interdict  the  com- 
nxercial  intercourse  between  the  United  States 
and  Great  Britain  and  France,  and  for  other 
purposes." 

Ordered^  That  the  further  consideration  thereof 
be  postponed  until  to-morrpw. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as*  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill  to  direct  the  sale  of  gunboats. 

Ordered^  That  the  further  consideration  thereof 
ht  postponed  until  to-morrow. 

Mr.  Gaillard,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  bill,  entitled  "An  act  to  continue 
in  force  ^An  act  declarinfi^  the  assent  of  Congress 
to  a  certain  act  of  the  State  of  South  Carolina, 
passed  the  21st  of  December,  1804,"  reported  the 
oill  without  amendment.  * 

Ordered^  That  this  bill  pass  to  the  third  reading. 


TuEBDAT,  June  13. 

The  President  communicated  a  report  from 
B.  Henry  Latrobe.  Surveyor  of  the  Public  Build- 
ings, made  in  obeaience  to  the  order  of  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States;  and  the  report  was 
read.  Also,  a  letter  from  B.  Henry  Lairobe, 
Stating  the  expenses  incurred  by  fixing  up  a  tem- 
porary Senate  Chamber,  with  sundry  vouchers; 
which  were  read,  and  referred  to  a  select  com- 
mittee, to  consider  and  report  thereon  by  bill  or 
otherwise. 

Ordered,  That  Messrs.  Brent,  Gregg,  and 
Leib,  be  the  committee. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill  to  amend  and  continue  in  force 
the  act,  entitled  "An  act  to  interdict  the  com- 
mercial intercourse  between  the  United  States 
Knd  Great  Britain  and  France,  and  their  depen- 
dencies, and  for  other  purposes ;"  and  the  further 
consideration  thereof  was  postponed  until  to- 
morrow. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Lloyo, 

Besolvedy  That  the  President  of  the  United 
States  be  requested  to  cause  to  be  laid  before  the 
Senate  such  information  in  relation  to  our  con- 
cerns with  Great  Britain,  as  may  be  in  possession 
of  the  Department  of  State,  as  he  may  think  it 
expedient  to  submit  to  the  Senate. 

Ordered,  That  the  Secretary  lay  this  resolution 
before  the  President  of  the  United  States. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  disagree  to 
the  amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill,  entitled 
'^An  act  authorizing  the  appointment  of  an  agent 
for  the  land  office  at  Kaskaskia,  and  allowing 
compensation  to  the  commissioners  and  clerk." 

The  bill;  entitled  '*An  act  to  continue  in  force 
^An  act  declaring:  the  assent  of  Congress  to  a  cer- 
tain act  of  the  State  of  South  Carolina,  pa^^sed 
the  2l5t  day  of  December,  1804,"  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  their  amend- 
ment to  the  bill,  entitled  "An  act  authorizing  the 
appointment  of  an  agent  for  the  land  office  at 
Kaskaskia,  and  allowing  compensation  to  the 


Commissioners  and  clerk,"  disagreed  to  by  tt 
House  of  Representatives;  and,  on  motion,  \ 
Mr.  Pope, 

Resoloed  That  they  recede  from  their  sa 
amendment. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  oft! 
bill  to  direct  the  sale  of  gunboats,  as  in  Commi 
tee  of  the  Whole.  On  motion,  by  Mr.  Braole 
to  postpone  the  further  consideration  thereof  uai 
the  first  Monday  in  January  next,  it  was  detc 
mined  in  the  negatirve. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Anoerson,  the  consider 
tion  of  this  bill  was  further  postponed  until  ti 
morrow. 


WsDNEaoAT,  June  14. 

Mr.  Gii«B8,  from  the  committee  appointed  < 
the  12th  instaot,  on  this  subject,  reported  a  b 
for  the  remission  of  certain  penalties  and  fc 
feitures,  and  for  other  purposes;"  and  the  bill  w 
read,  and  passed  to  the  sec<nid  reading. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representativ 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  pass 
a  bill,  entitled  ^*Ao  act  authorizing  the  discbar] 
of  John  Heard  from  his  i  m  prison  men  t,"  in  whti 
they  request  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 

The  hill  was  twice  read  by  unanimous  consei 
and  referred  to  Messrs.  Lbib,  White,  and  Cordi 
to  consider  and  report  thereon. 

Mr.  Leib.  from  the  committee  to  whom  w 
referred  the  bill,  entitled  *'An  act  autkoriziogi 
discbarge  of  John  Heard  from  his  imprisonmeo 
reported  the  bill  without  amendment. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill 
in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  and  no  amendoM 
having  been  proposed  thereto,  the  bill  was  order 
to  the  third  reading. 

Mr.  Lloyd  submitted  the  following  motion: 

ReB&kftdf  That  tba  SeeraUry  of  the  Senate  bei 
thorized  to  pay,  out  of  the  contingent  Aind,  the  expi 
•es  incttrred  for  the  fiineraJ  of  FaAiroxs  M  alboitx,  1 
a  Senator  of  the  United  Slates,  whenever  the  m 
■hall  have  been  allowed  and  certified  by  the  Commit 
of  Arrangement.  i 


Tnimsi^aT,  Ja»e  15. 

The  bill  for  the  remission  of  certSiin  penalt 
and  forfeitures,  and  for  other  purposes,  was  r^ 
the  second  time,  and  the  further  considerad 
thereof  poistponed  until  to  morrow. 

Mr.  Reed  gave  notice  that  he  should  to-raorr 
ask  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  change  the  p 
route  from  Annapolis  to  Rockhall,  by  Baltioa* 
to  Rockhall. 

The  bill,  entitled  ''An  act  authorizing  the  i 
charge  of  John  Heirrd  from  hh  tmprisunineii 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of 
motion  sub'rbitted  yesterday;  and 

Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate 
authorized  to  pay,  out  of  the  contingent  fund.  i 
expenses  incurred  fur  the  funeral  of  Fran* 
Malbonb,  late  a  Senntur  of  the  United  Stal 
whenever  the  same  shall  bate  been  alluivcd  i 
certified  by  the  Committee  of  Arrangement. 
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Mr.  HiLLaoo««.  {torn  the  Committee  of  Btee- 
lioos,  to  whom  w^ere  referred  the  cretlentials  of 
^TANLBT  Gribwold,  B$q.,  appointed  a  Senator 
if  the  United  States  by  the  Eiecutire  of  the 
Bute  of  Ohio,  made  report:  Whereupon, 

Reiolted  Tkat  Stanlbt  QriswolD)  appointed 
if  the  QoTeraor  of  the  State  of  Ohio,  as  a  Senator 
tf  the  United  States,  to  fill  the  vaeancy  oecaeioned 
^tbe  resigvation  of  Bward  TirnN,  is  entitled 
to  his  seat. 


Friday,  June  16. 

The  following  Message  was  received  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States: 

Totii  Senaie  of  the  UniUd  SttUeMi 

In  complianc*  with  the  reM>iutk>n  of  the  86iial«  of 
<he  I3th  instant,  I  transmit  extmets  from  letteis  from 
Vr.  Pinkney  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  accompanied  by 
)rtl«n  and  communications  to  him  from  the  British 
fccretarj  of  State  for  the  foreign  department;  mil  of 
which  have  been  receiTed  here  since  the  last  session  of 
Congress. 

To  these  documents  are  added  a  communication 
fA  made  by  Mr.  Erdune  to  the  Secretary  of  State, 
iBd  his  answer.  JAMES  MADISON. 

JuBB  15, 1809. 

The  Message  and  papers  were  read,  and  ordered 
to  lie  for  consideration,  and  three  hundred  copies 
thereof  printed  for  the  use  of  the  Senate. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill  for  the  remission  of  certain  pen- 
alties and  forfeitures,  and  for  other  purposes;  and 
on  motion,  by  Mr.  Reed,  to  expunge  the  second 
leciion,  as  follows : 

""Andht  ii  further  enattedj  That  any  owner  of  any 
mcK  ibTe  may  hare  and  exercise  the  same  rights  of 
ewuaAip  oter  the  aame  as  if  the  act  aftrresaid  had 
nerer  beta  ps»ed,  until  the  Legiftlaturea  of  the  several 
0tstet  and  Territoriee  thereof^  within  which  any  sveh 
rine  or  dsTea  majr  ha^a  been  brought  asafoteaaid, 
ihall  have  dispoaed  of  the  same  atfuardliig  to  the  pfo^ 
^iopi  of  the  act  afw  eaaid ;" 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmati^e-^yeas  19, 
lays  9,  as  follows : 

Teas— Messrs.  Bayard,  Condit,  Franklm,  German, 
^10,  Qoodridi,  Gregg,  Oriswold,  HiRhonse,  Lam- 
krt  Left,  Lloyd,  Mathewson,  Parker,  Pickering,  Reed, 
haith  of  New  YoTk*  Thruston,  and  White. 

NiTs— Meaars.  Anderson,  Bradley,  Brent,  Crawford, 
Billiard,  Giles,  Pope,  Turner,  and  Whiteside. 

On  the  question.  Shall  this  bill  be  engrossed 
tad  read  a  third  time?  it  was  determined  In  the 
ifinnatiTc — yeas  20,  nays  5,  as  follows: 

YiAs — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bradley,  Brent,  Condit, 
Cnwford,  Franklin,  Gaillard,  German,  Giles,  Gilman, 
^gr,OriswoM,  Lambert,  Letb,  Pope,  Smith  of  New 
^ork,  Thmston,  Turner,  White,  and  Whiteside'. 
'  Hats— Mesars.  Bayard,  Goodrich,  Hillhouse,  Lloyd, 
<^  Piekering. 

Mr.  Brent  ga^e  notice  that  he  should,  to* 
^ttrrow,  ask  lea^e  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  appropri- 
t^  certain  public  grounds  in  the  city  of  Wash- 
ic^toD  for  the  erection  of  public  baths. 

the  Senate  resumed  as  in  Committee  of  the 
^ole,  the  bill  to  direct  the  sale  of  gunboats. 


Ou  motion,  by  Mr.  Anbebbon.  it  was  agreed 
thai  this  bill  be  recommitted  to  a  select  committee; 
and  Messrs.  Anderson,  Turner,  and  HiLLHonat, 
were  appointed  the  committee,  further  to  consider 
and  report  thereon. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  th^ 
Whole  the  bill  to  amend,  and  continue  in  force 
the  act,  entitled  '*Afi  aet  to  interdict  the  com- 
mercial  intercourse  between  the  United  States 
and  Great  Britain,  and  France,  and  their  depen- 
dencies, and  for  other  purposes." 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Wbite,  the  farther  coaiid- 
eratioD  thereof  was  postponed  aatil  to-morrow. 

Mr.  Brrnt  submitted  the  foUowiug  motioa; 

Mesohtd,  That  the  petition  of  Richard  Bland  Lee^ 
preeentod  at  the  last  session  of  Congress,  praying  com- 
nensation  for  injuries  committed  on  his  property  neat 
Harper's  Perry,  by  the  officers  and  agents  of  the  United 
States,  be  reftirred  to  the  Secretary  of  War,  to  examine 
the  allegations  thereof,  and  report  to  the  next  session 
of  Congress  a  special  statement  of  facts  thereon,  par- 
ticularly the  extent  and  value  of  the  trespasses  alleged 
to  hare  been  committed,  with  his  opinion  thereon. 

Mr.  Reed  asked  and  obtained  leare  to  bring  ia 
a  bill  to  change  the  post  route  from  Annapolis  to 
Rockhall,  by  Baltimore  to  Rockhall ;  and  the  bill 
v^as  read,  and  by  unanimous  consent,  it  was  read 
a  second  time,  and  referred  to  Messrs.  Reed, 
WatTB,  and  Bradlet,  to  consider  and  report 
thereon. 


Saturday,  June  17. 

Mr.  Rebd,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  bill  to  change  the  post  route  from 
Annapolis  to  Rockhall,  by  Baltimore  to  Roek- 
hail,  reported  the  bill  without  amendment. 

The  Senate  proceed^'d  to  consider  the  bill  as 
in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  and  no  amendment 
having  been  proposed  thereto,  on  the  questiod. 
Shall  this  bill  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  timel 
it  was  determined  m  the  affirmative.    ' 

Mr.  Brbnt  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  bring 
in  a  hill  to  appropriate  certain  public  grounds  in 
the  City  of  Washington  for  the  erection  of  pub* 
lie  baths ;  and  the  bill  was  r^ad,  and  passed  fo 
the  second  reading. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Cofi»mittee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill  to  amend  and  continue  in  force 
the  act,  entitled  '*An  act  to  interdict  the  commer^ 
cial  intercourse  between  the  United  States  and 
Great  Britain  and  France,  and  their  dependen- 
ciea,  and  for  other  purposes ;''  and  the  Pre.<ident 
reported  the  bill  to  the  House  amended.  On  the 
question,  Shall  this  bill  be  engrossed,  and  read  a 
third  time  as  amended  ?  it  was  determined  in  the 
affirmative. 

Mr.  Franklin,  from  the  committer  reported 
the  bill  for  the  remission  of  certain  penalties  and 
forfeitures,  and  for  other  purposes,  correctly  en- 
grossed ;  and  the  bill  was  read  the  third  time. 

Go  motion,  by  Mr.  Hillhouse, 

Ordered,  That  this  bill  be  postponed  until 
Monday  next. 

Mr.  FRAwai^N,  from  the  committee,  reported 
ihf  bill  to  change  the  post  route  from  Annapolis 
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to  Rockball,  by  Baltimore  to  RockhnH,  correeciy 
engrossed ;  and  the  bill  was  read  the  third  lime, 
and  the  blank  filled  with  "  15th  of  July." 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass,  and  that  the  title 
thereof  be  "An  act  to  change  the  post  route  from 
Annapolis  to  Rockhall,  by  Baltimore  to  Rock- 
halL" 


Monday,  Jane  19. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Giles, 

Jiesolvedf  That  the  Prwident  of  the  United  8tatM 
be  requested  to  cause  to  be  laid  before  the  Senate  snch 
information  as  he  may  deem  proper  to  eommimicate 
lespecting  the  onfortanate  exiles  lately  expelled  from 
the  Island  of  Cuba,  and  who  may  have  arrired  or  are 
expected  to  arrive  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United 
States;  and,  also,  respecting  any  propositions  which 
may  have  been  made  to  him  by  the  Minister  Plenipo- 
tentiary of  France,  for  the  purpose  of  faciUtating  the 
zemoval  of  any  of  the  said  exiles,  with  their  slaves 
and  other  efiects,  from  the  United  States,  to  any  place 
within  the  dominions  of  France. 

Ordered,  That  the  Secretary  lay  this  resolu- 
tion before  the  President  of  the  United  States. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  third  reading  of  the 
bill  for  the  remission  of  certain  penalties  and  for- 
feitures, and  for  other  purposes. 

Ordered,  That  it  be  referred  to  Messrs.  Giles, 
Anderson,  Crawford,  Franklin,  and  Hill- 
B0U8B,  to  consider  and  report  thereon. 

Mr.  Anderson,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  bill  to  direct  the  sale  of  gun- 
boau,  reported  the  bill  with  an  amendment. 

Mr.  Brent  gave  notice  that  he  should,  to-mor- 
row, ask  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  supplementary  to 
an  act,  entitled  ^  An  act  authorizing  the  erection 
of  a  bridge  over  the  river  Potomac,  within  the 
District  of  Columbia." 

The  bill  to  appropriate  certain  public  ground 
in  the  city  of  Washington  for  the  erection  of  pub- 
lic baths,  was  read  the  second  time,  and  consid- 
ered as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  and  amend- 
ed; and  the  President  having  reported  the  bill  to 
the  House  accordingly,  on  the  question,  Shall 
this  bill  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time  as 
amended  ?  it  was  determined  in  the  affirmative. 

The  President  laid  before  the  Senate  a  letter 
from  the  SecreUry  of  War,  containing  three 
statements  of  contracts  made  by  the  Secretary  of 
War  and  the  Purveyor  of  Public  Supplies  in  the 
year  1808,  in  pursuance  of  the  act  of  the  21st  of 
April,  ISOJB ;  and  the  letter  and  statements  were 
fead.  and  ordered  to  lie  for  consideration. 

The  bill  to  amend  and  continue  in  force  the 
act,  entitled  "An  act  to  interdict  the  commercial 
intercourse  between  the  United  States  and  Great 
Britain  and  France,  and  their  dependencies,  and 
for  other  purposes,"  was  read  the  third  time. 

On  the  question.  Shall  this  bill  pass?  it  was 
determined  unanimously  in  the  affirmative — yeas 
39,  as  follows : 

7ba»— Messrs.  Anderson,  Bayard,  Brent,  Condit, 
Crawford,  Franklin,  OaiUard,  Germen,  Giles,  Gilman, 
Goodrich,  Gregg,  Griswdd,  Hillhouse,  Lambert,  Leib, 
Ifloydy  Mathewson,  Meigs,  Parker,  Pickering,  Pope^ 


Reed,  Robinson,  Smith  of  New  Yoik^  Thmston, 
ner,  White,  and  Whiteside. 

And  the  title  having  been  amended  ;  it  was 
Beaohed^  That  this  bill  pass,  and  that  the  ti 
thereof,  be  "^Aa  act  to  amend  and  continne 
force  certain  parts  of  the  act,  entitled  'An  act 
interdict  the  commercial  intercourse  between  t 
United  States  and  G^eat  Britain,  and  France 
and  their  depesdenciea,  and  for  other  purposes." 


Tuesday,  June  20. 

Mr.  Leib  submitted  the  following  motion :    I 

Reaohed,  That  a  committee  be  ^pointed  to  inqQii| 
into  the  expediency  of  providing  by  law  for  the  ezdo 
sion  of  foreign  armed  vessels  from  the  ports  and  hi^ 
bors  of  the  United  States,  and  that  the  committee  hai 
leave  to  report  by  bilL 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  thi 
Whole,  the  bill  to  direct  the  sale  of  gunboats. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Reed, 

Ordered,  That  the  further  consideration  there 
of  be  postponed  until  the  first  Monday  in  Decent 
her  next.  i 

Mr.  Brent,  from  the  committee  to  whom  werj 
referred  the  letter  and  report  of  B.  H.  Latrobc 
reported  a  bill  making  an  appropriation  to  fioisj 
and  furnish  the  Senate  Chamber,  and  for  othei 
purposes  -,  and  the  bill  was  twice  read  by  uDsai 
mous  consent,  and  considered  as  in  Committee  o 
the  Whole.  On  the  question,  Shall  this  bill  h 
engrossed  and  read  a  third  time  ?  it  was  deterj 
mined  in  the  affirmative.  i 

The  following  Message  was  received  from  tl^ 
President  of  the  United  States  : 

To  the  SenaU  of  the  United  Statee.- 

In  compliance  with  the  resolntion  of  the  Senate  ^ 
the  19th  instant,  I  transmit  such  information  ss  h4 
been  received  respecting  esilee  from  Cuba,  arrived  i 
expected  within  the  United  States;  also,  a  letter  fni 
General  Tuneau,  connected  with  thet  subject.  I 

.     JAMES  MADISON. 

JuvB  30, 1809. 

The  Message  and  papers  were  read,  and  r^ 
ferred  to  the  committee  appointed  on  the  bill  k 
the  remission  of  certain  penalties  and  forfeitare^ 
and  for  other  purposes,  to  consider  and  repo^ 
thereon.  j 

The  bill  to  appropriate  certain  public  grounj 
in  the  City  of  Washington  for  the  erection  <{ 
public  baths  was  read  the  third  time;  and,  o| 
motion  to  postpone  the  further  consideraiiol 
thereof  until  the  first  Monday  of  December  nexj 
it  was  determined  in  the  affirmative — yeas  12 
nays  13,  as  follows : 

Ybas — Messrs.  Anderson,  Condit,  Franklin,  Gt2 
lard,  German,  Gilman,  Gregg,  Griswold,  HilUiousj 
Lambert,  Mathewson,  Pickering,  Robinson,  Smith  ^ 
New  York,  and  Tomer. 

Nats — Messrs.  Bayard,  Brent,  Crawford,  Gilfl 
Goodrich,  Leib,  Lloyd,  Meigs,  Pope,  Reed,  Thnutos 
White,  and  Whiteside. 

Mr.  Brent  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  brini 
in  a  bill  supplementary  to  an  act,  entitled  "An  ac 
authorizing  the  erection  of  a  bridge  over  the  rive 
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Pbtomac,  within  the  District  of  Columbia;'*  and 
the  bill  was  read,  and  passed  to  a  second  reading. 

Mr.  Lloyd  gare  notice  that  he  should,  to-mor- 
low.  ask  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  authorizing  the 
McoaDtiDg  officers  of  the  Treasury  Department 
lo^ire  credit  to  certain  collectors  of  customs  for 
dlowances  paid  by  them  to  the  owners  and  crews 
«f  fishing  vesseb. 

Mr.  Fbanklin,  from  the  committee,  reported 
dte  bill  making  an  appropriation  to  finish  and  fur- 
ushthf  Senate  Chamber,  and  for  other  purposes, 
eoTTectly  engrossed ;  and  the  bill  was  read  the 
^irdtime  by  unanimous  consent;  and  the  blanks 
kaTiog  been  filled,  1st,  ^  fifteen  thousand,"  2d, 
*  sixteen  hundred" — 

Betolved,  That  this  bill  pass,  and  that  the  title 
thereof  be  ^'An  act  making  appropriation  to  finish 
ifld  farnish  the  Senate  Chamber,  and  for  other 
purposes. 


n 


Wbdnesday,  June  21. 

Mr.  Giles,  from  the  committee  to  whom  were 
referred  the  bill  for  the  remission  of  certain  pen- 
lilies  and  forfeitures,  and  for  other  purposes,  and 
ibe  Message  of  the  President  of  the  United  States 
respecting  exiles  from  Cuba,  reported  the  bill 
amended. 

Ordered^  That  the  consideratioB  thereof  be 
postponed  until  to-morrow. 

The  bill  supplementary^  to  an  act,  entitled  ''An 
act  authorizing  the  erection  of  a  bridge  orer  the 
river  Potomac,  within  the  District  of  uolumbia^" 
was  read  the  second  time,  and  on  motion,  by  Mr. 
Leib,  the  further  consideration  thereof  was  post- 
poned until  the  first  Monday  in  December  next. 

Mr.  Llotd  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  bring 
in  a  bill  anthorizing  the  accounting  officers  of  the 
Treasury  Departmept  to  give  credit  to  certain 
coUectors  of  the  customs  lor  allowances  paid  by 
iJiem  to  the  ownesa  and  crews  of  fishing  resaela ; 
aod  the  bill  was  twice  read  by  unanimous  con* 
Kau,  and  referred  to  Messrs.  Lloto,  Leib,  and 
AHDEasoN.  to  consider  and  report  thereon. 

Mr.GEaifAN  presented  the  petition  of  Johil  R. 
Murray  and  William  Ogden,  nerchaats,  under 
ike  firm  of  John  Murray  and  Sons,  praying  to  be 
allowed  the  benefit  of  drawback  on  a  quantity  of 
Harana  sugpirs  exported,  for  reasons  mentioned 
ia  their  petition ;  which  was  read,  and  referred 
U)  Messrs.  Oebm an,  Greoo,  and  Lloto,  to  con- 
ader  and  report  thereon. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
motion  submitted  yesterday,  that  a  committee  be 
appointed  to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  pro- 
Tidiof  bj  law  for  the  exclusion  of  foreign  armed 
Teoels  from  the  ports  and  harbors  of  the  United 
States ;  and,  on  motion  bv  Mr.  Reeo  to  postpone 
fbe  consideration  thereof^  until  the  first  Monday 
io  December  next,  it  was  determined  in  the  neg* 
itive— yeas  9,  nays  19,  as  follows : 

Tba»— Measrs.  Bayard,  German,  Gilman,  Goodrichi 
I  HiDhoiue,  Lloyd,  Pickering,  Reed,  and  White. 

Nats — Messrs.  Anderson,  Brent,  Condit,  Crawford, 

'naklin,  Gaillmrd,  Giles,  Gregg,  Griswold,  Lambert, 
I  l«b,  Matbewaon^  Meigs,  Parker,  Pope,  Robinson, 

Smith  of  New  York,  Turner,  and  Whiteside. 


Resolved.  That  a  committee  be  appointed  to  in- 
quire into  the  expediency  of  providing  by  law  for 
the  exclusion  of  armed  vessels  from  the  ports  and 
harbors  of  the  United  States;  and  that  the  com- 
mittee have  leave  to  report  by  bill. 

Ordered^  That  Messrs.  Leib,  Crawforu,  Gilb8| 
Anuerson,  and  Pope,  be  the  committee. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  passed 
a  bill,  entitled  "An  act  supplementary  to  tne  act, 
entitled  *An  act  makiop^  further  provision  for  the 
support  of  public  credit,  and  for  the  redemption 
of  the  public  debt,"  in  which  they  request  the 
concurrence  of  the  Senate.  The  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives have  passed  a  resolution  for  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  committee  on  their  part,  jointly 
with  such  committee  as  may  be  appointed  on  the 
part  of  the  Senate,  to  have  the  direction  of  the 
money  appropriated  to  purchase  books  for  the  use 
of  the  library  of  the  United  States. 

The  bill  brought  up  for  concurrence' was  read, 
and  passed  to  the  second  reading. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  resolu- 
tion of  the  House  of  Representatives  for  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  committee  to  have  the  direction 
of  the  money  appropriated  to  purchase  books  for 
the  use  of  tne  library,  and  concurred  therein ; 
and  Messrs.  Tbruston,  Giles,  and  Gregg,  were 
appointed  the  committee. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
motion  made  the  16th  instant;  and, 

Beaolved,  That  the  petition  of  Richard  Bland 
Lee,  presented  at  the  last  session  of  Congressi 
praying  compensation  for  injuries  committed. on 
his  property,  near  Harper's  Ferry,  by  the  officers 
aod  agents  of  the  United  States,  be  referred  to 
the  Secretary  of  War,  to  examine  the  allegation! 
thereof,  and  report  to  the  next  session  of  Con- 
gress a  special  statement  of  facts  thereon,  particu- 
larly the  extent  and  value  of  the  trespasses  al- 
leged to  have  been  committed,  with  his  opinion 
thereon. 


THURsnAY,  June  22. 

Mr.  LlotUj  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  bill  authorizing  the  accounting  oflEL* 
cers  of  the  Treasury  Department  to  give  credit 
to  certain  collectors  of  the  customs  for  allowanced 
paid  by  them  to  the  owners  and  crews  of  fishing 
vessels,  reported  the  bill  without  amendment. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  as  in 
Committee  of  the  Whole,  and  no  amendment 
having  been  proposed  thereon,  on  the  question. 
Shall  this  bill  be  engrossed  and'read  a  third  time? 
it  was  determined  in  the  affirmative. 

The  bill,  entitled  ^^An  act  supplementary  to  the 
act,  entitled  ^An  act  making  further  provision  for 
the  support  of  public  credit,  and  for  the  redemp* 
tion  of  the  public  debt,*'  was  read  the  second 
time,  and  referred  to  Messrs.  Llotu,  AiinERaoKy 
and  Crawforu,  to  consider  and  report  thereon. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill  for  the  remission  of  certain  pen- 
alties and  forfeitures,  and  for  other  purposes ;  and 
the  President  having  reported  the  bill  to  the 
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Hoose  amended,  oo  the  questioii,  Siiall  tbi«  bill 
be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time  as  amended  ? 
it  was  determined  in  the  affirmative. 

Mr.  Fbamklin,  from  the  committeef  reported 
the  bill  correctly  engrossed,  and  it  vas  read  the 
tbi^d  time  by  unanimous  consent,  and  the  blank 
filled  with  ''fifteen  thousand." 

BeaoLved^  That  this  bill  pass,  and  that  the  title 
thereof  be  '^  An  aet  for  the  remission  of  certain 
penalties  and  forfeitures,  and  for  other  purposes." 

Mr.  FfUNKLiN,  from  the  committee,  reported 
tjhe  bill  authorizing  the  accounting  officers  of  the 
Treasury  Department  to  giv«  credit  to  certain 
collectors  of  the  customs  for  allowances  paid  by 
them  to  the  owners  and  crews  of  fishing  vessels, 
correctly  engrossed;  and  the  bill  was  read  the 
third  time  by  unanimous  consent. 

Seaolved^  That  this  bill  pass,  and  that  the  title 
thereof  be  "An  act  authorizing  the  accountinjgr 
officers  of  the  Treasury  Department  to  give  credit 
tp  certain  collectors  of  the  customs  for  allowances 
paid  by  them  to  the  owners  and  crews  of  fisning 
yessels." 

Mr.  PoFE  gave  notice  that  he  shoiild  to-morrow 
^A  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  freeing  from  pos^tage 
^U  letters  and  packets  from  Thomas  Jefierson. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
Informed  toe  Senate  that  the  Hovfe  concur  in 
the  resolution  empowering  the  President  of  the 
^eoate,  and  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, to  adjourn  their  respective  Houses  on  the 
90th  instant,  with  an  amendment,  to  wit :  to  in- 
sert the  29th  instead  of  the  20ih,  in  wbict^  tbiey 
request  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate, , 

The  Senate  nroeeeded  to  consider  the  said 
ftmendment,  ana  concurred  t|ierein* 

Mr.  Llotd  gave  notice  that  he  should  to-mor- 
rpw  ask  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  authorize  the 
Secretary  pf  the  Trei^sury,  in  certain  cases,  to 
remit  the  penalties  and  forfeitures  on  vessels  ar- 
riving in  the  United  States  from  Frnnee,  her 
colonies  or  dependencies. 


Fbioat,  June  23. 

Mr.  Pope  gave  notice  that  to-morrow  he  should 
ask  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  in  addition  to  the  act 
to  regulate  the  Tajring  out  and  making  a  road 
from  Cumberland,  in  the  State  of  Maryland,  to 
the  State  of  Ohio. 

Mr.  Pope  obtained  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  free* 
ing  from  postage  all  letters  and  packets  from 
Thomas  Jefierson ;  and  the  bill  was  read,  and 
passed  to  the  second  reading. 

A  message  front  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  passed 
a  bill,  entitled  *^An  act  making  appropriations  for 
defraying  the  expense  of  stationery,  printing,  and 
all  other  contingent  expenses  of  the  Senate  and 
Bouse  of  Representatives,  during  the  present  ses- 
sion of  Congress,  ^nd  an  additional  appropria- 
tion for  the  purchase  of  books,  maps,  and  charts, 
for  the  library  of  Congress ;"  also,  a  bill,  entitled 
"An  act  concerning  the  Naval  department ;"  in 
which  bills  they  request  the  concurrence  of  the 
Senate. 


The  bills  last  mentioned  were  read,  and  passe^ 
to  the  second  reading. 

The  bill,  entitled  *'An  act  makiiy  appropria 
tions  for  defraying  the  expense  of  stationery! 
printing,  and  all  other  contingent  expenses  of  th 
Senate  and  House  of  Representatives,  during  th 
present  session,  and  an  additional  appropriatioi 
for  the  purchase  of  books,  maps,  and  charts,  foi 
the  Library  of  Congress,"  was  read  the  secood 
time  by  unanimous  consent,  and  referred  tc 
Messrs.  FBA3ixuN,  Gbeoo,  and  Gilas,  to  coaj 
sider  and  report  thereon. 

The  bill,  entitled  "An  act  concerning  the  Nara^ 
Establishment,"  was  read  the  second  time,  b^ 
unanimous  consent,  and  referred  to  Messrs.  Bi.Ti 
A^n,  Giles,  and  Llotd,  to  consider  and  reporl 
thereon. 

Mr.  LlotDj  from  the  committee  to  whom  wd 
referred  the  bill,  entitled  '*  An  act  supplementari 
to  the  act,  entitled  '  An  aet  making  further  pro< 
vision  for  the  support  of  public  credit,  and  for  the 
redemption^  of  tne  public  debt,"  reported  amend* 
ments;  which  were  read. 

FOREIGN  ARMED  VESSELS. 

Mr.  Leib,  from  the  committee,  appointed  oii 
the  20th  instant,  to  inquire  into  the  expediency  o 
providing  by  law  for  the  exclusion  of  foreieo 
armed  vessels  from  the  ports  and  harbors  of  ul\ 
United  States,  made  report;  which  was  read,u 
follows : 

'*  That,  in  the  ojunioa  of  this  committoe,  such  a^ 
interdiction  is  within  the  jost  and  neutral  rights  of  tlii 
United.  States,  and,  under  other  drcumstances,  wooli 
be  highly  eipedient  and  proper.  So  long  as  a  nei^ 
tral  nation  shall  confine  itaelf  to  strict  meaaura  fl 
impartiality,  allowing  no  benefit  to  one  belligerent,  no 
stipulated  bv  treaty,  which  it  shall  refuse  to  anothd 
no  cause  whatever  is  afforded  for  exception  or  com 
plaint.  The  rif^ht  to  admit  an  armed  force  into  \ 
neutral  territoi^,  belongs  exelnaiv«ly  to  the  neutnll 
and  when  n«t  guarantied  by  treaty,  as  is  oftentim^ 
^  case,  each  adminion  eoB^>n>mita  the  neutrality  i 
the  nation,  which  permits  ta  one  beUigareat  aloij 
such  an  indulgancc 

^  As  a  measure  of  sale^  as  well  as  peace,  it  ii 
emnhent  upon  the  United  Stales  to  cany  into  ei 
sQch  a  piovision.  8o  long  as  we  are  without  a  o 
peta&t  fiNTce  to  protect  our  jnrisdictaon  from  violatit 
and  oor  citiaens  from  outrage,  and  our  flag  from  insiU| 
so  long  ought  no  asylum  to  be  given,  hut  in  distie^ 
to  the  armed  vessels  of  any  nation.  The  oonuniU^ 
will  not  bring  into  view  the  many  iojuriee  and  insoif 
which  the  United  States  have  sustained  from  the  ho< 
pitable  grant  of  their  ports  and  haihors  to  beliigereoU 
nor  the  facility  which  has  thereby  been  afforded  i 
them  to  lay  our  commerce  under  contribution.  It  i 
sufficient  to  remark,  that  great  injuries  have  been  raj 
tained,  and  that  imperious  duty  requires  arrangement 
at  our  hands  to  guard  our  country  in  future  from  simi 
lar  aggressions. 

"  The  United  States  are,  at  this  moment,  under  n 
obligation  to  withhold  restraints,  within  their  powcj 
upon  the  admission  of  foreign  armed  vessels  into  thei 
ports ;  hut  the  committee  are  too  strongly  impress^ 
with  the  propriety  of  avoiding  any  legislative  inte| 
fcrence  at  this  time,  which,  by  any  poasibility,  might  | 
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flnHniied  into  •  ianao  Id  tiuimr  HUBcMki<i>  in  tli«  way 
rf  pioiBWBd  and  pwiding  negotiations.  Tlioy  are  d«- 
KOBs  thai  A  fiur  axpenmani  may  be  made  to  adjnat 
mr  dlffierences  with  the  two  belligerent  nations,  and 
Hat  no  promiona  be  interwoven  in  qor  laws  which 
dttll  furnish  a  pretext  for  delay,  or  a  refusal  to  yield 
Id  our  jast  and  honorable  demands. 

"Caicalating  that  the  OTertnres  which  have  been 
Bade  by  Great  Britain  will  be  executed  in  good  faith, 
&e  eommittee  are  wilting  to  believe  that  the  stipalated 
izraogements  will  be  of  such  a  character  as  to  guard 
oar  ^  from  insult,  onr  jurisdiction  from  aggression, 
oar  citizens  from  violation,  and  onr  mercantile  pro- 
perty troos  spoliation.  Under  these  impressions,  which 
the  eommittee  have  stated  as  briefly  as  possible,  they 
be;  leave  to  sabmit  to  the  consideration  of  the  Senate 
the  foUofwing  reaolution,  vis : 

^'Reaobxd,  Thai  the  farther  consideration  of  the 
■Igeet  be  poetponed  until  the  next  session  of  Con- 


SATnRDAT,  June  d4. 

The  bill  freeing  from  postage  all  letters  and 
pickets  from  Thomas  Jefferson  was  read  the  sec- 
ood  time,  and  considered  as  io  Committee  of  the 
Whole;  and  no  amendment  haTine  been  pro- 
posed, on  the  question,  Shall  this  bill  Be  engrossed 
tod  read  a  third  time?  it  was  determiaea  in  the 
affirmative. 

Mr.  FsANKLiN,  from  the  committee  .to  whom 
was  referred  the  bill,  entitled  **  An  act  making 
appropriations  for  defraying  the  expense  of  sta- 
tionery, printing,  and  all  other  contingent  ex- 
penses of  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 
lif  es,  dttung  the  present  session  of  Congress,  and 
aa  additionjil  appropriation  for  the  purchase  of 
books,  maps,  and  charts,  (or  the  Library  of.  Con- 
gress,'' reported  an  amendment  to  the  hill* 

Ob  motion,  by  Mr.  Anderson,  to  expange  the 
second  section  of  the  bill,  as  follows : 

**Andbt  Ufitrther  enacted^  That,  in  addition  to  the 
•am  of  one  thousand  dollars  annoalfy  appropriated  by 
the  set  of  Pebroary  twenty-one,  one  tnonsand  eight 
hondred  end  six,  lor  the  term  of  five  years  thereafter 
eBsaiag,  there  be,  and  the  same  hereby  is,  sppropri* 
lied,  a  fhrther  annual  sum  of  four  thousand  dollars  for 
the  porehaae  of  books,  maps,  and  charts,  for  the  Li- 
Waiy  of  Congnss,  to  be  paid  oat  of  any  moneys  in  the 
Tressuiy,  not  otherwise  appiopiiated,  to  be  expended 
voder  the  direction  of  a  jmt  ^oinmittae  of  thnae  mem- 
btn  of  the  Senate  and  three  members  of  the  House  of 
Bepresentatlves,  to  be  appointed  eveiy  session  of  Oon- 
gras,  during  the  continuance  of  this  appropriation." 

It  was  determined  in  the  affifmatiye^-iyeaa  17, 
aayslO,  aa  follows: 

TiAs — Messrs.  Anderson,  Condit,  Franklin,  Oer- 
Baot  Cvegg,  Lambert,  Leib,  Mathewson,  Meigs,  Par- 
ker, Pickering,  Pope,  Reed,  Robinson,  Smith  of  Jiew 
f  sik,  Turnery  aod  Whiteside. 

Nats — Messra.  Bayard,  Crawford,  Gaillard,  Giles, 
Gilmsn,  Goodrich^  Hilibouse,  Jl^oya»  Thrjastoii«  and 
White. 

And  the  V^Mmwrnr  cepoited  the  bill  to.thia 
HoQsc  as  amended. 
Ordered^  Thai  this  bill  pasa  tQa  third  reading. 
Mr.  Frar&uii  reported  the  amfa^manl  eot* 


reeUy  engrossed,  and  the  bill  was  read  the  thtrf 
time' by  unanimous  consent, and  the  title  amended* 

Huolved,  That  this  bill  pass  as  atnended. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  thtt 
Whole^  the  amendment  reported  by  the  select 
committee  to  the  bill,  entitled  '^  An  act  supple*- 
memory  to  the  act,  entitled  *  An  aet  making  fur- 
ther provision  for  the  support  of  public  credit,  aQd" 
for  the  redemptioa  of  tba  public  debt.** 

Ordered,  That  the  further  consideratioiilberaof. 
be  postponed  untR  Monday  next. 

Mr.  Franke^h ,  from  the  committee,  reported^ 
the  hiU  freeing  from  posia^  aliieuen  and  pack- 
eta  from  Thomas  Jeoerson,  eorrecily  eagrosaed  $ 
and  the  bill  was  read  the  third  time  by  naaaa* 
mons  consent,  and  paased. 

Mr.  Pope  asked  ^od  obtained  leave  to  briof  ia 
a  bill  in  addition  to  the  "Act  to  regHlaie  thelar- 
ing  out  and  making  a  xuad  from  Cumberiand,  la 
the  Slate  of  Maryland,  to  tiie  State  of  Ohio;" 
and  the  bill  was  read,  aad  paased  to  the  aeeood 
reading. 

* 

Monday,  June  26. 

The  Vice  President  being  absent,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  the  election  of  a  President  pro  Urn- 
pore,  as  the  Constitution  provides;  and  the  hoAr 
orable  Andrew  Qrbqo  was  elected. 

Ordered,  That  the  SecreUry  wait  on  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  and  acauaint  him  that 
the  Senate  have,  in  the  absence  of  the  Vice  Prea- 
ident,  elected  the  honorable  Andrew  Grboq 
President  of  the  Senate  pro  tempore,  ^ 

Ordered,  That  the  Secretary  make  a  like  com* 
munication  to  the  House  of  Representatives. 

The  Senate  resume^l,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  amendments  reported  by  the  select 
committee  to  the  bill,  entitled  "  An  act  suppler 
mentary  to  the  act,  entitled  ^  An  act  making  uic« 
ther  provision  for  the  support  of  public  credit, 
and  for  the  redemption  of  tne  public  debt;"  and 
the  President  reported  to  the  House  that  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  had  disagreed  to  tb^ 
said  amendments,  but  that  they  had  agreed  tQ 
amend  the  bill. 

On  motion,  by  Mr^  Llotd,  to  add  a  new  sec* 
tion  to  the  bill,  as  follows : 

*•  Sac.  2.'  And  be  it  further  enacted^  That  the  Qee- 
retary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  he  is  hereby,  empow- 
ered, ftom  and  after  the  passing  of  this  act,  until  th^ 
first  day  of  January  next  ensuing,  with  the  approba^ 
tioB  of  the  PresideDt  of  the  United  StaUs,  IO'borre«^ 
on  the  credit  of  thr  Uattsd  States,  a  sam  not  exceeds 
ing  three  millions  five  hundred  thousand  dollan^  when^ 
ever,  in  his  o|^on,  it  m^  be  expedient  to  boxrow 
said  sum,  or  any  part  ther0Qf,  in  order  to  provide  fm 
the  expenses  of  Governments  And  thai  for  the  mote 
fully  carrying  into  effect  the  objects  of  this  act,,  thf 
same  powers,  regulations,  and  restrictions,  which  sn^ 
ply  to  loans  made  by  the  Commissioners  of  the  link- 
ing Fund,  Tihder  the  tenth  section  of  the  act,  entitled 
'An  act  making  further  provision  for  the  support  of 
public  credit,  and  for  the  redemption  of  Uie  public 
debt,'  be,  and  the  same  are  hereby,  vested  in,  and  im- 
poeed  en,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  And  it  shall 
be  lawftd  for  him  Io  make  any  loan  pr  loans  fiereby 
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JUHE,  1809. 


Authoriied  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  8tatee^  uijlhing 
■In  the  act,  entitled  'An  act  to  incorporate  the  attbttsri- 
ibers  to  the  Bank  of  the  United  States/  to  the  contrary 
.  jiotwithatanding : '* 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative — yeas  3, 
'nays  25,  as  follows : 

YiAs — Mesara.  Goodrich,  Hillhonse,  and  Lloyd. 

NAra-^Meurl.  Anderson,  Bayard,  Brent,  Condit, 

Crawford,  Franklin,  German,  Giles,  Gilman,  Gregg, 

'  Griswoldy  Lambert,  Leib,  Madieweon,  Meigs,  Parker, 

PidLering,  Pope,  Reed,  Robinson,  Smith  of  New  York, 

Thruston,  Turner,  White,  and  Whiteside. 

On  the  question,  Shall  this  bill  pass  to  a  third 
reading  as  amended  ?  it  was  determined  in  the 
affirmative — yeas  18,  nays  10,  as  follows: 

Ybas — Messrs.  Anderson,  Brent,  Condit,  Franklin, 
Oiles,  Gregg,  Griswold,  Lambert,  Leib,  Mathewson, 
Meigs,  Parker,  Pope,  Robinson,  Smith  of  New  York, 
Throston,  Turner,  and  Whiteside. 

Nats— Messrs.  Bayard,  Crawford,  German,  GU- 
man»  Goodrich,  HiUhouse,  Lloyd,  Pickering,  Reed, 
and  White. 

Mr.  Batard,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  bill,  entitle  ^'An  act  concerning 
the  Naval  Establishment,"  reported  the  bill  with- 
out amendment. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill,  as 
In  Committee  of  ihe  Whole,  and  no  amendment 
haying  been  proposed  thereto,  the  bill  was  or- 
dered to  the  third  reading. 

On  motion,  the  bill  was  read  the  third  time  by 
unanimous  consent^  and  passed. 

The  bill  in  addition  to  the  ''Act  to  regulate  the 
laying  out  at^d  making  a  road  from  Cumberland, 
in  the  State  of  Maryland,  to  the  State  of  Ohio/' 
was  read  the  second  time,  and  considered  as  in 
Committee  of  the  Whole ;  and  the  President  hav- 
ing reported  .  the  bill  to  the  House  amended,  on 
the  question,  Shall  this  bill  be  engrossed  and  read 
a  third  time  as  amended  ?  it  was  determined  in 
the  affirmative. 

Mr.  German,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  petition  of  John  Murray  and  Sons, 
reported  that  the  consideration  thereof  be  post- 
poned until  the  first  Monday  of  December  next; 
and  the  report  was  agreed  to. 

Tuesday,  June  27. 

Mr.  Franklin,  from  the  committee,  reported 
ihe  bill  in  addition  to  the  act  to  regulate  the  lajr* 
ing  out  and  making  a  road  from  Cumberland,  in 
jthe  Stale  of  Maryland,  to  the  State  of  Ohio,  cor- 
rectly engrossed ;  and  the  bill  was  read  the  third 
time.  ancT  passed. 

Tne  bill,  entitled  "An  act  supplementary  to  the 
met,*entitled  *An  act  making  further  provision  for 
the  support  of  public  eredit,  and  for  the  redemp- 
tion or  the  public  debt/'  was  read  the  third  lime 
as  amended. 

'  On  motion,  by  Mr.  Hillhouse,  to  postpone  the 
further  consideration  thereof  until  the  first  Mon- 
day in  November  next,  it  was  determined  in  the 
negative — yeas  9,  nays  15,  as  follows: 

Tbas — ^Messrs.  Bayard,  German,  Gilman,  Goodrich^ 
BiUhouse,  Lloyd,  Pickeiing,  Reed,  and  White. 


NATs-^-Messis.  Andenon,  Brent,  Condit,  PranUia^ 
Giles,  Qreggt  Griewold,  Lambert,  Meigs,  Parker,  Pop^ 
Robinson,  Smith  of  New  Yoi^,  Thraston«  and  Whiter 
side. 

Orderedj  That  the  further  consideration  of  this 
bill  be  postponed  until  to-morrow. 


WBDNBaDAT,  JuUC  28.  . 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatireij 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  psssd 
a  bill;  entitled  **  An  act  to  amend  and  conrinuein 
force  certain  parts  of  the  act,  entitled  ^An  act  to 
interdict  the  commercial  intercourse  between  the 
United  States  and  Great  Britain  and  France,  and 
their  dependencies,  and  for  other  purposes,"  witk 
amendments,  in  which  they  request  the  concur- 
rence of  the  Senate. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  amend- 
ments of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  the 
bill,  entitled  "An  act  to  amend  and  continue  ia 
force  certain  parts  of  the  act,  entitled  *An  act  to 
interdict  the  commercial  intercourse  between  the 
United  States  and  Qreat  Britain  and  France,  and 
their  dependencies,  and  for  other  purposes ;"  and 
concurred  therein. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  third  reading  of  the 
bill,  entitled  "An  act  supplementary  to  the  act, 
entitled  'An  act  making  further  provision  for  the 
support  of  public  credit,  and  for  the  redemption 
of  the  public  debt.^ 

On  tne  question.  Shall  this  billpass  as  amend- 
ed? it  was  determined  in  the  affirmative — yeai 
17,  nays  9,  as  follows: 

YxAS— Messrs.  Anderson,  Brent,  Condit,  Franklin, 
Gaillard,  Giles,  Gregg,  Lambert,  Leib,  Mathewion, 
Meigs,  Parker,  Pope,  Robinson,  Smith  of  New  Toik, 
Turner,  and  Whiteaide. 

Nats— Messrs.  Bayard,  Crawford,  German,  Gilman, 
Hillhouse,  Lloyd,  Pidiering,  Reed,  and  White. 

Besolvedf  That  this  bill  pass  with  amendments. 

Mr.  GxiLLARn  presented  the  petition  of  John 
Rinaldi,  praying  to  be  exonerated  from  the  pen- 
alty of  the  act  prohibiting  the  importation  of 
slaves,  for  reasons  mentioned  io  the  petition; 
which  was  read. 

The  PrbsidMnt  laid  before  the  Senate  a  lettei 
from  B.  H.  Latrobe,  respecting  arrangements  io 
the  new  Senate  Chamber;  which  was  read. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Lloto. 

JReeohedj  That  a  committee  be  appointed  tc 
take  into  consideration  the  letter  of  B.  H.  La- 
trobe, of  this  date,  and  to  give  such  directions 
respecting  the  finisning  Of  the  new  Senate  Cham- 
ber as  they  may  judge  will  best  promote  the  con- 
venience  of  the  Senate  f  and 

Ordered,  That  Messrs.  Llotd,  Thrustoii,  and 
Andbrson,  be  the  committee. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representativei 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  passed 
the  bill,  entitled  "  An  act  to  suspend  for  a  limitec 
time  the  recruiting  service,"  with  an  amendment 
in  which  they  request  the  concurrence  of  the  Sen- 
ate. They  have  passed  the  bill,  entitled  ^  An  ac 
for  the  remission  of  certain  penalties  and  forfeit 
ares,  and  for  other  purposes,''  with  amendments 
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a  wbich  they  desire  the  concurrence  of  the 
Senate. 

The  Senmte  proceeded  to  consider  the  amend- 
Deot  of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  the  bili« 
Btitled  ^  An  act  to  sasoend  for  a  limited  tim^the' 
Kruiting  service ;''  and  concurred  therein. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  amend- 
lents  of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  the 
ill,  entitled  '*  An  act  for  the  remission  of  certain 
leoalties  and  forfeitures,  and  for  other  purposes;" 
od  concurred  therein. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned  to  six  o'clock  this 
rremng.  • 

jSut  o^ clock  in  the  Evening. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
iaformed  the  3enate  that  thejr  have  passed  a  bill, 
ettided  "An  act  authorizing  the  discharge  of 
Joseph  Wilkinson,  jun.,  from  his  imprisonment;" 
IB  which  they  request  the  concurrence  of  the 
Beoate. 

The  bill  brought  up  for  concurrence  was  read 
ikree  times  bir  onanimous  consent,  and  passed. 

Reiohedf  That  Messrs.  Pope  and  Brent  be  a 
»mmittee  cm  the  part  of  the  Senate,  with  such 
ks  the  House  of  Representatives  may  join,  to 
nit  on  the  President  of  the  United  States,  and 
lotify  him  that,  unless  he  may  have  any  further 
•dinmunications  to  make  to  the  two  Houses  of 
Congress,  they  are  ready  to  adjourn. 


Ordered,  That  the  Secretarjr  acquaint  the 
House  of  Kepresentatires  therewith,  and  request 
the  appointment  of  a  committee  on  their  part. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  ap- 
pointed a  committee  on  their  part,  to  wait  on  the 
r resident  of  the  United  States,  and  ifotify  him  of 
the  intended  recess  of  Congress. 

Mr.  Pope,  from  the  committee,  reported  that 
they  had  waited  on  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  who  informed  them  that  he  had  no  further 
communications  to  make  to  the  two  Houses  of 
Congress. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Thruston,  that  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Senate  be  authorized  to  pay,  out  of 
the  contingent  fund  of  this  House,  to  Tobias 
Simpson,  Elkanah  Henley,  and  Henry  Miller,  the 
sum  of  twenty-five  dollars  each,  in  addition  to 
their  usual  compensation :  it  was  objected  to  by 
Mr.  PioKBRiNO,  as  against  the  rule. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House,  having  fin- 
ished the  business  before  them,  are  about  to  ad- 
journ. 

Ordered,  That  the  Secretory  inform  the  House 
of  Representatives  that  the  Senate,  having  finish- 
ed the  business  before  them,  are  about  to  adjourn. 

The  Secretory  having  performed  that  duty,  the 
President  adjourned  the  Senate,  to  meet  on  the 
fourth  Monday  of  November. 


PR0G££Dm6S  AND  DEBATES 


OV  TBI 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES, 


AT  THB  FIRST  SESSION  OF  THE  ELBVENTH  CONGRESS,  BEGUN  AT  THE  CITY  OF 

WASHINGTON,  MAT  83  1809. 


MoHOAT,  MtLj  22, 1809. 

TbU  beiog  the  day  appointed  bv  i^w  for  the 
Ketiog  of  the  present  session,  tne  following 
Kmbers  of  the  House  of  Representatives  ap- 
nred,  produced  their  credentials,  and  took  their 
Cits,towit: 

From  New  OimpMre^Btimel  Blaisdall,  John  C. 
)bmberlun,  William  Hale,  Natbaaial  A.  Haven,  and 
iBwi  Wilsiui. 

From  MataaehutetU — ^Ezekiel  Bacon,  William  Bej- 
el, Richird  Cotto,  William  Ely,  Gideon  Gardner, 
hnilUi  Grannett,  Edward  St  Loe  Livermore,  Beoja- 
lin  Pidonan,  jonior,  Joeiah  Quincy,  Ebenezer  Sea- 
ler, WiUbm  Stadman,  Jabes  Upham,  Joseph  B.  Yar- 
non,  ud  Ldian  Wheaton. 

Pnm  Xkode  Island — Richard  Jackson,  junior,  and 
Ebhs  R.  Potter. 

From  CooAec/seii^r-Epaphra^itiie  Champton,  8am- 
Kl  W.  Dana,  John  DaTenport,  Jonathan  0.  Mosely, 
timothy  Pitkin,  junior,  Lewis  B.  Sturges,  and  Qe|\ja- 
un  TaJlinadge. 

From  VtrmorU — ^William  ChamberlLEu  Martin  Chit- 
adea,  Jonathan  H.  Hubbard,  and  Samuel  Shaw. 

From  New  YbrAr— James  Emott,  Jonathan  Fisk, 
lirent  Gardenier,  Thomas  R.  Gold,  Herman  Knick- 
IriMcker,  Robert  Le  Roy  LiWngston,  John  Nicholson, 
^tcr  B.  Porter,  Ebeneaer  S^e,  Thomas  Sammons, 
tAa  Thompson,  Uri  Tracy,  and^  KMlian  K.  Yan 


From  New  Jerwe^ — Adam  Boyd,  James  Cox,  Wil- 
ba  Hehna,  Jacob  Hn%,  Thomaa  Nf  wbold,  and 
■euy  Southard. 

From  Pemu^/twrnia— William  Anderson,  David 
liid,  Robert  Brown,  William  Cmwfbrd,  WUlUm 
Ktt^y,  Robert  Jenkins,  Aaron  Lyle,  William  MUnor, 
^^  Porter,  John  Roa,  Matthias  jtidiards,  John  Ross, 
W^e  Smith,  Samuel  Smith,  and  Robert  Whitehill. 

From  Maryland — John  Brown,  John  Campbell, 
^^iileg  Gddsboruugh,  Philip  B.  Key,  Alexander  Mc- 
^,  John  Montgomery,  Kiohcrfas  R.  Moore,  Roger 
WBD,  and  Archibald  Yan  Horn. 

^nm  Vir^^'^^Burwell  Bassett,  William  A.  Bnr^ 
f^  Matthew  Clay,  John  Dawson,  John  W.  Eppea, 
ws  Breckenridgoy  Thomaa  Ghokon,  juakif,  Peter- 
i«  Goodwyn^  Edwin  Gray,  John  O.  Jiwekson,  Wslter 


Jones,  Joseph  Lewis,  junior,  John  Love^  T*homas  New- 
ton* John  Randolph,  John  Roane,  Daniel  Sheffey,  John 
Smith,  James  Stephenson,  and  Jacob  Swoope. 

From  North  CaroUna — Willis  Alston,  junior,  James    . 
Cochran,  Meshack  Franklin,  James  Holland,  Thomas 
Kensn,  William  Kenqpdy,  Nathaniel  Macon,  Archi- 
bald MeBride,  LemuekSawyer,  Richard  Stanford,  and 
John  Stanley. 

From  South  Corofiiua— Lemuel  J.  Alston,  William 
Bi;itler,  Joseph  Calhoun,  Rohert  Marion,  Thomaa 
Moore,  John  Taylor,  and  Robert  Witherspoon^ 

From  Gtorgia^yimmm  W.  Bibb,  HoweU  Cobb, 
Dennis  Smelt,  and  George  M.  Tronp. 

From  Keniiicku — Henry  Crist,  Joseph  Desha,  Baa* 
jamin  Howard,  Richard  M.  Johnson,  Matthew  loroa* 
and  Samuel  McKee. 

From  TcnneMM— Pleasant  M-  Miller,  and  John 
Rhea. 

From  OiUo— Jeremiah  Morrow. 

ELECTION  OF  SPEAKER,  dkc 

A  quorum,  consisting  of  a  ofiajority  of  th^ 
whole  number,  being  present  the  House  procead** 
edL  by  ballot,  to  the  choice  of  a  Speaker. 

Messrs.  N.  R.  Moobb,  Cdttb,  «od  Pobtb% 
were  appointed  tellers  of  the  votes. 

Mr.  N.  R.  MooAB  repoi;ted  that  tha  result  of 
the  ballot  was,  that  there  were — 

For  Josieph  B.  VarDum,60;  Nathaniel  Macoa^ 
36;  Timothy  Pitkin,  junior,  20;  Roger  NeUoa, 
1 ;  C.  W.  Goldsborough,  1 ;  blank  ballots.  2. 

Mr.  Yarnum  having  60  vot^s,  it  was  submitted 
to  the  decision  of  the  House  bv  the  tellers  wh»-, 
tber  the  blank  ballots  could  be  coBsidered  aa 
votes;  if  not,  there  being  but  118  votes,  Mr, 
Yabnum  having  60,  had  a  majority. 

Mr.  W.  Alston  conceived  that  there  eould  be 
no  doubt  on  the  subject;  that  blank  pieces  of  * 
paper  could  not  be  considered  as  votes.  He  in- 
stanced the  case  which  occurred  in  the  &raoos 
ballatinz  for  President  io  the  vear  1801 ;  at  whiak 
time,  aiter  a  number  of  ballotings,  the  State  of 
Maryland,  which  was  divided,  gave  in  four  blank 
votesi  and  thua  deoided  the  ekctiou. 
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Mr.  Macon  thought  there  could  be  no  question 
on  the  subject;  he  also  recollected  the  case  of 
the  Presidential  election  instanced  by  his  col- 
lea|[ue,  and  was  of  opinion  that  blank  ballots 
could  not  be  counted.  He  hoped  that  the  gentle- 
man from  Ma$sacl)usetts  (Mr.  Varnum)  would 
be  conducted  to  the  Chair. 

Mr.  Randolph  said  this  was  no  ordinary  ques- 
tion which  the  House  were  about  to  determine, 
at  the  instance  of  his  friend,  (Mr.  Macon,)  in 
his  opinion,  in  a  very  irregular  manner ;  and  Mr. 
R.  said  that  he  was  certaio,  if  his  frietid  were 
not  himself  implicated  in  the  question,  he  would 
hare  been  one  of  the  last  men  in  the  Hotfse  to 
give  such  a  decision  agai&st  himself;  but  perfaafis 
this  was  a  peculiarity  in  his  friend's  character. 
Are  we,  gentlemen,  (said  Mr.  R.)  to  have  a 
Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives  with- 
out any  election?  The  committee  have  not  re- 
ported that  one  of  the  persons  voted  for  bad  a 
majority  of  the  whole  number  of  votes  given ;  on 
the  contrary,  they  have  expressly  reported  that 
no  one  had  a  majority.  And  will  the  House 
consent  in  this  manner  to  choose  a  Speaker  to 
preside  over  this  body^  and  perhaps  eventually 
over  the  destinies  of  this  nation  ? — for  perchance 
the  Speaker  mi^ht  become  President  ol  the  Uni- 
ted States.  With  respect  ta  the  precedent  in  the 
case  of  the  election  of  the  rjesident  of  the  Uni- 
ted States,  there  was  not,  he  said,  the  smallest 
analogy  between  the  two  cases.  What  was  that 
case?  It  was  on  a  question  whether  or  not  there 
should  exist  in  this  country  a  Gtovernment,  that 
this  device  had  been  used,  after  sotne  forty  or 
fifty  ballotings.  In  order  to  give  a  President  to 
the  United  States,  certain  gentlemen  had  thought 
proper  not  to  vote  at  all.  But,  said  Mr.  R..  is  time 
now  so  precious  7  Is  the  Secretary  of  tne  Pres- 
ident of  the  United  States  knocking  at  the  door 
for  admittance?  Is  the  enemy  at  the  gate?  Is 
there  not  time,  I  beseech  you,  ffehtlemen,  to  pro- 
ceed in  the  regular  mode  to  the  election  of  our 
officers  ?  Or,  shall  we,  to  avoid  the  trouble  of 
writing  a  name  twice,  establish  a  precedent, 
which,  if  established,  may  piit  an  end  to  this 
Government,  which  is  founded  on  the  principle 
that  the  majority  shall  govern  ?  Mr.  R.  said  he 
was  more  free  in  expressing  his  ideas,  because  he 
believed  that  a  second  ballot  would  not  affect  the 
result ;  and  he  put  it  to  his  friend  (Mr.  Macon) 
to  say  whether  ne  himself  would  consent  to  take 
the  Chair  on  the  vote  of  a  minority.  He  said  he 
knew  him  too  well;  he  would  notTonsent  to  it. 
He  conceived  that  there  was  no  question  before 
the  House,  that  they  had  not  elected  their  Speak- 
er; and  that  it  was  their  business  to  proceed  to 
an  election.  They  were  certainly  competent,  he 
said,  to  elect  the  officers  of  their  own  body ;  and 
he  hoped  they  would  do  it  mare  nuijorum^Kder 
'  the  fashion  of  their  ancestors. 

Mr.  Stanfobd  denied  that  the  case  which  ha^ 
been  cited  from  the  Presidential  election  in  1801 
had  any  bearing  on  the  present  question.  That 
was  a  case  in  which^  a  slate  being  divided,  one- 
half  the  representation  voted  blank,  and  left  to 
the  other  half  of  the  representation  the  right  of 


voting  for  the  State.  As,  at  the  same  time, 
gentleman  now  from  Kentucky,  (Mr.  Ltoh 
then  the  only  representative  present  from  Vej 
mont,  had,  by  his  single  vote,  his  colleague  beii^ 
absent,  decided  the  vote  of  that  State,  he  thougl 
there  was  no  analogy. 

Mr.  Ranoolpb  moved  that  the  House  procec 
to  ballot  a  second  time  for  Speaker. 

The  Clerk  having  put  the  question,  it  was  ca 
ried— 67  to  43. 

Mr.  MicoN  said  he  certainly  felt  a  senses 

gratitude  towards  those  who  had  voted  for  hia 
ut  he  should  be  obliged  to  them  to  vote  for  so 
other  person.  He  had  rather  remain  on  the  fli 
of  the  House  than  be  placed  in  the  Chair, 
had  experienced  the  difficulties  of  the  situatioii 
besides,  by  an  illness  during  last  winter,  his  loni 
had  been  so  affected  that  he  did  not  feel  himse 
adequate  to  the  task.  As  his  declining  the  sitn^ 
tion  Inight  be  unexpected  to  some  gentlemen,  i 
accommodate  them  he  would  ask  a  postponi 
ment  of  the  ballot  for  a  time.  He  consider^ 
the  office  of  Speaker  of  the  House  as  one  of  tb 
most  honorable  in  the  nation.  Perhaps  none  w^ 
more  so,  aher  that  of  President  and  Vice  Pre 
dene  Notwithstanding  this,  were  there  a  pro 
bility  of  his  bein^  chosen,  he  must  decline  bei 
placed  in  the' Chair. 

Mr.  Stanford  moved  to  postpone  a  forthj 
balloting  until  two  o'clock — Negatived  ;  six  gd 
tlemen  only  rising  in  the  affirmative. 

The  Hous6  then  proceeded  to  a  further  balloj 
and  Mr.  N.  R.  Moobb  reported  the  result  to  be; 

For  Mr.  Varnum,  65 ;  Mr.  Macon,  45 ;  ^ 
Pitkin,  6;  Mr.  Howard/ 1^  Mr.  Nebon,  I,  as 
Mr.  Qoldsborough,  1.  j 

Mr.  Varnum  having  a  majority  of  votes  w^ 
declared  elected,  and  conducted  to  the  Cbaii 
whence  he  addressed  the  House  as  follows : 

**  Gentlemen  of  the  Hmue  of  lUpreaeniaHvei.' 

"  The  continued  manifestation  of  the  national  coj 
fidence  in  me,  expressed  by  the  Representatives  of  t^ 
people  on  this  occasion,  fills  my  heart  with  grateful  seo^ 
bility.  In  obedience  to  the  call  of  my  country,  I  i 
cept  the  office  assigned  me,  and  will  endeavor  to  di 
charge  &e  duties  of  it  according  to  the  best  of  U 
abilities,  and  agreeably  to  the  wishes  of  the  Honse.  | 

The  Spbaksr  having  been  sworn,  the  oath  I 
support  the  Constitution  of  the  United  StatI 
was  by  him  administered  to  the  members,  I 
States^ 

The  House  then  proceeded  to  the  choice  of 
Clerk^  by  ballot.  The  votes  having  been  countd 
there  were — 

For  Patrick  Magruder,  63;  Daniel  Brent,  3c 
Nicholas  B.  Van  Zandt,  14 ;  William  Lambe^ 
7,  and  Mr.  Scott,  1. 

Mr.  Magruder  having  a  majority  of  votes,  wi 
declared  to  be  re-elected.  j 

Mr.  Gborob  Pom dsxtbr  having  appeared  ftd 

SrodUced  his  credentials,  as  the  Delegate  from  tl 
lississippi*  Territory  of  the  United  States,  til 
oath  was  admfntstered  to  hitti  by  the  Speaker. 
Mr.  Macon,  from  the  joint  committee  appoiil 
ed  to  watt  on  the  President  of  the  United  Slate 
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ifported  that  the  committee  had  performed  the 
RfTice  assigned  to  them,  and  that  the  President 
s^ified  that  he  would  make  a  communication 
to  Congress  to-morrow  at  twelve  o'clock. 

A  message  was  received  from  the  Senate,  in- 
Ibrmiog  the  House  that  that  body  was  formed, 
tod  ready  to  proceed  to  business ;  and  that  the^ 
^d  appointed  a  committee  to  wait  on  the  Presi- 
ieot  of  the  United  States,  in  conjunction  with 
nch  committee  as  the  House  should  appoint,  to 
Inform  him  that  they  were  ready  to  receive  any 
eommonicatioa  he  miffht  have  to  make. 

Oq  motion  of  Mr.  J.  G.  Jackson,  a  committee 
vas  appointed  to  act  with  the  committee  of  the 
Senate.  Messrs.  Macon  and  Jaokson  were 
named  as  the  committee. 

On  motion  of  Mr*  Holland,  it  was  resolved, 
tkt  the  rules  and  orders  of  the  House  in  exist- 
esce  at  the  last  session,  should  be  the  rules  and 
orders  for  the  present  session,  until  otherwise  di- 
letted  by  the  House. 

The  House,  after  hearing  a  memorial  from 
Joseph  Wheaton,  stating  his  services,  and  pray- 
B^  a  reinstatement  in  the  office  of  Sergeaut-at- 
ktmsj  from  which  he  had  been  ejected  jproceeded 
10  the  choice  of  a  Sergeaot-at-Arms.  The  whole 
Bomber  was  122,  of  which  Thomas  Dunn  had 
Bd  He  was  therefore  declared  to  be  re-elected. 

Oq  balloting  for  a  Doorkeeper,  the  whole  num- 
ber of  votes  was  116,  of  whieb  Thomas  ClaitoD 
bd  115.    He  waa  therefore  declared  re-elected. 

Oq  balloting  for  an  Assistant  Doorkeeper,  there 
were— 

For  Benjamin  Borcb,  68;  Jesse  Edwards,  50. 

Mr.  Barch  waa  therefore  elected. 

Mr.  Dawbon. — Before  we  adjourn,  it  will  be 
Decessary  to  fix  on  some  hour  at  which  we  shall 
meet;  that  hour  heretofore  has  been  eleven;  but, 
15  the  Doming^  are  now  long,  as,  some  of  the 
leasons  which  caused  the  present  session  have 
vobably  ceased,  as  the  seliect  committees  will 
lare  bat  little  to  do,  and  every  gentleman  must 
he  anxious  to  end  the  session  and  return  home,  I 
voald  prefer  an  earlier  hour,  and  therefore  offer 
ike  following  reeolntion : 

BemlBedj  lliat  unless  otherwise  direetsd,  the  hoar 
tf  meeting  daring  the  present  session  shall  be  at  tan 
i>  cbd  ia  the  forenoon. 

Agreed  io,  53  to  39;  and  the  House  adjoomed. 


Tuesday,  May  23. 

Sereral  other  members,  to  wit:  From  Massa- 
dosetts,  Sajiubl  Taooabt;  from  New  York, 
ViicERT  Matthews  ;  from  Pennsylvania,  Dan- 
SL  Heistbr  ;  and  from  North  Carolina,  Joseph 
Pueson;  appeared,  produced  their  credentials, 
vere  qualifieo,  and  took  their  seats. 

The  Journml  of  yesterday's  proceedings  having 


Mr.  Randolph  moved  to  amend  it.  so  as  to  re- 
nd the  precise  state  of  the  two  oallots  for  a 
^ker,  with  a  view  to  a  correct  understanding 
^  toe  ease,  if  it  should  ever  be  drawn  into  pre- 
eedeot  hereafter.  , 

After  a  diaeuasion  of  nearly  two  hours  on  the 


subject  of  the  decision  of  yesterday,  and  the 
analogy  betwiit  it  and  the  case  of  the  President 
tial  election  of  1801,  Mr.  Ramdolpu's  motion  was 
agreed  to— ayes  70. 

The  Speaker  laid  before  the  House  several 
letters  from  the  Governor  of  the  State  ofVirginiay 
enclosing  certificates  of  the  election  of  the  Rep^ 
resentatives  of  that  State  in  the  Eleventh  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States. 

Ordered^  That  the  said  certificates,  together 
with  the  credentials  of  the  members  of  the  House 
from  the  several  States  and  Territories,  be  referred 
to  the  Committee  of  Elections. 

Reaohedj  That  the  Clerk  of  this  House  cause 
the  members  to  be  furnished,  during  the  present 
session,  with  three  newspapers  to  each  member, 
such  as  the  members^  renectively,  shall  choossi 
to  Ite  delivered  at  their  lovgings;  and  that  if  any 
member  shall  choore  to  take  any  newspaper  other 
than  a  daily  paper  he  shall  be  furnishea  with  as 
many  of  such  papers  as  shall  not  exceed  the  price 
of  a  daily  paper. 

The  Message  of  the  President  of  the  United 
States  was  received,  agreeably  to  the  intimation 
given  by  the  President  yesterday  to  the  commit- 
tee appointed  to  watt  on  bidi.  The  Message 
having  been  read,  was  referred  to  a  Committee  of 
the  whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union,  and 
5,000  copi^  ordered  to  be  printed  of  the  MessagCi 
with  the  documents  accompanying  it.  [See  Sen- 
ate proceedings  of  this  date,  ctnte  page  11,  for  this 
Message.^ . 

A  message  was  received  from  the  Senate  pro- 
posing the  appointment  of  two  Chaplains  of  dif- 
ferent denominations^  to  interchange  weekly  be- 
tween the  two  Houses.  The  proposition  waa 
concurred  in — ayes  81. 

STANDING  COMMITTEES. 

Mr.  W.  Alston  moved  that  the  standing  com- 
mittees of  the  House,  viz:  the  Committee  of 
Ways  and  Means.  Commerce  and  Manufactures. 
Public  Lands,  Claims,  Elections,  Revisal  and 
Unfinished  Business,  and  of  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia, be  now  appointed. 

Mr.  Lton  moved  to  amend  the  motion  by  in- 
serting at  the  end  of  it,  the  words  ^  by  ballot.'' 
The  reasons  which  he  assigned  for  this  motion 
were,  that  the  course  proposed  by  it  would  be 
more  respectful  to  the  nation;  and  that  the  per- 
sons so  appointed  would  feel  a  greater  responsi- 
bility to  the  House.  He  declared  that  he  should 
have  made  the  same  motion,  had  the  person  for 
whom  he  had  voted  been  elected  to  the  Chair—- 
having  no  personal  views  in  proposing  it. 

Mr.  Qardbnibr  supported  tne  motion.  He 
was  in  favor  of  it  on  the  principle  of  this  Qov« 
emment.  that  the  many  ruled,  in  contradistine* 
tion  to  that*  of  monarchical  or  aristocraticai  Gov- 
ernments, where  one  or  a  few  bore  sway.  He 
thought  it  consistent  with  the  republican  mode  of 
proceeding  and  thinking  proper  for  this  country, 
that  on  all  practical  occasions  this  rule  should  be 
regarded  woere  the  mtLuy  were  as  competent  as 
the  few  or  the  one,  and  without  meaning  the  least 
disrespect  to  the  present  Speaker,  he  conceived 
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that  the  members  of  this  House  were  fls  compe- 
tent to  choose  their  own  organs  as  the  Speaker, 
whoever  might  fill  the  Ghair. 

Mr.  Lton's  motion  for  amendment  was  nega- 
tived, hy  yeas  and  nays— 67  to  41,  as  follows: 

YsAs-^Burwell  Bassc^tt,  William  W.  Bibb,  Daniel 
Blaisdell,  John  Campbell,  John  C.  Chamberlain,  Wil- 
liam Chambeilin,  Matthew  Clay,  Howell  Cobb,  Jaines 
Cochran,  John  Dawson,  James  Emott,  John  W.  Eppes, 
Barent  Gardenier,  Thomas  K.  Gold,  Edwin  Gray,  Na- 
thaniel A.  Haven,  Daniel  HeiBter,  James  Holland, 
Robert  Jenkins,  Walter  Jones,  Thomas  Kenan,  Philip 
B.  Key,  Herman  Knieherbacker,  Joseph  Lewis,  jun., 
Robert  Le  Roy  Livingston,  Matthew  Lyon,  Yineent 
Matthews,  Archibald  McBride,  Pleasant  M.  Miller, 
William  Milnor,  Joseph  Peanon,  John  Randolph  Lem- 
uel Sawyer,  Daniel  Bheiffey,  Samuel  Smith,  Richard 
Stanford,  John  Stanley,  James  Stephenson,  Archibald 
Van  Horui  Killian  K.  Van  Rensselaer,  and  Laban 
Wheaton. 

N4TS-^Lemuel  J.  Alston,  Willis  Alston,  jr.,  William 
Anderson,  Ezekiel  Bacon,  David  Bard,  Adam  Boyd, 
James  Breckenridge,  John  Brown,  William  A.  Burwell, 
William  Butler,  Joseph  Calhoun,  Epaphroditus  Cham- 
pion, James  Cox,  William  Crawford,  Henry  Crist, 
Richard  Cutts,  Joseph  Desha,  William  -Findley,  Jona- 
than Fisk,  Meshack  Franklio,  Barzillai  Gannett,  Gid- 
eon Gardner,  Thomas  Gholson,  jr.,  Peterson  Goodwyn, 
Benjamin  Howard,  Jacob  Hufly,  John  G.  Jackson, 
Richard  M.  Johnson,  William  Kennedy,  John  Love, 
Aaron  Lyie,  Nathaniel  Macon,  Robert  Marion,  Sam- 
uel McKee,  John  Montgomery,  Thomas  Moore,  Jere- 
miah Morrow,  Roger  Nelson,  Thomas  Newbold,Thos. 
Newton,  John  Nicholson,  Benjamin  Pickman,  jun., 
John  Porter,  Peter  B.  Porter,  Josiah  Qpincy,  John 
Rea  of  Pennsylvania,  John  Rhea  of  Tennessee,  Mat- 
thias Richards,  John  Roane,  John  Ross,  Ebeneier 
Sage,  Thomas  Sammons,  Ebeneser  Seaver,  Samuel 
Shaw,  George  Smith,  John  Smith,  Henry  Southard, 
William  Stedman,  Lewik  B.  "Starges,  Jacob  Swoope, 
Samuel  Taggart,  Benjamin  Tallmadge,  John  Taylor, 
John  Thompson  Uri  Tracy,  Robert  Whitehill,  and 
Robert  Witherspoon. 

Mr.  Macon,  in  the  course  of  some  observations 
-oh  the  motion  for  appointing  the  standing  com- 
mittee.^, declared  that  he  should  vote  for  it  under 
the  impriOBsioo  that  the  House  would  at  this  time 
proceed  on  general  business,  and  thus  avoid  a 
meeting  in  the  winter,  except  the  public  service 
ahoold  particularly  call  for  it.  Such  a  coturae 
-would  be  a  saving  of  the  public  money,  and  also 
a  convenience  to  the  members  of  Congress.  If 
it  were  intended  merely  to  take  up  those  subjects 
expressly  recommended,  he  could  not^ee  the  pro- 
priety of  appointing  the  standing  committees. 
He  made  a  numberof  observations  goinff  to  show 
that  frequent  and  long  sessions  not  only  increased 
the  public  expense,  but  would  prevent  those  who ; 
were  best  fitted  for  themiblicserr  ice,  particularly 
in  the  Southern  and  Western  States^  from  con- 
aehting  to  serve  as  Representatives.  The  Con- 
stitution, he  said,  had  wisely  provided  that  on  any 
emergency  Congress  might  be  Convened  by  proc- 
lamation. Without  bringing  into  qiiestion  the 
subject  of  confidence,  every  man  must  have  suf- 
ficient  cenfidence  in  the  Executive  to  believe  that 
he  would  conveiM  Cengreat  together  if  the  pub- 


lic service  required  it.  He  therefore  was  in  far 
of  going  through  the  unfinished  hnsiness  at  tl 
time,  and  intermitting  the  usual  winter  sessi 
unless  some  extraordinary  occasion  should 
quire  the  aid  of  Congress. 

Mr.  W.  Alston  said  that  for  himself  he  vj 
opposed  to  having  a  long  session  at  thistioa 
and  yet  lie  believed  it  would  be  necessary  to  i 
point  Committees  of  Ways  and  Means  aod 
Commerce  and  Manufactures.  He  belieredtli 
the  good  of  the  nation  required  that  Cod^ 
should  not  make  a  long  session,  for  they  wereD 
possessed  of  suflleient  informatioh  to  act  on  se 
eral  importantquestions.  No  one,  however,  woo 
say  that  each  one  of  these  committees  might  a 
be  wanted  for  the  dispatch  of  business. 

Mr.  Lton  was  for  going  on  with  the  busioe 
now.  At  this  season  of  the  year  he  said  mo 
business  could  be  done  in  one  month,  than  coa 
be  done  in  three  months  in  the  winter,  wfarn  i\ 
days  were  so  short,  aod  gentlemen,  instead  of  i 
tending  to  business,  were  warming  themselves 
the  fire. 

Mr.  Alston's  motion  for  ap])ointing  the  coi 
mittees,  was  carried  without  a  division. 

Whereupon,  the  following  standing  Comm 
tees  were  appointed,  viz.  1 

Committee  of  Elections^Mt,  FmnLEY,  N 
Clay,  Mr.  Sturoes,  Mr.  Taoup,  Mr.  Tayw 
Mr.  Van  Rensselagr,  and  Mr.  Gannett,    j 

Committee  of  CUUrna — Mr.  Jobnson,  Mr.  Si 
VER,  Mr.  BiTTLER,  Mr.  Pitkin,  Mr.  RobeI 
Brown,  Mr.  Jones,  and  Mr.  Stanley.  j 

CommfUtee  of  Commerce  and  MamifactuM 
Mr.  Newton.  Mr.  Dana,  Mr.  MARioN,Mr.  Gcrj 
Mr.  MOMFORO,  Mr.  Jobn  Portbr,  and  Mr.  U 
Kim. 

OmmiUee  cf  Ways  and  ^lftafi»— Mr.  Eppj 
Mr.  Willis  Alston,  Mr.  TallbtaME,  Mr.Moi^ 
QOMERT,  Mr.  Bacon,  Mr.  Rea  of  Pennsylrani 
aod  Mr  Haven. 

ComimUee  on  ike  Publie  Lands-^Mr.  Mobio 
Mr.  Goodwyn,  Mr.  Bibb,  Mr.  Ely,  Mr.  Boi 
Mr.  HowARB,  and  Mr.  Sahmonb. 

Committee  ofRevisaland  UmfiniMhed  Bim^ 

— Mr.  SOVTBARD,    Mr.    RiOHARD   jACtSON,  i 

Mr.  8baw.  I 

Committee  of  Accounts — Mr.  Nicholas  | 
MooRS;  Mr.  Btsdman,  and  Mr.  Milnor* 

Committee  for  the  District  of  Cotumbia-i 
Love,  Mr.  Holland,  Mr.  Van  Horn,  Mr.  L 
DEL  J.  Alston,  Mr.  Newbold,  Mr.  Sam' 
€mitb,  and  Mr.  Gardenier.  , 

Committee  on  the  Post  Cfffieesand  Post  Boaoi 
Mr.  Rbba  of  Tennessee,  Mr.  Helms,  Mr.  ThoJ 
BON,  Mr.  Desba,  Mr.  Kenan,  Mr.  CaleovvJ^ 
Smelt,  Mr.  Morrow,  Mr.  Davenport,  Mr.  Ca 
TENDEN,  Mr.  Goldsborouob,  Mr.  WarrEflJ^ 
Mr.  Pottbr,  Mr.  Jobn  Shitb,  Mr.  Upbab,^ 
Wilson,  and  Mr.  Baru.  ' 


Wednesday,  May  24.  i 

Another  member,  to  wit:  Gurimn  S.MnMFOi 
from  New  York,  appeared,  produced  his  cied^ 
tialS|  was  ^ualifiedi  and  took  his  seat. 
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A  motion  was  made  bj  Mr.  Joan  G.  Jackson, 
to  amend  the  Journal  of  yesterday,  by  inserting, 
tiin  the  refereoce  of  the  Message  from  the  Pre- 
ndentof  the  United  States,  the  following  order: 

**  Ordered,  That  Aye  thoatand  copies  of  the  said 
ftmtfge  and  docnmeiits  be  printed  for  the  use  of  the 
ttmbera  of  Congieaa." 

And  the  qaestion  being  taken  thereupon,  it  was 
kcsolred  in  the  affirnsative. 

Mr.  Bacon  presented  a  petition  of  Charles  Tnr- 
ler.  janior.  of  the  district  of  Plymouth,  and  State 
of  Massacnusetta,  praying  that  William  Baylies, 
o&e  of  the  naembers  returned  to  serve  in  this 
Boose  for  the  State  of  Massachusetts,  may  be  de- 
clared not  daly  elected,  and  that  he  may  be  ad- 
mitted to  a  seat  in  the  House  as  the  Representa- 
tire  in  the  place  of  the  said  William  Baylies, 
^osefiection  and  return  he  declares  to  be  illegal. 

Mr.  Bacon  also  presented  a  petition  of  sundry 
ifihabiiants  of  the  said  district  of  Plymouth,  pray- 
fflg  that  the  above  named  petitioner,  Charles  Tur- 
ner, junior,  may  be  admitted  to  his  seat  in  the 
House,  he  being,  in  their  opinion,  fairly,  legally, 
nd  constitutionally  elected. — The  petitions  were 
referred  to  the  Committee  of  Elections. 

A  message  from  the  Senate  informed  the  House 
tbat  the  Senate  have  elected  the  Reverend  Mr. 
WiiJiBa,  Chaplain  to  Congress,  on  their  part. 

REDUCTION  OF  THE  ARMY. 

Mr.  Ranoolph  said  he  rose  for  the  purpose  of 
Baking  two  motions,  the  nature  and  tendency  of 
which  he  took  occasion  to  explain.  It  would  be 
perceived  that,  in  his  Message,  the  President  of 
the  Daited  Statea  had,  with  great  delicaov  and 
propriety,  as  it  might  be  conceived^  omitted  giv- 
IDS  uf  opinion  on  some  of  onr  important  na- 
tioQal  eeocerns.  Bot,  from  the  silence  observed, 
it  zor^bt  perhaps  be  inferred,  that  it  was  not  simi- 
Itr  to  that  which  he  trusted  was  the  Opinion  of  a 
mjority  of  tbis  House  and  of  Congress.  He 
aid  he  alluded  particularly  to  thet  part  of  the 
President's  Message,  in  which  he  spoke  on  the 
nbjeet  of  the  late  aognentation  of  our  standing 
Inoy.  It  would  be  recollected  by  many  present, 
llkt,  on  a  former  occasion,  a  motion  had  been 
mdein  the  House  for  the  purpose  of  arming  and 
•foippieg  the  whole  body  of  the  militia  of  the 
Hailed  States*  It  wonld  also  be  recollected  that 
^  rery  limited  appropriation  of  only  two  hun- 
ted thousand  dcrflars  made  for  that  object,  grew 
sot  of  the  verf  large  appropriation  made  for  this 
lading  army  and  for  ffunboats — for  at  thttt  time 
(tiie  session  before  tbe  last)  the  additional  appro- 
priatioD  on  account  of  the  Navy  had  not  been 
bade.  He  believed  that  the  people  of  the  United 
States  generallf — he  spoke  particularly  in  refer- 
«>ee  to  those  whom  he  had  the  honor  to  repre- 
VBi^were  not  satisfied  with  the  disposition  at 
^t  time  made  of  the  public  resources.  He  be- 
^ed  that  they  were  not  content,  and  never 
vcttid  be,  to  see  a  standing  army  fully  equipped, 
iraed,  and  disciplined,  while  the  militia,  our 
■iioral  resource  against  internal  as  well  as  ez- 
^^nal  enemies^  vematned  unarmed  anfd  defeooe- 
^  i  know,  said  he,  that  tspeak  the  sentiments 


of  those  whom  I  represent,  end  I  have  tio  cause 
to  believe  that  it  is  not  the  general  sentiment  of 
the  country;   that  the  most  popular  act  with 
which  the  present  Administration  could  follow 
up  the  very  popular  measure  which  has  so  mate- 
rially changed  the  state  of  tbe  foreign  relations  of 
this  country,  would  be  to  pot  down  the  standing 
ariny  of  the  United  States,  and  arm  the  militia. 
I  know  it,  sir.    And  when  I  speak  of  putting 
down  the  standing  army  of  the  United  States,  1 
verv  well  know  how  the  general  opinion  is,  nor 
do  1  presume  myself  to  differ  from  that  opinion, 
that  we  ought  to  have  some  regular  force  for  gar- 
risoning the  posts  on  our  frontier,  and  prerenting 
collisions  between  our  frontier  settlers  and  the 
aboriginsl  sarages.    I  feel  myself,  as  it  were,  on 
the  brink  of  opening  a  question,  which,  for  the 
present,  I  will  not  touch.    My  idea  is  this,  sir.  that 
if  ever  we  are  to  hare  a  r^peetable  regular  force, 
we' must,  to  use  a  phrase  common  in  our  new  set- 
tled coontrv,  6egifiti^tn /rom  iheetump.    The 
old  levy  will  not  do.    I  believe  that  I  have  proofs 
in  my  possession  of  the  fact,  that  the  old  army 
will  not  do.    I  speak  particularly  with  reference 
to  testimony  taaen  down  verbatim,  of  which  I 
presume  seven  or  eight  literal  copies  are  in  pos- 
session of  difibrent  gentlemen  of  different  politi- 
cal persuasions — ^testimony  before  the  grand  jury 
at  Richmond,  which  found  a  true  bill  against 
Aaron  Burr,  Herman  Blannerhasset,  &c.^  which 
testimony  I  never  brought  with  me  to  this  place 
till  now,  and  which  can  be  collated  and  compared 
by  others.    It  will  prove  that  the  old  army  is  rot- 
ten to  the  core ;  that  it  is  not  the  safe  depositary 
of  the  sword  of  this  nation ;  that  intrigue  and 
corruption  had  cankered  it  to  the  rtry  heart. 
Under  these  circumsiances,  as  we  have  raised  an- 
other army,  it  is  left  to  the  wisdom  of  Congress 
to  sajr  which  of  the  two  it  will  ]nit  down.    Mr. 
R.  said  he  prestlmed  it  would  be  in  the  power  of 
the  House,  if  part  of  the  army  was  to  be  dis- 
banded, to  retain  such  as  were  most  trustworthy. 
He  wis  not  sufficiently  conrersant  in  military  mat- 
ters to  decide  that  question.    This  much  he  knew, 
that  it  was  in  evidenee  before  the  gtand  jury  at 
Riehlnond,  and  elsewhere,  he  believed,  and  the 
impression  was  produced  by  the  evidence  of  the 
Commander-in-Chief  and  his  witness,  Dunbaugli, 
that  one  of  the  officers,  viz :  the  person  who  com- 
manded at  Fort  Massac,  was  the  tool  of  Aaron 
Burr ;  and  yet  Mr.  R.  said  he  had  subsequently 
seen  an  address — and  he  did  not  wish  to  make 
any  charge  against  this  person;  he  would  not 
condemn  him  upon  such  testimony,  much  less 
unheard — an  address  from  this  very  officer  and 
others,  approbatory  of  tbe  conduct  of  the  Com- 
mander-m-Cbief  s  and  he  bad  seen  this  very  offi- 
cer appointed,  he  presumed  with  the  approbation 
of  the  ComnianderMn-Cbief,  to  a  higher  com- 
mand.   What  were  they  to  think  of  the  Comr 
mander-in-Chief,  when    he  came  forward  and 
stated  what  he  believed,  and  fortified  it  by  the 
testimony  6f  a  witness  on  whom  he  relied,  going 
to  prove  that  a  pnrtieular  officer  was  an  aceoiH- 
plice  of  Aaron  Burr;  and  when  they  sawihat 
vety  offieer  put  ting  bis  name  to  an  address  of  «p- 
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probatioQ  to  the  Commaader-ia-Chief,  and  after- 1 
wards  promoted  in  the  Army  ?  What  could  they 
conceive  but  that  it  was  a  commutation  of  so 
much  solid  puddine  for  so  much  empty  praise? 
Again :  Mr.  R.  said  it  had  been  in  proof  before 
that  iury  that  the  officer  who  had  commanded  at 
Chickasaw  Bluff  was  so  far  implicated  as  to  per- 
mit Aaron  Burr  to  take  arms  from  the  public 
arsenal  at  that  phice  for  his  expedition^  The 
name  of  the  officer  he  said  he  could  not  recollect. 
In  short,  he  repeated  again  to  the  House,  that  if 
the  grand  jury  had  been  governed  by  the  impres- 
sions made  upon  them  by  the  testimony  laid  be- 
fore them,  they  would  hare  been  of  opinion  that 
scarcely  a  man  in  the  Army  was  exempt.  Even 
those  who  would  not  agree  to  file  a  bul  against 
the  Commander-in-Chief  for  misprision  of  treason, 
believed  that  though  A  or  B  might  stand  clear, 
there  were  few  who  were  not  the  tools  of  the 
Commander-in-Chief  or  Aaron  Burr,  for  the  two 
were  so  closely  identified  through  the  transaction, 
that  it  was  scarcely  possible  to  separate  them. 
The  object  of  his  first  motion,  then,  was  a  reduc- 
tion of  the  Army  generally,  which  he  should 
attempt,  were  he  certain  that  everv  man,  down  to 
the  meanest  individual  in  that  Army,  was  like 
Csssar's  wife^  not  onl^  guiltless^  but  unsuspected. 
It  had  also  for  its  object  the  giving  an  opportu- 
nity to  the  Government  of  the  United  States  to 
separate  the  sound  from  the  unsound  part  of  the 
present  Army,  which  might  reduce  it  to  the  num- 
ber at  which  it  stood  when  the  late  President  of 
the  United  States  came  into  office. 

The  other  motion  which  Mr.  R.  had  td  make, 
he  said,  was  in  relation  to  a  subject  to  Which  he 
thought  the  attention  of  the  House  ought  to  be 
drawn.  When  the  lale  Administration  had  come 
into  power,  it  had  been  in  quality  of  reformers. 
Their  object  was  to  sweep  wiih  the  besom  of 
scrutiny  every  part  of  this  Government.  He 
thought  it  due  to  the  character  of  every  adminis- 
tration that  a  scrutiny  into  its  money  transac- 
tions should  take  place.  A  motion  on  this  sub- 
ject, made  at  the  first  session  of  the  seventh  Con- 
gress, would  be  well  recollected ;  and  when  Mr. 
Wolcott  went  out  of  office^  Mr.  R.  said  he  believed 
that  he  had  invited  an  inquiry  into  the  state  of 
the  Treasurv.  Mr.  R.  said  he  should  therefore 
move  the  following: 

Raohed,  Thdt  Hit  troops  raised  under  the  act  of 
the  twelfth  of  April,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and 
eight,  entitled  "An  abt  to  nuse,  for  a  limited  time,  an 
additional  military  force,"  be  immediately  disbainded ; 
and  that  the  balance  of  appropriation  remaining  unex- 
pended in  relation  to  the  same,  and  any  balance  of 
appropriation  for  gnnboats  which  may  remain  unex- 
pended, be  applied  towards  arming  and  equipping  the 
whole  body  of  the  Militia  of  the  United  Stotas. 

Ruolved,  That  a  committee  be  appointed  to  inquire 
and  report  whether  moneys  drawn  from  the  Treasury 
since  the  third  of  March,  one  thousand  eight  hundred 
and  one,  have  been  faithfully  applied  to  the  objects  for 
which  they  were  appropriated,  and  whether  the  same 
have  been  regulaiiy  accounted  for;  and  to  report,  like- 
wise, whether  any  further  arrangements  are  necessary 
to  promote  eoonomyi  enforce  adherence  to  Legislative  | 


restrictions,  and  secure  the  accpnntahili^  of  penoi 
entrusted  with  public  money. 

The  House  agreed  to  consider  these  motion 
by  yeas  and  nays,  unammouaiy — 116  membei 
voting. 

Mr.  Eppbs  sQ^ested  the  propriety  of  -the  ge 
tleman's  modifying  his  first  motion  so  as  to  me 
the  ideas  expressed  by  hiotself,  viz:  that  mi 
confidence  was  to  be  placed  in  the  new  thao 
the  old  armv.    At  present  his  resolution  went 
retain  the  old  army  and  disband  that  in  which 
placed  most  confidence.    He  had  rather  h« 
seen  a  general  resolution  that  the  Army  shoa 
have  been  reduced  to  a  certain  number  of  me 
Such  a  mode  of  procedure  would  give  an  oppa 
tunity  of  selecting  those  which  were  most  prop 
to  retain.    As  to  the  second  resolution,  Mr. 
conceived  it  to  clash  with  the  powers  of  the  Coo 
mittee  of  Ways  and  Means,  whose  duties 

a  noted  from  the  rules  of  the  House.    The  go 
eman  from  Virginia  cannot  have  forgotten  thi 
in  the  year  1802,  on  this  very  subject,  I  subiu 
ted  a  resolution  almost  in  the  same  words.  £ 
was  at  that  time  at  the  head  of  the  Committ^ 
df  Ways  and  Means,  and  my  motion  was  oppos 
by  him  and  overruled  by  the  House  on  thegrooi 
that  it  was  on  a  subject  exclusively  appropriit^ 
by  the  rules  of  the  House  to  the  Committee 
Ways  and  Means.  *  I  assure  the  gentlemen,  boi 
ever,  that  though  I  would  adhere  to  the  rules 
the  House,  yet  were  there  any  specified  case 
expenditure  m  which  he  supposed  the* laws  k 
been  violated  and  money  improperljr  drawn, 
should  not  have  the  slightest  objection  to  t 
resolution  takinjE^  that  form,  that  he  may  hare 
opportunity  of  investigating  the  subject  follf 
Mr.  Randolph  said  he  felt  himself  called 
by  what  had  fallen  from  the  gentleman  oo 
right.    He  said  he  was  not  unapprised  of  the 
istence  of  the  Committee  of  WAys  and  Me 
whose  duty  it  was  to  inquire  into  this  subj 
nor  was  he  unapprised  of  the  same  fact  at 
time  (the  14th  Uecember,  1801}  when  his  fri 
from  Maryland,  (Mr.  Nicholson,)  then,  bat 
lonffei— to  his  great  regret  and  the  detrimi 
of  Uie  public— 41  member  of  this  House,  mad 
motion,  from  which  the  present  was  copied 
bcUim.    I  was  then  chairman  of  the  Commit! 
of  Ways  and  Means^  and  yet  saw  no  improprie 
in  the  motion.    With  due  deference  to  the  ge 
tleman  from  Virginia,  and  his  memory  too, 
think  he  has  not  exactly  recoUeeted  the  motM 
which  he  made  on  a  former  oceasion,  and  whi 
he  says  was  overruled.    This,  however,  is  but 
little  moment.    I  recollect  perfectly  well  the  g( 
tleman's  making  a  motion  which  did  impljf 
anything,  a  want  of  confidence  in  the  Committ 
of  Ways  and  Means,  aitd  that  I  opposed  the 
tion  on  that  groand.    But  I  had  thought,  sir, 
a  precedent  from  the  first  session  of  the 
Congress,  the  first  under  the  late  Presideoc 
that  a  precedent  from  those  days  would  not  j 
rejected  in  these.    The  Committee  of  Ways  « 
Means  were  appointed  on  the  7th  day  of  Deed 
ber.    On  the  Monday  following,  one  week  v\ 
preciselyra  motion  waa  made  by  Air.  Nicaou^ 


16 


HlfiTORT  OF  OONOKBSS. 


66 


iij,  1809. 


Heduetion  of  the  Arm^f. 


H.  Of  R. 


liiacoffiflaitt«e  beAppoioCed  to  ioquire  and  re- 
wi  Ac.  And  it  was  ordered  that  Mr.  N.,  and 
iother  geotkmao,  both,  at  the  same  time,  mem- 
ers  of  the  CofDiaittee  of  Ways  and  Means, 
boold)  with  others,  compose  that  committee.  I 
m  very  anwell,  sir ;  and  will  conclude  what  I 
tare  to  say  at  this  time  by  observing,  that  if  the 
totlemaa  sopposes  me  to  be  electioneering  for 
u  place  of  chairman  of  a  committee,  he  is  much 
lisiakeo.  If  I  hare  ambition,  it  flies  at  nobler 
fuatt.  And,  ag^in:  the  state  of  my  health,  and 
Hfiicolarly  of  my  eyes,  would  unfit  me  from  act- 
Bg  00  any  eommiuee  where  much  writing  was 
tcccsary,  even  if  I  had  interest  enough  with  the 
3bair  to  be  appointed  on  such  a  committee,  for 
xruiolf  I  had  conteiaplated.in  ease  the  Spea^keb 
ibouldput  me  on  either  of  the  committees  which 
( hope  will  grow  out  of  my  own  motions,  to  re- 
|Bet  to  be  ezcDsed  from  serving,  for  it  is  a  1am- 
aubie  fact,  that,  while  I  was  quoting  the  Jour- 
Hi  a  few  minutes  ago,  I  could  scarcely  see  to 
«ul  it  As  to  any  particular  instance  of  malver- 
ition  of  public  money,  I  do  not  pretend  to  say 
)at  I  iLDow  of  none,  because,  at  the  last  session, 
I  recollect  that  I  brought  sotne  such  matters  be- 
bre  ihe  House.  I  certainly  suspect  others;  and 
lough  I  might  act  as  an  humble  assistant  to  a 
lUBmittee  to  point  their  inquiries  that  way  or  the 
Iber,  it  would  be  impossible  for  me  to  undertake 
bsioess  where  much  writing  was  involved,  and 
^re  es|)eciaUy  where  figures  were  n^cessarjr. 
Mr.  Eppes  said  be  was  sorry,  on  this  subject, 
boccopy  the  time  of  the  House.  He  had  only 
infurmed  a  duty  in  aayinr  what  had  already 
ailea  from  him.  The  gentleman  had  stated  the 
ki  correctly,  bat  he  should  hare  recollected  that 
it  via  long  after  the  adoption  of  Mr.  Nichol- 
lo.TB  rtioTation  that  this  duty  had  been  espe- 
ttiljr  assigned  to  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Knos;  it  was  not  till  after  that  famous  i'nvesti- 
|iuaf  committee  had  made  their  report.  As  to 
IBT  impatstion  or  indirect  attack  on  the  motives 
ftbe  gentleman  from  Virginia,  I  am  above  it. 
|b  mf  conduct  in  public  and  -private  life,  it  is 
inys  my  wish,  it  always  has  been,  aad  ever 
^  be  my  wish,  to  extend  to  every  one  that  civ- 
w  which  one  gentleman  owes  to  another.  And 
iBeierbave  in  these  walb  wounded  the  feelings 
i  aoy  man  except  circumstances  justified  it, 
faererwili. 

Mr.  Rakdolpb  said  be  well  recollected  the 
Neat  which  the  alteration  had  been  made  in 
|e  role  for  appoinlfnz  a  Committee  of  Ways 
M  Means.  But  he  asaed,  whether  the  rule  was 
IK  before  sufficieptly  broad  to  have  enabled  the 
vaamittee  of  Ways  and  Means  to  go  into  every 
taearch  which  the  inrestigating  motion  pointed 
fel  Bot again:  Does  the  gentleman  from  Virginia 
^nember,  notwithstanding  that  very  rule  was 
^oted  at  the  time  he  made  his  motion,  he  did 
^iaacionsly  persist  in  support  of  it,  as  the  jour* 
■^  I  believe,  will  show  ?  It  is  equally  my  de- 
^with  the  gentleman  from  Virginia,  or  any 
^r  to  avoid  hurting  the  feelings  of  those  with 
vboiD  I  have  always  the  honor,  and  sometioaes 
^  plcasare,  to  act.  Bot  it  will  be  reooUefCted  by 
UthCoar.  Ist  Sess.— 3 


my  colleague,  (Mr.  Eppes,)  that  the  state  of 
things  to  which  he  alludes  was  materially  difier- 
ent  from  the  present.  The  committee  of  inves* 
ti^atioo,  out  of  which  this  new  rule  for  the  Com- 
mittee of  Ways  and  Means  ^rew,  had  made  their 
report.  The  examination  into  the  state  of  the 
departments  was  finished ;  the  Augean  stable  was 
in  a  manner  cleansed,  and  the  tasK  remaining  to 
be  performed  was  more  within  the  compass  of 
the  powers  of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Mean^ 
burdened  as  it  is  with  other  important  business. 
Another  thing  I  may  be  permitted  to  name  with- 
out wounding  the  feelings  of  the  gentleman  faom 
Virginia,'  certainlv  without  intending  to  do  so. 
The  person  who  nlled  the  ahair  of  the  Commit- 
tee of  Ways  and  Means,  at  that  timet  was  not  a 
person  whom  any  considerations  of  delicacy  could 
afiect.  I  was  not  in  the  House  this  lAoroifg 
when  the  Journal  was  read,  but  I  conceive  the 
worthy  gentleman  from  Virginia,  (Mr.  Eppbb,) 
to  be  the  chairman  of  the  present  Committee  of 
Ways  and  Means,  because  I  saw  a  paper  handed 
from  the  Clerk  to  him.  I  would  ask  him,  sir,  if 
I  am  not  acting  towards  him  with  pecuUar  deli- 
cacy in  raising  another,  committee  to  investigate 
the  transactions  of  an  Administration  with  whom 
that  gentleman  was  so  intimately  and  so  deli- 
cately connected  ? 

A  motion  having  been  made  to  refer  theae  reso- 
lutions to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole — 

Mr.  Macon  said  he  could  not  see  the  ol^ject  of 
referring  the  first  motion  at  all.  Where  was  the 
propriety  of  referring  a  motion  for  inquiring  into 
a  particular  subject?  He  was  in  favor  of  the 
object  of  the  motion,  thinking  it  a  good  rule  to 
establish,  that,  whenever  a  President  went  out  of 
office,  a  committee  should  be  appointed  to  inves- 
tigate the  money  tran^ctions  of  his  Adtninis^ 
tration*  When  General  Wabbiiiqton  went  out 
of  office  there  was  no  such  committee  appointed; 
and,  indeed,  it  might  be  admitted  as  truth  that 
he  was  considered  as.  an  exception.  No  single  in- 
dividual thought  of  a  scrutiny  into  his  conduct^ 
he  was  considered  a  man  of  all  parties.  When 
iyfr.  Adams  went  out,  a  committee  was  appointed 
to  esamiae  into  the  money  transactions  of  hw 
Administration.  The  tkne  was  come,  Mr.jM* 
said,  when  a  naajority,  holding  the  same  princi- 
ples as  the  Administration  whose  term  of, service 
has  just  expired,  should  iiiquire  into  its  money 
transactions.  Shall  we  not  do  to  ourselves  that 
which  we  did  to  others  ?  I  think  it  right  in  all 
eases  to  investigate;  and  when  I  say  this.  I  feel 
no  hesitation  in  saying  that  the  nation  will  never 
be  blessed  with  such  another  Administration  aa 
the  last.  When  a  man  goes  out  of  office,  not- 
withstanding the  existence  of  the  Committee  of 
Ways  and  Means,  I  would  appoint  a  committee 
solely  to  that  object.  It  is  a  sort  of  ordeal  which 
every  man  ought  to  undereo.  Some  nation,  of 
which  I  hare  read,  had  a  law  to  try  their  chiefs 
after  they  were  dead.  When  a  man  aoes  out  of 
office  he  is  politically  dead ;  and  I  would  establish 
it  as  a  rule  never  to  be  deported  from,  that  when- 
ever a  map;  went  out  of  office,  there  should  be  an 
investigation  into  the  money  transactions  oon- 
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ducted  by  him.  Coald  aDjrthioff  redound  more 
to  the  honor  of  a  former  Chief  Magistrate,  when 
he  ij^  again  a  private  citizen,  than  to  hare  his 
money  transactions  brought  into  view,  and  for 
that  branch  of  the  Legislature  whibh  is  particu- 
larly the  guardian  of  public  money  to  say.  that 
he  has  deserved  well  of  his  country?  And  should 
the  fact  prove  to  be  so,  it  would  certainly  add 
more  to  his  reputation  than  anything  which  could 
be  done  while  he  was  in  office.  I  think  it  a  cus- 
tom which  should  never  be  departed  from.  I  wish 
it  were  a  part  of  the'national  Constitution.  There 
is  no  sucn  thing  as  a  perfect  man  in  creation. 
Every  man  is  liable  to  error;  intention  onljr 
makes  it  criminal.  I  would  have  conduct  scruti- 
nized. But  I  cannot  see  the  propriety  of  refer- 
ring this  motion  to  a  committee  in  tne  first  in- 
stance. 

Mr.  Randolph  varied  his  motion  so  as  to  move 
k  concurrence  in  the  second  resolution  proposed 
by  him,  and  a  reference  of  the  first  to  a  select 
committee,  with  leave  to  report  by  bill,  or  other- 
wise. 

Mr.  Lton  said  he  was  opposed  to  disbanding 
the  Army.  Though  he  had  been  opposed  to  rais- 
ing so  large  an  Army  in  the  first  instance,  he  was 
not  for  disbanding  it  at  this  moment.  The  peo- 
ple on  the  northwestern  frontier^  in  the  Territory 
of  Indiana,  were  now  alarmed  for  the  safety  of 
that  country,  and  a  regiment.^t  least  was  neces- 
sary in  that  quarter.  Should  we,  then,  now  dis- 
band the  Army  ?  He  did  not  conceive  that  our 
foreign  affairs  were  quite  settled.  Could  they 
say  that  our  Southern  frontier  was  safe?  That 
there  was  no  danger  there?  It  could  not  be  said. 
He  was  pleased  with  the  present  peaceable  aspect 
of  affairs ;  but  he  had  no  idea  that  we  ought  to 
lay  down  our  arms  when  the  state  of  the  whole 
world  was  as  it*  now  is.  Thus  much  he  would 
say  to  show  that  he  was  not  to  be  carried  away 
by  a  peace  mania  any  xhore  thay  a  war  mania. 

*  ,Mr.  J.  G.  Jackson  said  it  would  be  perceived 
from  the  Message  of  the  President,  that  he  had 
called  the  attention  of  Congress  to  the  very  sub- 
ject of  the  first  resolution  offered  by  the  gentle- 
man from  Virginia, in  these  words:  ''It  will  rest 
'  with  the  judgment  of  Congress  to  decide  how 

*  far  the  change  in  our  eternal  prospects  may 
'  authorize  any  modifications  of  the  laws  relating 
'  to  the  Army  and  Navy  establishments."  Inas- 
much as  a  con^mittee  would  be  raised  on  the 
Message^  and  the  House  were  to  have  a  report  on 
this  subject  from  the  War  Department,  without 
which  they  could  not  act  understand ingly,  the 
motion  he  conceived .  to  be  premature.  It  nar- 
rowed the  field  of  inquiry  too  much.  There 
woqld  be,  if  tl^e  motion  were  agreed  to,  one  com- 
mittee appointed  particularly  to  inquire  into  the 
propriety  of  a  reauction  of  the  Army,  and  an- 
other committee  to  inquire  generally  into  the  sob- 

.  ject  of  the  Army.  In  relation  to  the  second  res- 
olution, he  had  no  objection  to  it,  but  that  it))ro- 
posed  usurping  potrers  already  given  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  Ways  and  Means. 

Mr.  Ranoolph  said  that  he  possibly  might  not 
have  understood  the  President's  Message;  but 


unquestionably  the  President  of  the  United  Stij 
had  not. given  any  opinion  on  the  subject  ol 
reduction  of  the  military  force.  Now,  suppt 
the  House  were  to  go  into  a  Committee  of  t 
Whole  on  the  state  of  the  Union,  and  the  M 
sage  of  the  President  was  dissected  secuvd^ 
artemy  cut  up  into  various  business  for  comni 
tees.  How  much  would  be  referred  to  the  cd 
mittee  to  whom  is  referred  ''so  much  of  tbeM 
sage  of  the  President  of  the  United  States 
relates  to  our  Militarv  and  Naval  Establj 
ments?''  What  would  be  before  them?  1 
President's  opinion  that  the  Army  should  beal 
mented,  or  diminished,  or  kept  up?  Notbl 
of  that  sort.  He  had  said  that  he  left  it  to  C 
gress  to  determine  what  should  be  done  with  t 
matter.  Where  the  President  recommended  i 
measure  to  Congress,  it  might  be  referred  tl 
committee.  Suppose  the  President  had  « 
something  of  this  kind — ^*  I  forbear,  ffentlem 
to  call  your  attention  to  any  particular  objet 
relying  on  your  patriotism  to  adopt  such  me 
ures  as  shall  conduce  to  the  public  weal."  Won 
the  House  refer  any  particular  part  of  it?  fl 
and  yet  quo  ad  this  subject,  such  was  the  li 
Message.  When  the  President,  at  the  sessi 
before  the  last,  had  called  particularly  for  tro<^ 
which*  Mr.  R.  thoueht  he  had  at  one  time  dd 
the  Message  was  referred  to  a  committee,  becal 
it  had  an  express  object  in  view. 

Mr.  R.  again  mentioned  the  motion  ofl 

Eppeb,  in  1802;  and  observed  that  the  genl 

man'a  recollection  of  it  was  correct.    It  is  eqo« 

true  (said   he)  that  disagreeable  consequeo 

l^cew  out  it — that  my  colleague  persisted  ia  s| 

mg  bis  motion  was  proper,  and  I  that  it  wasj 

proper;  that  he  was  for  it,  and  I  against  it;  i 

now  I  make  this  motion  and  vote  for  it,  aod 

against  it.    If  this  prove  anything,  it  is  precis 

that  we  have  changed  our  opinions  quo  ad  1 

supposing  the  cases  <o  be  annfogous.    But  ti 

are  not  analogous.  That  period  was  not  the  en 

a  new  Administration  of  the  Grovernment  ofl 

country.    Snre  I  am  that  there  existed  noc 

nezion  between  the  then  Executive  and 

chairman  of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Me 

which  renders  it  delicate  in  him  to  make  a  rij 

ous  investigation,  o^  which  might  be  presui 

to  arrest  the  chairman  of  the  committee  in 

rigorous  discharge  of  his  duty.    I  have  no  ri 

to  suppose,  sir,  that  such  is  the  case  with 

gentleman  from  Vir^nia.    But  let  me  ask 

if  an  acquittal  on  his  verdict  would  pP^^*^ 

the  same  extent  on  the  public  mind  as  it  od  ' 

of  any  other  person  ?    I  wish  to  be  distinctly 

derstood — it  would  be  putting  the  reputanoi 

the  late  Administration  on  that  sort  of  p 

which  children  call  "  cross  I  win,  pile  I  lose 

b'ecabse  the  Administration  had  nothing  to  ( 

by  an  investigation  so  conducted.    My  it\ 

from  North  Carolina  (Mr.  Macoh )  differs  f 

both  of  us,  takinjg  a  middle  course,  as  it  ^ 

between  us.    I  agree  perfectly  with  the  gei 

man  from  North  Carolina  as*  to  one  part  of 

declaration.     Without  the  slightest  disposi 

to  create  unpleasant  sensations,  to  go  back  v 
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\»  footsteps  of  the  last  four  years,  I  do  unqoiro- 
lUjrsaf  that  I  believe  the  country  will  oever  see 
Bcb  aaother  Administration  as  the  last;  it  had 
If  hearty  approbation  for  one  half  of  its  career — 
I  to  my  opinion  of  the  remainder  of  it,  it  has 
eea  no  secret.  The  lean  kine  of  Pharaoh  de- 
rared  the  fat  kine  ;  the  last  four  years,  with  the 
nbareo  in  their  train,  eat  up  the  rich  harvest 
fthe  first  four;  and  if  we  bad  no\  bad  some  Joseph 
i  hare  stepped  in  and  changed  the  state  of  things, 
rkat  woold  have  been  now  the  condition  of  the 
ooiitry?  I  repeat  it— never  has  there  been  aoy 
Administration  which  went  out  of  office,  and  leu 
k  nation  in  a  state  so  deplorahle  and  calamitous 
18  the  last.  And  should  i,  having  expressed  this 
ipiiiioa,be  afraid  to  express  it  now?  Let  us  not 
iDok  back  sir ;  let  the  evil  of  the  late  Administra- 
lioD  be  baried  with  it — let  its  good  deeds  alone 
lie  iQscribed  on  its  monument.  Let  us  look  for- 
nri  and  take  especial  care  that  no  attempt  to 
bister  op  its  dignity,  to  add  lustre  to  its  deeds, 
prtrent  us  from  acting  with  a  single  eye  to  the 
foblic  good.  As  if  no  such  Administration  had 
aisted,let  us  begin  de  novo,  I  do  most  cordially 
IDDgratolate  the  nation  on  the  chance  which 
bs  taken  place,  and  I  shall  be  willing,  I  trust,  to 
9iK)perate  in  every  measure  let  it  come  whence 
i  viil,  which  shall  be  for  the  public  good.  I  am 
ibr  putting  down  the  standing  army ;  for  arming 
Ibe  militia ;  for  ferreting  out  rats  in  the  public  de- 
prtments.  If  this  be  done,  it  is  immaterial  by 
p^om;  and  if  faithfully  performed,  it  is  perfectly 
bimaterial  whether  it  be  on  a  motion  of  myself 
^  any  other  gentleman,  or  in  any  other  way. 
Let  OS  set  the  substance,  and  not  be  satisfied  with 
tke  shadow.  When  I  say  that  the  saving  from 
these  two  inordinate  sources  of  expense  (army 
and  gofiboats)  shall  be  applied  towards  arming 
of  (be  militia,  do  gentlemen  suppose  that  I  will 
be  content  to  receire  that  for  the  full  quota  ?  No, 
ar;  as  one  of  the  militia  of  the  United  States,  I 
Nrer  will,  so  help  me  Qod  1  as  a  freeholder  of 
lii^inia,  vote  for  any  man,  to  any  office^  who  will 
t  arm  every  citizen  in  the  nation  capable  of 
Qg  arms.  I  consider,  sir,  that  we  have  acted 
tha  sQpineneas  disgraceful  to  a  free  people. 
e  hare  been  voting  millions  for  standing  ar» 
^es, millions  for  gunboau,  millions  for  a  navy; 
N  iot  arming  the  militia,  we  have  voted  two 
paadred  thonsand  dollars,  not  twenty  cents  a  head, 
to  put  a  musket  and  bayonet  into  the  hands  of 
^oj  man  in  the  nation.'  If  it  be  said — why  do 
pQ  not  force  them,  as  they  do  in  the  Eastern 
iB(ates,.to  arm  themselves?  My  answer  is  this; 
If  money  can  be  wasted  on  standing  armies,  let 
5i(e7en  admitting  it  to  be  a  w^ste)  waste-some 
« the  owners  of  tne  soil,  the  real  sovereigns  of 
tkts  coDotry.  We  have  been  guilty,  I  repeat,  of 
t  sQpiaeness  disgraceful  to  a  free  people,  and  I 
ttf  it  without  imputation  on  this  man  or  that 
tao,  this  Administration,  or  that.  The  people 
vl^owill  consent  to  remain  unarmed  whilst  arms 
^  pot  into  the  hands  of  a  standing  armjr  gov- 
^  b|f  martial  law,  and  commanded,  I  will  not 
i^Thywhoo^,  are  ripe  for  a  master.  But  our 
'^~'  are  not  ripe  tor  it— it  is  their  contempt 


for  military  force,  and  that  onlv,^whiih  has  ren- 
dered them  quiet.  They  feel  'the  security  of 
strength,  not  always  the  best  reliance.  But  I  wiU 
never  rest  as  a  member  of  this  House,  and  when 
I  cease  to  be  a  member  as  a  freeholder,  till  I  see 
the  object  accomplished,  or  in  a  fair  way  of  being 
accomplished,  of  putting  a  musket  into  the  hands 
of  every  man  capable  of  bearing  it.  And  then, 
sir,  there  will  be  no  more  alarms  of  invasions 
from  Canada,  of  Colonel  Burr  on  the  Southern 
frontier,  nor  any  alarm  J  unless  indeed  thfe  people  are 
their  own  worst  enemies ;  nor  any  more  of  tne  use 
made  of  Colonel  Burr,  and  that  party.  We  shall 
have  no  more  enforoio^embargolaws,no  more  bills 
for  suspending  the  writ  of  ha^s  corpus,  no  more 
new  eaition»  of  the  law  of  treason.  The  House 
of  Hanover  were  called  into  Britain — for  what  1 
To  make  the  nation  free,  to  guard  against  po* 
pery,  for  that  was  the  religious  age,  as  this  is  the 
political ;  and  no  sooner  was  the  House  of  Han- 
over placed  on  the  throne,  than  by  means  of  the 
Pope  and  the  Pretender,  tne  nation  was  bollled 
into  acts  which  we  all  know  led  to  the  pros- 
tration of  their  liberties.  In  short,  sir,  I  hope 
hereafter,  to  see  questions  tried  on  their  own 
merit,  and  that,  like  nauffhty  boys  in  a  nursery, 
we  shall  not  be  frightened  into  measures  by  tales 
of  the  ascendency  of  this  or  that  party,  or  this 
or  that  man.  For,  in  the  course  of  my  political 
experience,  I  have  found  but  two  parties  in  all 
States — the  ins  and  outs ;  the  ins  desirous  so  to 
construe  the  charter  of  the  Gk)vernment  as  to 
give  themselves  the  greatest  possible  degree  of 
patronage  and  wealth ;  end  the  outs  striving  so 
to  construe  it  as  to  circumscribe — what  ?  Their 
own  power  1  No,  sir ;  their  adversaries'  power. 
But  let  the  outs  get  in,  and  lay  hold  of  the  artil- 
lery of  Government,  and  you  will  find  their 
Constitutional  scruples  and  arguments  vanish 
like  dew  before  the  morning  sun.  No,  sir ;  I 
have  no  faith  in  the  declarations  of  ptorttes,  and, 
if  we  mean  to  guard  the  liberties  of  this  State, 
we  must  watch  the  tn«,  be  they  who  they  may,  be 
they  Federalists,  or  be  they  Republicans.  When 
1  sav  we,  sir,  I  speak  of  us,  the  people,  who  cannot 
be  the  tn«,and  thus  are  fair  umpires  both  between 
the  ins  and  the  outs, 

Mr.  Lyon  did  not  believe  that  this  first  resolii- 
tion  would  ultimately  have  any  effect;  but  it 
would  raise  expectations  in  the  nation  that  the 
Army  was  to  be  abandoned.  Mr.  L.  said,  we  were 
not,  upon  a  few  favorable  words  coming  from 
Great  JBritain,  without  any  other  atonement  for 
the  affair  of  the  Chesapeake,  to  throw  down  our 
arms.  He  hoped  the  House  would  not  agree  to 
it.  He  was  willing  to  agree  to  some  modifica- 
tion of  the  Army,  to  make  removals  of  such  offi- 
cers as  had  lost  the  confidence  of  the  iiation.  He 
would  make  a  reduction,  but  not  in  this  way. 

Mr.  W.  Alston  said,  the  resolution  respecting 
the  Army  certainly  could  not  be  acted  upon  un- 
til the  report  could  be  received  which  was  men- 
tioned in  the  Message  of  the  President  of  the  Uni- 
ted States.  The  mode  proposed  for  the  disposition 
of  the  motion  was  irregular.  He  said  it  would 
be  more  like  the  House  of  Representatives  to  lay 
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it  on  the  table  till  the  Message  bad  been  taken 
Qp,  and  then  to  have  referred  it  to  the  com mit tee 
raised  on  that  particular  subject. 

The  question  "was  taken  on  referrin^f  Mr.  Ran- 
dolph's first  tesolution  to  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  on  the  state  of  the  Uniou,  and  carried, 
ayes  81.  The  question  now  being  on  concur- 
rence in  the  second  resolution — 

Mr.  Bppbb  moved  so  to  amend  it  as  to  inquire 
into  the  application  of  all  moneys  under  the  late 
Administration.  When  up  before,  he  had  done 
Hrfaat  be  conceived  to  be  his  duty ;  the  House  had 
assigned  certain  duties  to  committees,  to  which  he 
thought  it  proper  to  adhere ;  but  when  we  heard 
the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina  suggest  that 
this  was  a  motion  to  pass  in  review  all  transac- 
tions of  the  former  Administration,  it  impressed 
him  very  difierentty  from  what  it  had  before 
done,  if  the  eentleman  was  disposed  to  make 
such  amotion, he  should  not  take  the  Tery  words 
of  the  rule  establishing  the  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means ;  more  especially  there  was  no  occa- 
sion for  the  latter  part  of  the  motion,  which  goes 
to  the  directing  the  committee  to  propose  a  plan 
which  it  was  the  express  duly  of  the  Committee 
of  Ways  and  Means  to  inquire  into.  Mr.  £. 
moved  so  to  vary  the  motion  as  to  make  it  a  mo- 
tion for  the  appointment  of  a  committee  to  inquire 
how  far  moneys  approprmted  since  the  4th  of 
March,  1801,  haye  been  faithfullv  applied. 

Mr.  Kahdolpr  consented  to  the  modification, 
though  it  had  not  been  his  intention  to  have  gone 
so  far  back. 

Mr.  Macon  made  a  few  remarks  in  addition  to 
those  which  he-had  before  made.  He  said  thathe 
differed  totally  from  the  gentleman  from  Virgi- 
nia (Mr.  Raniwlpb)  on  the  subject  of  the  em- 
bargo ;  and  if  this  were  the  pro|>er  time  to  go 
into  it,  he  thought  he  could  convince  even  him 
of  its  wisdom. 

Mr.  J.  Q.  Jackson  expressed  his  coincidettee 
in  the  opinion  that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  to  inquire  rigorously  into  the 
disbursement  of  nublic  moneys.  He  thought  it 
was  the  duty  of  the  House  of  Represenutives  to' 
raise  a  committee  everv  year  to  inquire  into  the 
subject,  and  thus  to  take  evil  by  the  forekdc,  if 
any  existed. 

Mr.  Taylor  said,  he  should  not  have  risen  bur 
that  the  observations  which  had  faHen  frotti  dif- 
ferent gentlemen  seemed  to  have  looked  every- 
where but  within  the  wails  of  the  House.  When, 
said  he,  we  are  about  to  inquire  whether  an  Ad- 
ministracion  has  done  right  or  wrong,  whether 
money  appropriated  has  |]^n  honestly  applied  to 
the  purposes  for  which  it  is  appropriated,  we  seem 
to  have  forgotten  that  we  also  have  to'look  into 
our  own  conduct,  to  review  especially,  according 
to  the  powers  vested  in  the  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means,  their  acts.  We  are  about  to  inquire 
not  only  into  the  conduct  of  the  Administration 
proper,  the  Executive  and  Heads  of  Departments, 
out  also  whether  the  committee  of  this  House 
1*^'"?  the  care  of  money  concerns  have  done 
their  duty.  I  like  the  motion  the  better  for  it.  I 
am  unwilling  to  institute  a  stricter  scrutiny  into 


the  conduct  of  the  other  departooents  than  of  oi 
own  ;  and  \{  the  rat-catchers  of  former  sessid 
have  not  caught  the  animals,  pre  will  turn  io  «| 
not  only  ferret  out  the  rats,  but  hunt  the  Iszyc 
who  let  them  live.  Mr.  T.  said,  he  felt  oo  h^ 
tation  in  going  into  the  investigation  and  clea 
ing  the  Augean  stable,  as  it  had  beeen  styled ; 
it  was  prioei pally  to  draw  off  the  attention  of 
House  from  the*  individtMiiity  which  seemed 
be  attached  to  the  inquiry,  that  he  had  risi 
He  was  the  more  willing  to  adopt  it,  becaun 
had  been  a  course  usually  adopted  to  appoiot 
such  a  committee,  gentlemen  of  different  pol 
cal  opinions,  the  %n&  and  the  auiM  ;  those  willi 
to  keep  in,  and  those  willing  to  drive  theme 
and  take  their  places.  It  is  is  due  to  ourseiv 
said  he,  to  do  to  ourselves  what  'we  did  to  others 
a  former  occasion ;  and  lam  tliereforn  gratifi 
that  the  motion<is  made. 

Mr.  Randolph  said,  he  could  assare  the  g« 
tleman  from  South  Carolina,  that  when  he  drc 
up  the  resolution,  he  was  aware  of  iis  besHog 
and  that  he  was  willing  to  endure  any  jod^e 
that  a  fair  trial  under  the  resolution  should  i« 
to.  He  was  sorry  to  have  excited  so  much  fe^ 
ing  on  this  occasion ;  he  did  not  mean  it — it  an 
perhaps  from  a  defect  in  his  nature  that  woul 
not  permit  him  to  suppress  his  ideas.  He  e 
plained  the  epithet  of  ^*-  rats"  to  have  been 
which  some  years  ago  was  applied,  in  the  ne 
papers  and  elsewhere,  to  public  deuiuUers.  Bi 
since  that  time  he  had  heaitl  nothiag  of  deftiult 
but  from  those  papers,  he  had  nearly  saidperso^ 
who  were  the  fricms  of  the  raU  ot  that  d^j*  I 
felt  the  full  force  of  my  motion,  said  Mr.  RJ 
and  does  the  gentleman  think  that  it  might  d(| 
in  addition  to  other  constderetions,  have  ii 
fluenced  my  opinion  when  I  declined  being  co^ 
sidered  as  chairman  of  the  committee.  If  I 
have  acted  the  part  of  hlaxy  eat,  I  am  willing  I 
suffer.  Whatever  may  be  brought  against  ik 
Committee  of  W^iys  and  Means,  or  wbatert 
may  be  said  of  their  inertness,  certainly  nothMj 
of  wilful  misdeed  can  be  obai^d  upon  tbem 
and  there  is  a  wide  difference,  as  I  ^nderstaw 
between  a  Committee  of  this  Howe  failing  ia  i 
duty  to  make  a  thorough  investigation  into  m 
conduct  of  the  officers  of  the  Government  aoj 
the  misdeeds  committed  by  those  ofioers— tbj 
one  being  an  act  of  omission  or  oaralessneBs,  am 
the  other  of  wilful  wrong.  In  all  iasianees,  if 
my  recollection,  where  the  public  money  w^ 
improperly  applied,  the  eommittee  did  execute 
their  duty ;  I  believe  they  were  suspected  of  ti 
intention  to  execute  it  too  harshly.  The  sob 
committee  of  accounts  of  this  House  was  a  com^ 
mittee  instituted  at  their  suggestion,  to  guard  ex* 
penditures,  because  their  other  duties  would  ool 
permit  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  i( 
pay  sufficient  attention  to  it.  Mr.  R.  said,  thii 
the  proposed  investigation  would  apply  to  '^^ 
expenditures  of  this  and  the  other  House  as  well 
as  to  the  expenditures  of  the  officers  of  the  Gof^ 
ernment — to  the  contingent  expenses  particularly 
The  late  President  of  the  United  States,  said  Mn 
R.— it  would  give  me  pleasure  to  do  any  man  jw 
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ice.  attd  more  esptcially  him— I  will  do  him  the 
astice  to  saf  that  it  was  Dot  his  fault  that  reformt 
rere  not  pushed  faTther--*that  an  investigation 
ns  not  made,  not  xmXj  iato  the  expenditures  of 
iiis.batof  all  the  other  departments  oi  the  €h>vern* 
neot.  I  speak  of  contingent  expenses.  He  came 
ito  this  Gorerniaent  the  friend  of  reform  and 
cooomy,  and  cootinned  to  pri^ttse  economy  as 
such  as  any  man  could  who  had  the  command 
if  a  fleet  of  gunboats,  a  standing  army,  and  re** 
Dorces  cut  off  by  an  embargo.  And,  sir,  though 
lis  is  not  the  time,  and  I  hope  not  the  place,  to 
ike  op  the  gaulittet  thrown  down  by  my  friend 
from  North  Carolina.  (Mr.  Maoon)  on  the  em- 
!nrgt>  qaestion — [Mr.  Macon  said,  he  certainly 
onderstood  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  to  hare 
tk?own  the  gauntlet  first.]  Since  I  see  my  friend 
before  me,  con  tinned  Mr.  R.,  I  cail  upon  him 
(Mr.  Macon)  to  say  that  it  was  not  the  late  Pres- 
id«D('s  fault  that  reforms  were  not  made,  and 
that  he  commented  with  extraordinary  seyerity 
on  the  contingent  expenses  of  the  two  Houses  of 
Congress ;  to  which  I  trust  the  attention  of  the 
proposed  committee  will  be  drawn. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  Mr.  Ran- 
dolph's second  resolution,  as  amended,  on  mo- 
tion of  Mr.  Eppes,  and  carried  unanimously,  ona 
hnndred  and  tweiUy-four  members  roting. 

After  the  resolution  had  been  agreed  to,  it  ap- 
peared from  soRie  observations  made  by  Messrs. 
Eppeb  and  Jaoiwon,  that  they  had  understood, 
ifi  Toting  for  the  motion,  that  the  last  clause  of 
the  resolution  had  been  stricken  out.  This  not 
bring  been  done,  Mr.  J.  G.  Jackson  mored  to  re- 
coosider  the  reeolutioo  for  the  purpose  of  amend- 
iDg  it.  After  some  debate,  the  House  agreed  to 
reconsider  it,  55  to  53;  but  before  the  proposed 
amendmeat  couM  be  made,  a  motion  maoe  by 
Mr.  Nelson  to  adjourn,  was  carried,  65  to  43. 


TgPBSOAY,  May  25. 

The  Sfbakbr  laid  before  the  House  a  letter 
from  the  Secretary  of  the  Nary,  transmitting  a 
report  of  the  state  and  disposition,  at  this  time,  of 
tb«  Tesseb  beloagtag  to  the  Nary*  of  the  United 
Stales, and  of  the  gunboats;  which  were  read, 
and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  tables 

Mr.  Nblson  presented  a  memorial  of  the  man- 
aiacturers  of  faata  residing  in  Frederick  town,  State 
of  Maryland,  praying  that  an  additional  duty  may 
be  laid  on  the  importation  of  hats  of  foreign  man- 
ofaeture,  or  that  the  importation  thereof  may  he 
entirely  prohtbfted. — Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  Commerce  and  Manufactures. 

Mr.  FtiiDt.fiT  presented  a  memorial  of  Arthur 
8t.  Clair,  a  Major  General  in  the  Army  of  the 
Usited  States,  during  the  Revolutionary  War 
vitb  Great  Britain,  praying  the  reimbursement 
of  a  sum  of  money  advanced  by  him  on  pubUc 
iteoont,  in  the  year  one  thousand  seven  hundred 
tad  seven ty-six;  for  the  purpose  of  re^nlisting 
the  troops  tlMU  in  service  in  the  Northern  Depart" 
■nt,  in  order  to  form  the  permanent  army  then 
or^niztng  agreeably  to  a  resolution  of  Congress, 
deferred  to  uie  Committee  of  Qkumt. 


SWEDISH  Afn>  POBTUGUESE  YBSSBLS. 

Mr.  Newton  offered  a  resolution'  to  Instruct 
the  Committee  of  Commerce  and  Manufactures 
to  inquire  into  and  report  on  the  expediency  of 
permititing  vessels  of  those  nations  with  whom 
inicreourse  was  permitted,  to  take  cargoes,  dbc 
He  stated  to  the  House  that  at  present  vessels  of 
Sweden  and  Portugal,  with  whom  intercourse 
is  permitted)  could  not  load  and  depart ;  and  on 
this  subject  a  letter  was  read  from  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  to  the  Committee  of  Coi^merce 
and  Manuiaetures. 

Mr.  BuBwcLirsaid  there  was  another  subject 
connected  with  the  resolution^  which  ought  to  be 
taken  into  eonsideration.  The  proclamation  of 
the  President  declares  that  on  the  10th  of  June 
next,  the  operation  of  thenon-inteicourse  law,  as 
relates  to  Great  Britain,  shall  cease.  It  went  iur 
to  operation  on  the  20th  of  this  month.  Of  course 
there  were  many  vessels  on  the  coait  which  could 
not  get  in  before  the  20th  of  May.  He  submitted 
it  to  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee,  whether  it 
would  not  be  proper  at  once  to  do  away  aU 
restriction,'  because  the  policy  of  its  existence 
had  ceased  in  relation  to  Great  Britain  fron^  the 
restoration  of  harmony  with  her;  and  if  the 
goods  on  our  coast  were  not  permitted  to  be  reg- 
ularly landed,  they  might  be  smuggled  in,  and 
injure  the  revenue.  He  thought  it  would  be 
proper  to  intiuure  into  the  expediency  of  doing 
away  at  onpe,  by  law,  all  ioterdiction  of  com- 
merce. 

Mr.  Nbwton  said  he  had  no  objection  to  act  on 
the  subject  mentioned  by  his  colleague,  but  he 
did  not  conceive  it  to  be  connected  wuh  the  pres- 
ent motion. 

Mir.  Nbwtdn'b  motion  having  been  a^eed  to, 
he  immediately  reported  ''  a  bill  respecting  the 
ships  or  vessels  owned  by  citixens  of  foreign  nar 
tions  with  whom  commercial  intercourse  is  per- 
mitted."— Twice  read,  and  referred  to  a  Cominit- 
tee  of  the  whole  House  to-morrow. 

NON-INTERCOUKSE  ACT. 

Mf.  LivBRMOBB  said  that  he  did  not  distinctly 
hear  all  that  feU  from  the  gentleman  from  Vir- 
ginia, (Mr.  BuBWBLL^)  but,  from  what  he  had 
heard,  he  apprehended  that  a  was  on  a  subject  of 
great  importance.  There  were  many  vessels  on 
the  coast,  which,  were  they  to  enter  out  harbors,' 
would  fail  within  the  description  of  the  4th,  5th, 
and  6th  sections  of  the  noi»-intercottrse  act.  From 
the  happy  commencement  of  the  settlement  of 
our  differences  with  Great  Britain,  he  did  not  be- 
lieve it  was  the  design  of  any  gentleman  that  the 
non-ittteroonrse  should  be  enforced  in  this  parties 
ular.  Hs  tlsec^foie  offered  a  resolution  fur  su^ 
pending  the  act,  as  follows: 

Ruohed,  That  it  ia  expedient  that  the  operatSsn  of 
so  much  of  the  act,  eatillsd  «*An  set  to  inteidiet  the 
commereisl  intercourse  between  the  United  States  and 
Great  Britain  and  Franee,  and  their  dependsncisi^' 
as  inhibiu  the  importation  of  goods  fross  Gmst  firitsin 
and  ita  depsadsneiss^  be.  suspended  until  the  taaHiL 
day  of  lane  next. 
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The  said  resolntion  was  read,  and  referred  to 
the  Commiltee  of  Commerce  and  Manufactures, 
with  leave  to  report  thereon,  by  bill  or  otherwise. 

DOCTRINE  OF  LIBELS. 

Mr.  Randolph  said,  that  among;  the  yarious 
topics  of  difference  between  the  two  ffreat  con- 
tending parties  in  the  United  States,  during  the 
Administration  of  Mr.  Adams,  there  had  been 
none  perhaps  of  greater  magnitude  in  the  public 
estimation  than  a  celebrated  act  commonly  called 
the  Sedition  Act ;  and  there  had  been  none  per- 
haps which  had  more  tended  to  the  downfall  and 
OTerthrow  of  the  Administration  under  which  it 
was  enacted.  The  question  then  made  by  the 
people  of  the  United  States  was  not  whether  that 
law  contained  a  good  law  of  libel  or  not ;  whe- 
ther that  clause  of  the  ConstitutioUi  contained  in 
one  of  its  amendments,  declaring  that  .Congress 
should  make  no  law  respecline  an  establishment 
of  religion,  or  prohibiting  the  free  exercise  there- 
of, or  abridging  the  freedom  of  speech  or  of  the 
press,  did  not  completeljr  foreclose  Congress,  and 
preclude  them  from  legislating  on  the  subject  at 
all.  And,  said  he,  by  a  very  great  body  of  t^e 
American  people,  as  i  understand,  a  verdict  has 
been  given  that  Congress  do  not  possess  the  right 
of  passing  any  act  on  this  subject  whateyer;  and 
I  trust  and  believe  that  there  will  never  exist 
another  Congress  which  will  have  the  temerity 
and  hardihood  to  meddle  with  the  rights  of  the 
people  and  the  States  on  this  point.  There  are 
some  of  us,  sir,  who  were  members  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  at  the  time  the  law  in  ques- 
tion expired.  I  well  recollect,  and  probably  you 
do  also,  Mr.  Speaker,  the  very  splendid  and  beau- 
tiful declamation  with  which  a  member  at  that 
time  from  South  Carolina  (Mr.  Harper)  ex- 
horted the  majority  of  this  House  to  re-enact 
that  law,  on  the  ground  that  it  would  be  a  shield 
and  protection  to  them,  as  going  out  of  power, 
against  their  adversaries,  into  whose  hands  power 
was  about  to  be  transferred,  as  the  sedition  law 
would  allow  them  to  give  the.  truth  in  evidence, 
and  the  common  law  does  not.  And  he  then 
foretold,  what  I  confess  I  listened  to  with  the 
most  perfect  incredulity,  that  prosecutions  for 
libel  would  be  commenced  and  carried  on  in  the 
courts  of  the  United  States  at  common  law.  Sir, 
I  was  not  only  incredulous  myself  at  that  mo- 
ment, but  had  the  uncharitableness  to  think  that 
the  jg^ntlepian  himself  did  not  believe  in  the 
opinion  which  he  advanced.  I  believed  it  im- 
possible for  an  Administration  coming  into  power 
on  the  terms  on  which  the  last  did,  ever  to  sanc- 
tion a  prosecution  at  common  law  for  a  libel 
where  the  truth  could  not  be  given  in  evidence. 
The  doctrine  contended  for  by  the  Federal  party, 
and  ably  supported  by  a  member,  (Mr.  Batard,) 
who  is  now  translated  to  the  other  House,  that 
the  common  law  of  England  is  the  law  of  the 
United  States,  was  a  doctrine  more  abhorrent,  if 
possible,  to  the  feelings  of  the  Republican  party 
in  the  United  States,  than  the  law  itself.  For  if 
the  sedition  law  was  objectionable  because  it  es- 
tablished a  law  of  libel  which  permitted  the 


truth  to  be  given  in  evidence,  afortiariy  the  cod 
mon  law  doctrine  was  more  so,  which  not  on 
established  a  law  of  libel  the  more  hideous,  b 
cause  the  truth  was  not  permitted  to  be  given 
evideniie,  but  established  the  whole  system 
penal  laws  in  the  British  books  which  might  I 
found  in  relation  to  the  subject,  Accordiod 
the  best  pens  ai^  the  ablest  mioda  in  the  p^ 
to  which  you  and  I  had  the  honor  to  belon 
were  employed  in  attempting  to  refute  the  here 
and  aeainst  the  sedition  law.  It  is  unnecessai 
to  call  to  your  recollection  the  writings  of  Ho 
tensius,  the  resolutions  of  Colonel  John  Tayla 
of  Caroline,  and  the  still  more  illustrious  repo 
of  the  present  Chief  Magistrate,  going  to  exploi 
the  doctrine  by  irresistible  arguments.  To  th 
succeeded  a  tract  by  a  gentleman  of  no  obsca 
fame,  who  has  rendered  himself  somewhat  c(H 
spicuous  as  a  law  character  by  his  commentarij 
on  that  ^reat  commentator,  Sir  William  Blacl 
stone,,  still  going  to  show  that  the  common  la 
of  England  was  not  the  law  of  the  United  Statti 
that,  although  it  has  been  adopted  by  the  seven 
States  with  various  modifications,  it  is  no  fartbJ 
law  than  as  they  have  adopted  it,  and  under  \n 
limitations  made  to  it  by  each  State ;  bat  ihit  i 
a  law  of  the  United  States,  in  their  federal  cad 
city,  it  has  no  validity — sinc&  if  it  had,  of  to 
different  common  laws  in  the  United  Stat^ 
which  should  we  adopt  ?  Or  should  we  uke  tU 
common  law  of  England,  of  a  monarchy,  foundc 
upon  an  hereditary  nobility,  and  a  great  hieraj 
chy,  unsuited  to  the  genius  of  a  republican  Goj 
ernment  ?  .But,  sir, such  unhappily  is  the  diffq 
ence  between  men  out  of  power,  and  men  4 
power,  that,  if  we  are  to  believe  the  represent^ 
tions  made  at  the  last  session  of  Congress,  by  I 
membef  from  Connecticut,  (Mr.  Dana,)  thecoi 
rectnesd  of  which  I  presume  no  man  would  ha^ 
the  hardihood  to  doubt,  prosecutions  for  libels  i 
common  law  have  been  entertained  in  the  court 
of  the  United  States  against  citizens,  and  cods^ 
quently  have  been  carried  on  by  the  attorneys  f(| 
tne  districts  wherein  such  prosecutions  cooj 
menced.  Yes,  sir,  such  is  the  difference  betweej 
men  in  power  and  men  out  of  power ;  such  tl^ 
difference  between  profession  and  practice  ;  aal 
yet,  to  my  infinite  surprise,  this  awful  truthn 
this  fact — which  never  came  to  my  knowled^ 
before,  appeared  scarcely  to  excite  a  sensatiol 
either  in  this  assembly  or  the  public — in  the  me| 
who  were  most  clamorous  against  the  seditiol 
law.  Yes,  sir^  we  did  execrate,  and  most  justlj 
execrate,  the  sedition  law.  1  for  one  had  a 
thorough  a  contempt  for  some  of  those  who  fel 
under  its  penalties,  as  the  judge  who  inflicts 
them.  The  question  was  not  whether  Jame 
Thompson  Callender  was  not  an  infamous  libel 
ler,  any  more  than  the  famous  Middlesex  quea 
tion  was,  whether  John  Wilkes  was  an  iofamou 
character;  but  it  was  a  question  as  to  the  depri 
vation  of  the  birthright  of  the  citizen  in  oni 
case,  and  the  subject  in  the  other,  and  the  people 
wisely  discriminated  between  the  persons  wh< 
were  the  subjects- of  prosecution,  and  their  owi 
best  and  dearest  interests.    We  said  that  Coo 
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pess  had  no  right  to  pass  any  law  at  all  on  the 
nbject.  It  eannot  be  deoied.  that  if  we  are  to 
bre  a  federal  law  of  libei,  tnat  which  permits 
the  truth  to  be  giren  in  eridence  is  as  good  as 
uy.  It  was  not  to  the  nature  of  the  law  that 
ve  objected,  bat  to  the  having  a  federal  law  of 
libei  at  all;  though  indeed,  sir,  the  permission  to 
pTc  the  truth  ia  evidence  is  b^  an  idle  mockery 
when  we  consider  that  the  oflmr,  whose  dnty  it 
b  to  provide  an  imnartial  jury,  is  but  the  breath 
of  the  nostrils  of  the  prosecutor.  You  ought  to 
recollect  that  in  all  cases  where  the  Government 
becomes  a  party,  whether  pro  or  con^  yon  too 
«f(ea  have  an  administration  of  politics,  instead 
of  ao  admiaisiratioQ  of  law  and  iustice.  It  is 
troe,  that  the  Constitution  does  declare  that  Con- 
|ress  shall  make  no  law  abridging  the  freedom  of 
speech  or  of  the  press ;  but  if  Congress,  or  the 
eoarts  belo  w^  can  at  once  saddle  us  with  the  com- 
DOD  law  of  England,  there  is  no  necessity  for 
]»roiiibitLng  the  abridgement  of  the  freedom  of 
ijjeech,  or  of  the  press.  We  know  what  the 
commoQ  law  of  England  is-nan  unlimited  license 
to  print,  anJltd  iiimun  WI(mij!.irrnT?nitftd  iicenge 
U)  paoish.  This  restriction  of  the  Constitution, 
tberefore,  is  wholly  nngatory,  if  the  courts  are 

g^rmitted  to  entertain  prosecutions  for  libels, 
ir^  that  the  present  Chief  Magistrate  of  the 
United  States  should  permit  an  attorney  of  the 
United  States  to  hold  his  office  ode  second  after 
itTing  commenced  a  prosecution  in  a  court  of 
common  law  for  libel,  is  what  I  will  not  believe, 
for  he  could  not  do  it  without  libelling,  by  that 
act  of  omission,  the  fairest  page  of  the  history  of 
bis owQ  life,  to  wit:  his  celebrated  report  made 
io  the  session  of  the  Virginia  Assembly,  which 
commenced  in  December,  1799.    But  I  am  wil- 
lio|  to  have  some  bdtteir  sectif  ity  than  the  dispo- 
sidoQ  of  any  Executive,  for  what  I  conceive  one 
of  the  highest,  proudest  attributes  of  American 
freemeo.    I  know  it  may  be  said,  as  it  once  win, 
when  the  writ  of  habeas  corpus  was  set  at  defi- 
tDce,  that  forasmuch  as  the  right  is  contained 
io  the  Constitution  and  supported  by  it.  all  legis- 
lAtire  provision  on  that  subject  would  be' a  mere 
vork  of  supererogation ;  and  yet,  sir,  who  has 
Iteard  of  any  recovery  under  the  Constitatiou 
for  tbe  violation  of  the  best^  dearest,  most  inval- 
uble  right  of  a  citizen  1    In  fact,  take  away  the 
vrit  of  habeas  co^ptu  to-morrow,  and  I  would 
Dot  give  a  pinch  of  snuff  for  our  Constitution, 
for  without  It,  every  man  may  be  imprisoned  at 
pleasure.    Gbveioment  might  possibly  demand  a 
forced  loan,  with  which,  if  the  citizen  did  not 
comply,  he  might  be  carried  to  jail.    There  is  no 
free  government  where  this  wonderful  contri- 
^ioce,  this  best  hope  of  man,  this  sheet-anchor  of 
freedom,  the  writ  of  habeas  corpus,  is  not  found. 
Aod  yet  we  may  be  told  that,  as  the  freedom  of 
ibe  speech  and  press  is  secured  by  the  Constitu- 
^OD,  all  legislative  nrovisimi  on  the  subject  is  not 
merely  superfluity,  but  nol*respectfui  to  ihe  Con- 
aitation ;  and  so  our  citizens  are  to  go  on  to  be 
prosecuted  at  common  law^  and  when  they  get 
»)  remedy,  they  are  told  their  rights  are  guaran- 
tied by  the  Constitution;  but  receive  no  satisifac- 


tion.  I  therefore  think.it  would  be  a  very  wise 
provision  on  our  part,  at  this  time,  to  prevent  a 
recurrence  of  similar  cases,  guarding  a^inst  the 
future  by  woeful  experience,  a  school  m  which 
it  is  said  a  fool  himself  must  learn,  although  he- 
will  learn  in  no  other ;  and,  as  far  as  that  epithet 
may  be  considered  as  applying  to  myself,  I  da 
most  candidly  confess  that  I  nave  been  compelled* 
to  learn  from  this  school ;  for  when  the  gentle- 
man from  South  Carolina  uttered  that  brilliant 
declamation  in  order  to  induce  this  House  to  re- 
enact  the  sedition  law,  and  hans  it  over  their 
heads  as  a  shield  from  prosecution,  f  really  thotight 
it  a  mere  speech  for  tne  people,  for  I  had  no  con- 
ception that  a  court  of  the  United  States  would 
ever  entertain  a  prosecution  for  libel  at  common 
law.  I  therefore  submit  to  you  the  following 
resolution,  premising,  before  I  conclude,  that  my 
object  will  be,  findins  the  Constitution  inert  on 
this  subject,  as  it  only  contains  an  acknowledg- 
ment of  the  right  to  administer  wholesome  fine 
aod  imprisonment  to  those  who  shall  hereafter 
undertake  to  carry  on  such  prosecutions : 

Ruohedy  That  a  committee  be  appointed  to  inquire 
whether  any  and  what  prosecutions  have  been  enter- 
tained by  the  courts  of  the  United  States  for  libels  at 
common  law,  and  to  report  such  provisions  as  in  Uieir 
opinion  may  be  necessary  for  securing  the  freedom  of 
speech  and  of  the  press. 

Ml".  Dana  said  perhaps  that  tbe  resolution,  as 
now  expressed,  did  not  go  to  the  whole  extent 
to  whicn  the  gentleman  intended.  ,  That  prose- 
cutions had  been  instituted  for  supposed  slanders 
or  for  supposed  seditious  words,  wts  unquestion^ 
able.  For  two,  three,  or  four  years  past,  prose- 
cutions of  this  character  had  been  pending  ia 
the  circuit  court  of  the  United  States,  in  the 
district  of  Connecticut.  That  some  of  the^pros* 
ecutions  attempted  to  establish  the  imputation  of 
crime  against  individuals,  and  in  cases  not  com- 
prehen&d  under  the  provisions  of  the  statute  so 
much  rei^robated  under  the  name  of  the  sedition 
ad,  was  unquestionable.  Prior  to  the  institution 
of  these  prosecutions,  however,  from  an  appre- 
hension of  what  might  be  done  by  men  who  had 
professed  much  zeal  for  liber tv,  but  not  in  prac- 
tice given  stronger  instances  of  regard  for  it  than 
those  who  professed  less,  in  the  State  of  Connec- 
ticut a  bill  was  introduced  into -the  Legislature 
for  securing  the  freedom  of  the  press.  That  bill 
consisted  of  one  section,  which  was  copied  from 
the  reprobated  sedition  act — ^that  very  section 
whii;^  provided  that  the  truth  should  be  given  In 
evidence;  and  it  was  called  an  act  for  securing 
t-he  freedom  of  the  press.  And  before  any  pros- 
ecutions were  instituted,  when  only  a  district 
judge  presided  in  the  court,  that  judge  declared 
that  he  should  consider  the  act  of  the  State  of 
Connecticut  relative  to  giving  the  truth  in  evi- 
dence, as  binding  on  the  Federal  court  in  that 
State.  This  was  the  opinion  of  one  judce ;  there 
was  some  question  how  it  would  be  Ultimately 
decided  before  a  full  court.  Such  a  law  formed 
a  more  abundant  protection  against  any  persecu- 
tion which  might  be  directed  against  individuals 
under  the  form  of  a  prosecution,  than  any  pro- 
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fessloBs  whatever.    In  the  State  of  CoQnectieot, 
said  Nfr.  D.,  ibere  is  one  further  seeurtry:  that 
•our  jurors  are  designated  by  lot.    The  names  of 
freeoolders  selected  by  certain  oflSoers  in  the 
to<wns  are  put  into  a  box,  and  then  selected  by 
^ot.    There  have  been  seven  or  eight* prosecao 
^cations  commenced,  I  scarcely  kooiv  for  what, 
whether  for  libellous  or  seditions  words,  against 
clergymen  and  public  preachers,  for  words  ut-* 
tered  by  them ;  and  veiy  considerable  expenses 
have  been  incurred  by  them.    But  I  cannot  say 
that  any  man  ever  suffered  any  further  than  this ; 
that  they  were  at  a  very  great  expense  in  defend- 
ing themselves.    They  had  a  great  security  in 
one  respect:  that  the  talents  of  the  bar  were 
against  these  prosecntions ;  and  there  was  such 
a  peculiar  talent  of  going  backwards  in  the  pros- 
ecution, that  the  suits  generally  went  out  of 
court  with  a  nolle  prosequi,  from  some  error  in 
tiie  indictment,  some  defect  in  professional  skill, 
or  some  error  in  clerkship.    The  only  ease  in 
which  there  seemed  to  be  any  possibility  of  con- 
viction, was  one  in  which  a  question  was  made 
as  to  the  power  of  the  court  to  take  cosnizance 
of  the  subject.    The  question  was  on  toe  prose^ 
cation  of  a  printer  there,  for  publishing  what  had 
appeared  with  perfect  safety  in  another  State. 
The  judges  declared  themselves  divided  in  opin- 
ion on  the  question  of  jurisdiction.    That  diver- 
sity of  opinion  was  certified,  and  the  question 
expected  to  be    brought   before   the  Supreme 
Court  last  February.    On  applying  to  the  judge, 
I  found  that  the  clerk  of  the  circuit  court  had 
not  forwarded  the  certificate,  and  of  course  the 
case  did  not  come  up  here  as  expected.    I. sup- 
pose that  the  whole  Mhing  will  die  without  any 
noise.    Another  reason  wov  the  persons  in  Con- 
necticut were  not  disposed  to  make  very  much 
noise  about  it  while  prosecutions  were  depending, 
was.  that  the  State  was  not  a  large  one ;  that  it 
could  not  be  supposed  to  be  in  great  favor  at  the 
palace.    It  was  supposed,  sir,  (whether  correctly 
or  not  I  will  not  undertake  lo  say,  but  I  rather 
incline  to  the  opinion  that  it  was  an  erroneous 
supposition)  conndering;  the  manner  in  which  ap- 
pointments were  made  in  that  State,  and  under 
the  belief  that  it  was  through  the  means  of  cer- 
tain influential  characters,  that  the  District  At- 
torney did  institute  those  prosecutions  with  the 
approoation  of  the  Administration  of  the  Uni- 
ted States.    This  was  an  opinion  in  the  State ; 
and,  supposing  the  influence  of  the  Executive  to 
be  exerted,  they  felt  that  it  would  be  in  v^in  to 
make  much  clamor^  and  rather  chose  to  contend 
alone  against  it.    As  the  prosecutions  are  now  at 
an  end,  I  think  it  very  desirable  that  the  subject 
shonld  be  investi|rated.    As  respects  the  District 
Attorney's  not  being  removed,  I  d6  not  think  that 
be  is  much  to  be  censured  in  this  case.    I  am  not 
certain  that  he  acted  altogether  on  his  own  opin- 
ion ;  I  rather  suppose  that  he  was  impelled  by 
the  influence  of  certain  persons  who  are  |;ener- 
ally  supposed  to  have  the  chief  weight  in  ap- 
pointments under  the  United  States  in  that  State, 
and  who  are  therefore  by  some  called  the  council 
cf  appoinimerU;  and  I  suppose  tiiat  the  Diatriot 


Attorney  could  scarcely  oppose  the  wall    atf 

pleasure  of  these  gentlemen.    I  very  muoh  qa< 

tion,  therefore,  whether  any  peculiar  degree 

fault  is  to  be  attributed  to  him,  except  his  patti] 

the  United  States  to  so  much  expense  wit  hi 

ever  bringing  the  question  to  a  decision.     Tht{ 

sir.  is  about  the  general  state  of  the  boatness. 

it  cannot  be  said  ^hat  the  eoart  has  in  fact 

tained  the  prosecutions,  and  some  of  tfaeHi  ba^ 

been  dismissed,  the  substitution  of  the  word  ti 

stituied  instead  of  entertained,  may  aecomplij 

the  gentleman's  wishes. 

Mr.  Randolph  consented  to  the  amendment. I 

Mr.  Bacon  said  he  was,  for  one,  by  no  meati 

displeased  with  the  introduction  of  tbe  motion  tj 

the  gentleman  from  Virginia.    He  took  oecasio| 

to  remark  that  it  was  with  some  pain  that  he  pd 

ceived  any  remaining  particles  of  this  politic^ 

heresy  in  any  part  of  our  country.   He  was  bappj 

that  there  were  so  few  remnants.  He  had  knowj 

of  no  instances,  except  those  mentioned  by  tbj 

gentleman  from  ConnecticoC.    He  con  Id  not  a^ 

count  for  their  appearance  in  that  State  onlyj 

whether  it  was  because  this  doctrine  of  common 

law  juriadiction  in  the  courts  of  the   United 

States  was  there  planted  in  a  more  congeni^ 

soil,  he  could  not  say.    Certain  it  was.  It  had  nd 

pervaded  any  other  State  in  the  Union.     I  havj 

understood,  said  Mr.  B.,  that  it  is  not  throug'h  tbj 

peculiar  instrumentality  of  the  District  Attomej 

that  these  suits  were  commenced.    As  I  undef 

stand  it,  the  District  Attorney  ^as  no  powfr  r^ 

entertain  suits ;  tlurt  he  has  no  power  bat  to  re 

duce  to  form:  indictments  of  the  grand  jnry.    11 

is  certainly  the  case  in  the  State  in  which  I  am  i 

Representative,  and,  I  presume,  in  Connecticol 

also.    It  is  a  mere  clerical  office  to  reduce  to  fornj 

presentments  of  the  grand  jury.    With  respect  t^ 

the  courts,  I  understand  that  the  question  was  firsj 

broogbt  before  the  district  judge  of  Coanecticofi 

Whatsoever  was  his  opinion,  he  said  he  considefl 

ed  the  law  as  settled  by  his  betters,  by  the  judgd 

of  the  Supreme  Court ;  and  he  did  not  considel 

it  incumbent  on  him  to  reverse  that  opinion  UDta 

it  shonld  be  done  by  a  court  of  equal  authority 

Leaving,  the  question,  however,  open  to  appeal  trj 

the  parties.    I  will  only  observe  thnt  I  am  verj 

happy  this  motion  is  brooght  forward,  and  bop< 

that,  as  we  succeeded  in  getting  rid  of  theseditiM 

law,  we  shall  get  rid  of  all  the  political  heresies 

of  former  times,  and  shall  sucoeed  in  rooting  oiil 

this  obnoxious  weed  from  the  territory  of  Connect 

ticut. 

Mr.  Randolph  observed,  that  he  had  under* 
stood,  long  ago.  that  prosecutions  of  this  sort  had 
been  entertained  in  the  federal  courts,  under  the 
administration  of  Mr.  Adams ;  aad  he  had  been 
one  of  those  who  had  supposed  that  when  thai 
admin istiBtion  bad  been  turned  out  of  office,  aad 
a  new  one  inducted,  there  wtmld  be  an  end,  sub- 
stantially, oi  these  proseoncions  at  common  law, 
as  maeh  as  of  the  sedition  law,  although  on  the 
vote,  whether  the  sedition  law  should  be  engroBSH 
ed  for  a  third  reading  on  its  proposed  re-enact^ 
meat,  there  was  only  a  majority  of  three  or  four 
ia  tke  negative.    During  tna  prosectttioa  oif  Uf- 
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^tse  before  the  Sentte;  aaid  Mr.  R.,  I  bad  a  pa- 
ler |Hit  iQto  my  haodK  by  a  member  of  that  hon- 
ffaUe  House,  stating  that  a  Judge  of  the  Supreme 
^rt  of  the  United  States,  ai^  one  who,  I  he- 
KTe^  is  considered  an  ornadaent  to  his  profession, 
Fveo  with  all  his  political  heresies  thick  upon 
Bm,  had  entertained  a  prosecution  for  a  libel  at 
idmmoD  law  in  the  district  of  Vermont,  and 
Cited  that  sueh  was  the  law  as  settled  by  the  Su- 
ireme  Court  of  the  United  States^  I  could  not 
ell  for  what  ptifpose  this  paper  was  put  into  my 
lands,  Qoless  under  the  idea  that  it  would  indoce 
ne  to  bring  forward  a  motion  for  the  inipeach- 
aeot  of  the  gentleman  in  question.  It  was  no 
Misioess  of  mine  that  this  was  done  by  one  of  the 
persoDs  sworn  to  judge  the  case  of  impeachment, 
if  isstitoted — every  man  is  the  keeper  of  his  own 
emseieoce.  Neither  was  it  my  desire  to  divert 
tbe  public  mind  from  the  steady  view  of  justice 
io  reistion  to  the  gentleman  then  under  prosecu- 
lioQ  by  bringing  any  other  before  the  House  ;  nor 
M I  know,  nor  do  I  now  know  that  the  opinion 
tkt  the  common  law  is  the  law  of  the  United 
States,  is  an  unpardonable  offence ;  because  you 
nay  have  heard  gentlemen  df  the  first  legal  eru- 
dition on  this  floor,  support  the  doctrine.  I  allude 
panieolarly  to  a  lale  member  from  the  State  of 
Delaware  (Mr.  Bayard.)  But  my  object  in  mak- 
uf  this  motion  was  to  go  back  to  the  institution 
•f  the  GSorernment  itself,  and  bring  into  view 
every  ease  in  which  prosecutione  at  common  law 
for  libel  had  been  entertained  b^  the  courts  of  the 
United  States,  by  way  of  showing  the  necessity 
of  profiding  some  legal  provision  on  this  subject. 
The  geademaa  from  Massachusetts,  with  his 
unal  accuracy,  has  declared  that  the  District  At- 
torney 15  but  the  instrument  of  the  grand  jury. 
But,  sir,  tbe  grand  jury  is  selected  by  the  Manhal, 
afld  the  Uarshal  and  the  District  Attorney  are 
appointed — ^how?  Remoyable-^how?  I  am 
perfectly  convinced,  sir,  that,  in  all  eases  of  libel, 
in  all  eases  where^  too  often,  politics  atul  not  law 
er  jostice  peaide,  it  is  idle  to  expect  impartiality 
of  trial.  If  the  Qovemment  or  judge  take  part 
for  or  apainst  a  proaeeution,  it  is  perfectly  idle  to 
expect  justice.  To  ffuard  against  evil,  I  hold,  sir, 
ifi  my  hand  a  resolntiofl,  which,  if  the  House 
agree  to  that  which  is  under  consideration,  I  shall 
lif  on  the  table : 

"  Raohed,  That  proviaion  ought  to  be  made  by  lew 
to  iecnre  the  right  of  an  impsTtial  jury,  in  all  cases, 
civil  and  crimiittly  mamtatned  in  the  courts  of  tbs  Uni- 
kdSUtea.'' 

Bat,  before  I  sit  down,  I  will  make  one  observa- 
tion on  what  has  fallen  from  the  gentleman  from 
Cmnecticut.  He  says  he  feels  no  disposition  to 
censure  the  District  Attorney.  I  am  happy  to  say 
that  I  know  not  the  District  Attorney,  his  name, 
'>r  person.  I  am  equally  ignorant  of  the  tiame  or 
person  of  the  district  judge ;  nor  do  I  know  that 
I UB  acquainted  with  the  cirettit  judge.  On  this 
«2^eet,  I  am  happy  to  be  ignorant,  beoaose  I  am 
>Qie  that  I-  am  in  a  better  state  to  act  impartiallv 
tbaa  if  1  were  acqtiaiated  with  bis  person  or  pol- 
ities 'y  for,  whatever  mav  be  said  of  an  nabiassed 
niad,  human  nalofe  will  have  ita  way.  Whether 


the  Attorney  General  be  biame^worthy  or  noL 
will  depend  much  upon  the  fact  whether  he  held 
these  opinions  anterior  or  pouterior  to  his  indue* 
tion  into  office.  If  he  was  one  of  tbe  federalists 
of  the  old  school.  If  he  was  aa  Essem  man,  and 
held  that  tbe  common  law  was  supreme,  I  cannot 
blame  him  for  executing  his  duty.  But  if  h^  was 
one  of  those- who  held  up  his  hands  against  that 
doctrine,  and  protested  against  the  men  who  sup- 
ported it,  then,  I  say,  that  he  ii<  blameable — for  I 
will  not  acknowledge  the  right  of  any  roan  to 
make  a  commutation  of  principles  and  tbe  good 
of  this  conn  try  for  his  office ;  or  that  he  is  bound 
by  the  instructions  of  bis  superior  to  do  that 
which  he  conceives  illegal,  unconstitutional,  and 
unjust.  As  an  honest  man,  he  would  sire  up  hie 
office  rather  than  his  principle.  And,  1  trust,  sir, 
that  we  live  in  a  state  of  society  in  which  a  man 
acting  in  that  manner  will  always  meet  with  con- 
fidence and  support. 

Mr.  L1V8RM ORE  said  that,  for  bis  own  part,  he 
had  no  idea  that  a  District  Attorney  was  the  mere 
officer  of  a  erand  jury,  or  in  any  way  dependent 
on  the  grand  jury.  He  was  an  officer  as  inde^ 
pendent  of  the  grand  jury  as  the  grand  jury  were 
of  him.  He  is,  said  Mr.  L.,  an  officer  appointed 
by  the  United  States  to  prosecute  all  ofibaees 
against  the  United  States.  If  the  common  law 
of  England  be  admitted  in  the  courts  of  the  Uni- 
ted States,  if  it  be  taken  as  a  rule  of  proceeding, 
I  conceive  it  should  be  taken  in  all  its  parts.  The 
District  Attorney  may  not  only  prosecute  by  in- 
dictment but  by  presentment.  Alihough  a  pros* 
ecotion  be  generally  instituted  by  indictment,  it 
does  not  foflow  that  it  must  be  so,  for  it  may  be 
by  information  lodged  by  tbe  District  Attorney  in 
which  the  grand  jury  has  no  kind  of  agenc$[.  If 
the  prosecution  be  by  indictment,  the  authority  of 
the  District  Attorney  must  come  in  aid  of  iti  or 
no  prosecution  can  proceed-;  it  can  have  noeieet 
until  it  recelTe  the  sanction  of  the  District  Attor* 
ney,  who  has  equal  authority  to  pot  an  end  to  it 
at  any  instant,  withoot  accounting  for  it.  In 
short,  he  has  the  whole  control  in  suits  in  behalf 
of  the  United  States.  He  is,  therefore,  an  Exec- 
utive officer,  made  use  of  to  prosecute,  on  bo- 
half  of  the  United  States,  or  to  nersecute,  if  he 
chooses  to  submit  to  superior  influence.  Far  be 
It  from  me.  sir,  to  say  that  this  is  the  case  ;  but,  I 
conceive  tnat  there  is  a  possibility  of  making 
provision  by  law  to  prevent  persecutioa  in  this 
way.  It  is  high  time  some  law  was  provided  to 
punish  those  who  make  such  egregious  abuses  of 
power ;  it  is  high  time  there  was  some  law  to 

Sunisb  those  who  prostrate  the  laws  of  the  United 
Itates  to  sueh  purposes.  I  shall,  therefore,  vote 
for  the  appointment  of  this  committee;  and  I 
hope  they  will  be  able  to  point  out  some  mode  to 
prevent  stich  abuses  in  fntnre.  As  to  the  sedition 
law,  that  has  passed  away ;  I  do  not  know  that  it 
is  necessary  for  ^  an  Essex  man,"  or  any  other,  to 
defend  it;  It  had  one  excelleot  feature  in  it ;  that 
one  relative  to  libels.  It  is  no  great  injury  to  any 
man  to  be  prosecuted  for  a  libel  if  he  be  admitted 
to  give  the  truth  in  evidence  on  his  defence. 
When  it  was  the  practice,  as  it  was  ten  or  twelve 
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years  ago,  to  tell  iorsmoas  lies  witboat  being  sob- 
jeet  to  prosecatioD,  it  was  necessary  that  some 
remedy  should  be  applied.  If  the  citizen  were 
allowed  to  give  the  trath  in  evidence,  he  coold 
suffer  no  injury  from  an  impartial  jury  of  his 
country. 

Mr.  Dana  said,  that  if  it  was  intended  that  this 
resolution  should  be  adopted  with  the  peculiar 
view  of  liberating  the  soil  of  Connecticut  from 
its  crop  of  political  heresy,  he  should  be  averse  to 
having  this  favor  forced  upon  them.  I  feel  no 
particular  obligation,  said  Mr.  D.,  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Massachusetts,  (Mr.  Bacon,)  or  any 
other,  who  wishes  to  reform  the  heresies  of  the 
people  of  Connecticut,  with  a  view  that  they 
should  be  adopted  into  his  political  church.  As 
to  the  prosecutions  in  that  State,  however,  it 
might  be  well  to  inqnire  into  them,  and  to  put  a 
stop  to  them ;  or,  if  we  do  not  put  a  stop  to  them, 
to  assure  Uk  the  people  the  liberty  of  giving  the 
truth  in  evidence.  It  would  be  well  now,  sir; 
but  it  would  have  been  better  while  the  prosecu- 
tions were  pending,  and  before  they  were  all  de- 
feated. Three  years  have  elapsed  since  this  sub- 
ject was  mentioned  in  the  House  by  myself,  and 
a  call  made  for  an  account  of  the  expenses  which 
bad  been  incurred  in  certain  prosecutions  at  com- 
mon law,  and  they  were  laid  on  the  table  and 
printed,  I  think,  two  sessions  before  the  last.  I 
made  a  motion  at  the  time  in  respect  to  the  sub- 
ject ;  but,  from  the  pressure  of  business,,  it  was 
not  ultimately  acted  on.  I  was  not  ver^r  solicit- 
ous to  press  it ;  but  chose  to  give  public  informa- 
tion on  the  subject,  that  the  experiment  might 
pass  before  the  public  whether,  wnen  this  inform- 
ation was  made  public,  the  Crovernment  would 
undertake  to  arrest  the  prosecution.  I  am  not 
certain  that  it  was  not  known  prior  to  that  time. 
Certain  I  am  that  I  mentioned  it  to  one  of  the 
heads  of  departments  at  that  session.  The  pros- 
ecutions were  not  arrested ;  and  really,  sir,  there 
must  have  been  something  peculiarly  bad  in  that 
soil,  which  wanted  the  culture  of  such  a  District 
Attorney  as  was  placed  at  the  head  of  it.  As.  to 
the  District  Attorney.  I  acquit  him  of  any  pecu- 
liar malignity  in  this  business ;  I  had  rather  sup- 
posed that  he  was  impelled  by  such  influence  as 
appointed  him  ;  that  the  persons  concerned  in 
appointing  him,  or  others  connected  with  them, 
were  desirous  of  instituting  these  prosecutions, 
and  that  he  had  not  the  firmness  to  resist  them. 
As  to  the  sedition  law,  for  my  constituents,  I  ask 
but  one  privilege ;  that,  when  they  are  prosecuted 
for  libels,  they  may  have  the  liberty  to  prove  the 
truth  of  what  they  publish  \  and,  if  they  do  not 

J»rove  the  truth,  let  them  suffer.  I  ask  nothing 
urther  for  them.  I  should  wrong  their  opinion 
of  the  respect  which  is  due  to  truth,  if  I  asked 
for  them  any  greater  liberty  than'  that  of  proving 
the  truth  of  what  they  utter.  As  to  their  being 
peculiarly  attached  to  what -is  called  common 
law,  it  is  not  the  common  law  of  the  British  em- 
pire, but  that  portion  of  unwritten  law  which 
they  have  founa  at  once  adapted  to  convenience, 
conformable  to  the  principles  of  moral  rectitude, 
favorable  to  the  support  of  Govern  men  t,  and  of 


the  principles  of  civil  liberty.  So  mueh  thi 
choose  to  adopt,  whether  it  come  from  beyond  t 
Atlantic,  or  out  of  our  own  soil,  they  find  it 
once  conducive  to  their  happiness,  conducive 
moral  order,,  to  the  good  or  society,  and  to  t 
perpetuity  of  Government;  this  is  the  comm 
law,  which  chastises  guilt  and  protects  innocen 
and  to  this  they^are  attached. 

Mr.  Bacon  asked  whether  any  prosecution 
had  been  commenced  in  the  State  of  Coonectic 
in  any  other  manner  than  by  indictment  ? 

Mr.  Dana.— Certainly  noL 

Mr.  Gold  made  some  observations  upon  t 
duty  of  an  Attorney  General.  He  said  that  th 
officer  looked  to  the  jury  for  facts ;  but,  if  lai 
combined  with  fact,  they  were  bound  to  look 
him  for  their  guide.  In  offences  against  the  po 
lie  peace,  they  wanted  no  guide  but  their  own  ey 
and  ears;  indictments  for  such  offences  flow^ 
from  the  grand  jury  alone,  from  their  own  coi 
viction ;  but,  when  otherwise,  that  officer  w 
immediately  referred  to.  Having  had  occasia 
to  observe  something  in  relation  to  the  coun 
which  had  been  pursued  in  cases  of  crimia 
prosecutions,  Mr.  G,  said,  he  had  thought  prow 
to  state  thus  much.  He  noticed  another  observ 
tion  made  by  a  gentleman  from  Massachuseci 
([Mr.  Bacon,^  in  relation  to  the  prosecutions  ba 
ing  been  produced  from  the  peculiar  soil  of  Co 
necticut.  In  repelling  this  remark,  ifj  indee 
there  were  anything  to  be  repelled  in  it,  it  w 
proper  to  observe  tuat,  when  a  question  of  jii 
tice,  especially  of  thAt  kind  to  be  obtained  l 
prosecution,  was  brought  before  the  House,  nod 
ing  could  be  more  unfortunate  than  for  a  momej 
to  connect  it  with  party.  Justice,  Mr.  G.  sail 
had  a  nobler  view ;  it  defied  such  weapons.  I^ 
conceived  the  public  justice  of  the  country  I 
have  been  wounded,  and  that  the  wound  was  ^ 
gravated  when  it  was  carried  on  the  narrows 
theatre  of  politics.  He  thought  it  peculiarly  a 
fortunate^  not  oiily  as  respected  the  reputation 
the  Administration^  but  as  respected  the  expeos 
that  of  six  or  eight  prosecutions,  the  whoj 
should  have  fallen  to  the  ground,  without  one  | 
them  having  been  put  to  an  issue.  After  all,  j 
the  persons  implicated  wereguilty,arod  had  be^ 
held  over  them,  which h«d  never  fallen;  and, 
innocent,  a  great  expense  had  been  incurred,  ai| 
it  was  ri^ht,  at  least,  that  they  should  have  a 
opportunity,  before  a  jurv  of  their  countrv.  to  \ 
compensated.  It  seem^«  he  said,  that  the  p^ 
sons  prosecuted  had  been  defended,  and  he  b^ 
no  donbt,  well  defended.  He  believed  that  ju| 
tice  demanded  that  their  expenses,  in  consj 
quence  of-  the  prosecutions,  should  be  refund^ 
to  them. 

Mr.  Troup  said  that  he  was  so  sensibly  alive  \ 
whatever  might  directly  or  indirectly  affect  tli 
reputation  of  the  late  President  of  the  Uoit^ 
States,  that  he  could  not  forbear  expressing  ^ 
hope  that,  whatever  might  be  done,  directly  < 
indirectly,  affecting  his  character,  might  be  i 
done  that  the  truth,  and  ail  the  truth,  intelatia 
to  it,  might  be  in  possession  of  the  House.  If  1] 
had  understood  the  gentleman  from  Connection 
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eorreetlj,  be  had  declared  himself  ignoraBt  what 
wu  the  natare  of  the  prosecutions  directed  to  be 
JDstitQted.  He  cooceived  the  inquiry  to  be  im- 
portant, not  only  As  to  what  was  the  nature  of  the 
irosccations,  hot,  as  to  the  fact  whether  the  pros- 
ieations  were  directed  to  be  instituted,  and  by 
rfaom  they  were  so  directed. 

Mr.  Dana  observed,  in  ezplaoation,  that  it  was 
opposed,  in  the  State  of  Connecticut,  that  the 
ffosecQtions  were  produced  by  the  influence  of 
he  tdmiDistration  of  the  United  States ;  that  he 
limself  doubted  the  correctness  of  that  opinion. 
Fhe  fact  had  been  known,  two  sessions  aga  for 
it  had  then  mentioned  it  to  an  officer  of  the 
jOTerament,  who,  when  it  was  mentioned,  ap- 
Ktrfd  at  that  time  to  hare  been  entirely  igno- 
rant of  it. 

Mr.  Troup  said  he  was  happy  at  the  ezplana- 
tioD  of  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut ;  and  he, 
IS  be  was  snre  the  House  did  also,  felt  indebted 
lohim  for  the  liberality  which  he  had  displayed. 
It  vas  important  to  understand  oh  what  ground 
ht  proseeutions  bad  been  commenced  ;  if  upon 
le  common  law  doctrine  of  libel,  and  the  prose- 
ntioos  were  criminal,  the  defendant  was  precis- 
led  from  giving  the  truth,  in  evidence;  but  if 
tbey  were  actions  for  libellous  or  slanderous 
vords  spoken,  even  by  the  common  law  doctrine 
sf  England,   the  defendants  were  permitted  to 

g're  the  troth  of  the  words  so  spoken  in  evidence, 
therefore  resulted  as  material  to  the  inquiry,  to 
bow  not  only  what  was  the  nature  of  the  prose- 
cQticDs,  but  by  what  authority  they  had  been  in- 
nitQted.  On  that  account,  he  moved  to  amend 
the  motion,  so  as  to  inquire  not  only  by  what  au- 
ihority  the  actions  had  been  instituted,  but  who 
were  (he  institutors  of  these  actions. 

Mr.  Randolph  said^  he  had  no  objection  to  the 
imeudment.    His  object  was  to  come  at  the 
troth,  to  do  justice,  and  secure  the  liberty  of  the 
eitizen;  and,  if  that  was  done,  it  was  perfectly 
iDdifiTereot  to  him  by  whom  it  was  done,  or  who 
bd  the  credit  of  it,  whose  reputation  was  tar- 
aished.  or  whose  brightened  by  it.    One  thing  he 
beWf  that  he  would  never  attack  the  reputation 
of  any  man  bv  any  indirect  mode;  and,  be  con- 
eeired,  it  would  become  theduty  of  the  Commit- 
tK  to  sift  into  the  particulars.    With  respect  to 
letioDs  for  slander  commenced  in  the  Federal 
eoQrts  of  the  United  States,  in  which  the  defend- 
lat  was  permitted  to  put  in  the  dangerous  plea  of 
iostification,  he  never  heard  of  any,  nor  did  he 
Kliere  there  was  an  instance,  in  which  they  had 
been  instituted.     He  spoke,  in  the  resolution  be- 
fore the  House,  of  prosecutions  at  common  law 
f<>r  libel.    On  what  species  of  plea  could  the 
Federal  court  get  jurisdiction  of  a  ease  of  that 
ttture  between  the  two  parties  ?    As  he  under- 
stood the  Constitution,  Mr.  R.  said,  the  circuit 
eoart  had  no  such  jurisdiction.    They  might  as 
veil  attempt  to  pnnish  murder,  because  the  man 
^led,  lived  in  one  State,  and  the  murderer  in  a 
^ifierent  State.    Even  the  gentleman  from  Dela- 
v^re  (Mr.  Bayaro)  had  never  pushed  his  argu- 
ment to  the  length  that  Federal  courts  had  eogni- 
ziDce  of  murder  or  felony  committed  within  Che 


inrisdictibn  of  the  State  courts.  He,  therefore, 
had  no  kind  of  reference  to  actions  of  slander,  in 
the  resolution,  and  he  assured  his  friend  from 
Georgia  (Mr.  Troup)  that  he  should  feel  a  pleas- 
ure not  much  inferior  to  his,  at  seeing  the  repu- 
tation of  the  party  involved,  whomsoever  tnat 
girty  might  be,  the  late  President  of  the  United 
tates,  the.  District  Attorney,  or  the  District 
Judge,  rescued  froon  any*  imputation  which,  what 
had  fallen  from  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut 
f  Mr.  Dana)  at  the  last  session,  might  have  a  ten- 
dency to  cast  upon  it.  Mr.  R.  here  most  solemn- 
ly avowed,  that  the  mention  made  of  thissubject 
by  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut,  at  the  last 
session,  was  the  first  time  that  he  ever  had  what 
he  deemed  creditable  evidence  of  the  fact,  ^e 
had,  indeed,  seen  intimations  of  the  kind  in  the 
newspapers ;  but,  on  inquiring  if  they  were  true, 
he  had  been  told  that  they  were  Federal  lies ;  and. 
accordingly,  he  had  set  them  down  as  Federal 
lies ;  he  meant  of  the  editors  of  the  Federal  news- 
papers; for,  indeed,  it  was  known  that  newspa- 
pers were  not  confined  to  the  truth,  and  that  those 
people  in  the  United  States  who  could  afford  to 
take  but  one  paper,  or  whose  prejudice  was  so 
strong  that  they  would  read  but  one  side  of  the 
question,  stood  but  little  chance  of  knowing  the 
real  state  of  affairs. 

Mr.  R.  stated  the  circumstances  under  which 
he  had  moved  an  inquiry  into  the  conduct  of 
Samuel  Chase,  as  being  similar  to  those  under 
which  he  moved  the  present  inquiry.  When  the 
fact  had  been  started  by  the  gentleman  from  Con- 
necticut at  the  last  session,  he  said,  he  had  been 
astonished  that  it  had  created  so  little  ynsation 
in  the  House  or  in  the  nation.  If  he,  a  Repre- 
sentative of  the  nation,  who  had  an  opportunity 
of  seeing  various  publications  and  having  access 
to  various  information  which  others  had  not,  was 
until  then  ignorant  of  the  fact,  was  it  not  possi- 
ble, nay,  more  than  probable,  that  the  great  knass 
of  the  American  people  were,  at  the  moment  he 
was  speaking,  in  perfect  ignorance  of  the  fact  ? 
If  we  arc  to  preserve  our  Republic  pure,  said  Mr. 
R.,  we  must  often  recur  to  fundamental  princi- 
ples, look  frequently  over  our  file  of  precedents, 
and  expunge  those  which  are  not  salutary,  and 
those  especially  which  we  find 'to  be  unconstitu- 
tional ;  especially,  we  should  draw  the  pen  over 
all  made  in  hard  and  unconstitutional  times. 
With  regard  to  one  observation  made  by  the  gen- 
tleman from  Connecticut,  that  he  wishes  his  con- 
stituents to  have  no  other  law  of  libel  or  of  jus- 
tice than  that  which  they  find  under  the  sedition 
act,  viz :  the  privilege  of  giving  the  truth  in  evi- 
dence, I  will  remark  that^  however  proper  this 
principle  mi^bt  be  in  a  smglt  integral  govern- 
ment, it  varies  when  we  apply  it  to  a  Federal 
Government,  exercising  only  certain  specified 
powers,  and  having  an  aspect  principally  to  for- 
eign affairs.  To  what  purpose  does  the  Consti- 
tution declare  that  Congress  shall  make  no  law 
abridging  the  freedom  of  the  press,  if  Congress 
can  make  laws,  such  as  the  sedition  law,  or,  if  the 
courts  can  entertain  prosecutions  at  common  law 
for  libels?    That  there  should  be  power  on  this 
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subject  somewhere  is  one  thing;  but  that  the 
General  Government  should  possess  that  power, 
which,  however  inherent  in  an  integral  govern* 
ment,  is  denied  to  that  government  by  the  Con- 
stitution, is  another  thing.    It  was  a  weapon 
wielded  with  great  force  against  us  at  the  tim«of 
the  discussion  on  the.  sedition  law,  that  men  who 
told  seditious  lies  ought  to  be  liable  to  punish- 
ment ;  and,  I  suppose,  sir,  the  difference  was  not 
perceived  between  the  men  who  wrote  libels  be- 
ing liable  to  punishment,  and  their  being  subject 
to  punishment  in  the  Federal  courts.    The  ques- 
tion was  not  whether  there  should  not  be  a  pun- 
ishment for  libels,  but  whether  the  Government 
of  ^e  United  States  had  or  could  have,  agreea- 
blv  to  the  Constitution,  any  law  of  libel.    Mr.  R. 
asKed  of  the  House,  if  it  was  not  now  right  to 
reform  the  abuses  which  had  taken  place,  to  set 
about  the  work.    An  attempt  had  been  made  in 
the  other  House,  and  failed,  like  an  attempt  to 
promote  economy  and    enforce  accountability. 
You  know  very  well,  said  Mr.  R.,  that  there  were 
many  of  us,  and  I  was  one,  who  thought  that,  at 
the  commencement 'of  Mr.  Jefferson's  adminis- 
tration, it  would  be  proper  for  us  to  pass  a  sort  of 
declaratory  act  on  the  subject  of  the  sedition  law, 
something  analogous  to  Mr.  Fox's  celebrated  d«- 
claratory  bill  on  the  subject  of  libels,  which  did 
not  so  much  enact  a  new  law  as  declare  that 
Lord  MansGeM's  law  was  not  law — but,  on  this 
subject,  as  well  the  reduction  of  the  Army  be-, 
low  its  then  standard,  as  on  some  others,  I  had 
the  honor  (or  dishonor  as  some  might  esteem  it) 
to  be  in  the  minority.    I  had  thought  that  we 
ought  tq  have  returned  the  fines  of  all  those  who 
suffered  under  the  law ;  that  we  should  have  fol- 
lowed the  example  of  that  precedent  which  re- 
scinded all  the  resolutions  in  relation  to  the  Mid- 
dlesex election ;  that  we  should  have  made  whole, 
as  far  as  in  our  power,  the  persons  who  came  un- 
der the  lash  of  that  law.    But,  you  know  that  it 
was  said  that  we  came  in  as  reformers ;  that  we 
should  not  do  too  much;  that  we  should  ^o  on 
by  little  and  little ;  that  we  should  fire  minute- 
guns,  I  think  was  the  expression;  which  produced 
no  other  effect,  that  I  ever  found,  than  the  keep- 
ing up  a  spirit  pf  irritation,  which  might  have 
been,  and  ought  to  have  been  long  ago  allayed.  I 
would  have  acted  in  that  case,  as,  I  presume,  the 
master  of  a  family  would  act  if  offended  by  his 
children  ;  I  would  first  have  punished,  and  then 
forgot — and  it  is  in  this  manner  alone  that  a  State 
or  family  can  be  kept  in  due  subjection  to  the 
father  of  that  State  or  family,  without,  at  the 
same  time,  having  their  confidence  impaired.  But 
if  the  father  will  not  punish,  but  will  continue  to 
remember  the  fault,  he  alienates  the  child.    If  he 
will  continue  to  twit  him  in  the  teeth  with  his 
wrong  doings,  he  must  count  upon  losing  his  con- 
fidence.   It  is  better  to  ffive  him  his  due,  and  then 
forget  that  he  has  offended,  and  reinstate  him  in 
his  affections.    I  am  sorry  to  have  said  so  much, 
sir,  but  I  owed  it  to  myself.    Among  the  differ- 
ent charges  which  have  been  made  against  roe, 
one  was  that  I  had  no  projects — no  profects,  I 
tfainkj  was  the  term.    I  trust  that^  before  the  seB> , 


sion  is  ended,  I  shall  satisfy  the  House  that  I  a^ 
at  least  as  full  of  projects  aa  they  could  hai 
wished  me  to  be. 

Mr.  Troup  said  that  the  gentleman  from  Viii 
nia  was  wholly  mistaken  in  his  ideas,  for  be,  J 
T.,  was  no  less  friendly  to  the  motion  than  i 
gentleman  from  Virginia  himself;  and,  as  torn 
tives,  he  had  do  hesitation  in  declaring  that 
believed  those  of  the  gentleman  to  be  pore  ai 
worthy  as  those  of  any  man,  and  that  the  gen 
man  was  utterly  incapable  of  making  a  dishooi 
attack  on  any  man.  But  I  wish  the  gentleman 
understand  the  dtsiinction  which  I  took,  said 
T.,  and  remark  the  obvious  difference  whi 
might  result  from  the  mode  in  which  theinqaii 
was  to  be  conllucted.  If^  after  a  certain  mode, 
might  lead  to  this  result:  that  the  President  i 
the  United  States  had  instructed  the  District  A 
tornev  to  institute  criminal  prosecutions  trnd 
the  Knglish  commou  law  doctrine  against  a  cit 
zeo  for  th6  purpose  of  oppression ^  while  the  d 
fendant  was  prevented  from  giving  in  evidence  tl 
truth  of  his  words  or  writings.  In  such  a  case, 
have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  I  would  considi 
the  President  giving  such  an  order  as  not  onj 
highly  censurable,  but  as  meriting  an  impeac 
ment,  as  guilty  of  high  crime  and  misdemeani^ 
But  if  a  di&rent  result  should  convince  me  th^ 
so  far  from  being  directed  by  the  President  of  tb 
United  States,  tne  prosecution;?  were  made  hj  tij 
mere  voluntary  motion  of  the  District  Attorn 
the  criminality  would  not  rest  with  the  Prestd 
of  the  United  States,  but  with  the  District  Att 
«iey;  but  more  especially  if  not  only  unauthoriz^ 
but  unsanctioned. 

Mr.  Randolph  observed  that  he  had  not 
that  he  suspected  this  or  that  man.    If  bis  a 
impression  was  worth  anything,  he  did  not 
iieve  that  any  direction  on  this  subject  had 
given  by  the  late  President  of  the  United  Stat 
But  this  was  his  mere  belief;  and  it  was  iopoasj 
ble  to  say  where  the  blame  rested. 

Mr.  PiTEiM  said  he  rose  not  to  enter  into 
discussion,  but  to  state  a  fact  which  had  not  be 
mentioned.  Reference  has  been  made  to  t 
grand  jury  and  the  district  attorney,  said  Mr 
and  the  gentleman. from  Massachusetts  seems 
suppose  that  the  district  attorney  is  the  mei 
agent  of  the  ^rand  jury.  Whauever  is  the  la 
on  this  point  is  totailjr  immaterial  at  present;  tl 
gentleman,  however,  is  mistaken  as  to  the  orig^ 
of  these  suits.  I  understand  the  fact  to  have  be^ 
that  the  district  judge,  who  was  appointed  undi 
the  late  Administration,  was  sole  acting  ju^?^^ 
the  court  in  consequence  of  the  absence  of  to 
other  judse.  In  his  charge  to  the  mnd  jury  h 
particularly  called  their  attention  to  libellous  pQl 
lications  aaainst  the  Government  of  the  Unite 
States.  That  charge  was  printed  in  oneofth 
newspapers  of  that  State ;  in  that  one,  I  belierj 
in  which  the  laws  of  the  United  States  are  printM 
In  consequence  of  what  was  delivered  to  tb 
grand  jury,  they  took  the  subject  into  considen 
tion  and  made  the  presentments.  I  mereljr  stal 
this,  as  the  fact. 

A  motion  was  now  made  by  Mr.  Qholso*  ^ 
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Bsert  the  word  *^erimiiial'' before  the  word  '^pros- 
nitioos"  ia  the  resolution,  which  produced  a 
bultory  debate  of  more  than  ao  hour  oq  the 
mersof  the  Federal  and  State  couru,  turning 
kieflf  OQ  ihe  construction  of  the  words  of  the 
irst  part  of  the  2d  section  of  the  3d  article  of  the 
^astitmioQ  of  the  United  States.  Messrs.  J.  G. 
ACK50H,  Randolph,  Gholson,  Love,  and  Nel- 
u^  partook  of  the  debate ;  in  the  course  of  which 

Mr.  Tallmadge  aook  occasion  to  quote  the 
MraalS}  to  show  that  several  motions  oxvthe  sub- 
ect  of  those  prosecutions  had  been  made  in  this 
kttse  in  January,  1807;  and  he  observed,  that 
lienhis)  how  any  gentleman  in  public  life  could 
0  this  day  have  remained  ignorant  of  the  fact,  was 
0  kirn  astonishing.  He  expressed  himself  highly 
ikued  that  this  subj^ect  was  at  length  taken  m^ 
ad  hoped  thai  oo  de^f  would  oMract>an  in- 
fnff  or  preveat  the  passage  of  a  law  for  the  pro- 
neboQ  of  the  citiseo  in  fature. 

Mr.  GflOLaoiv  'withdrew  his  motion  to  insert 
he  word  '^criminal ;"  and  the  motion  was  agreed 
bUDBnlmoosly,  by  yeas  and  nays,  134  voting  in 
b  affirmative. 

Mr.  Randolph,  Mr.  Holland,  Mr.  Dana,  Mr. 
loTARD,  and  Mr.  TracTj  were  appointed  a  com- 
litiee.  pursuant  to  the  said  resolution. 

Mr.  Randolph  then  laid  on  the  table  the  fol* 
Mriag  resolution : 

Rooked,  That  provision  ought  to  be  made,  by  law, 
9  team  the  right  to  an  impartial  jury,  in  all  esses, 
itfl  and  criminal,  maintained  in  the  eouits  of  the  Uoi- 
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Anoiher  m«nber  to  wit :  Robbrt  Wbaku^t, 
rom  TeoDessee,  appeaved,  produced  his  creden- 
iiif  was  qualified,  and  took  his  seat. 
Tite  Spbakbr  laid  before  the  Hoaae  a  letter 
btQ  the  Governor  of  the  State  of  Viiviata,  en* 
fesing  the  certifleAte  of  the  electiou  ofJoBN  G. 
hccsoa  to  aerve  aa  one  of  the  Representatives 
hthat  State  in  the  BleveiKh  Consreas  of  the 
hited  Statea ;  whieh  were  read,  and  referred  to 
be  Committee  of  Elections. 
Oq  motion  of  Mr.  Moaaow,  the  Committee 
n  the  Poblie  Lands  were  directed  to  inqnire 
ibat  farther  oroviaion  is  necessary  to  be  made 
far  the  dispoeal  of  the  pnbUo  lands  in  the  Miasia- 
^  Territory,  ceded  by  the  Cherokees  and 
ttickasawa;  utd  that  they  report  by  bill  or 
Mberwise. 

Oa  iBotien-  of  Mr.  MoitROw, 
Badoed^  That  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands 
W  JDstnicted  to  inqoire  into  the  expediency  of 
«Uoriziog  the  appointment  of  an  agents  whese 
^r  it  shall  be  to  appear  before  the  Board  of 
^missioners  for  adiustiog  the  claims  to  land 
itbe  District  of  Kaskaskia,  in  behalf  of  the  Uni- 
^  Slates,  to  investigate  the  claims  for  lands,  and 
^oppose  ail  such  as  may  appear  to  be  fraadu- 
hi  aad  unfounded  ;  and,  also,  to  inouire  wbe- 
^  say.  and,  if  any,  what,  additional  compen- 
•&3iioDzht  to  be  allowed  the  said  Commission- 
^  tad  their  Clerk,  for  servioes  rendered  in  the 


year  one  thousand  eight  hoadred  and  eight ;  and 
that  the  committee  have  leave  to  report  by  bilji 
or  otherwise. 

Mr«  Love  presented  a  petition  of  sundry  in- 
habitants of  the  City  of  Washington,  praying  that 
a  company  be  incorporated  for  the  purpose  of 
opening  a  turnpike  road  from  the  City  of  Wash- 
ington to  the  boundary  of  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia, so  as  to  communicate  with  a  turnpike  road 
proposed  to  be  open  from  the  said  boundary  to ' 
the  city  of  Baltimore,  in  the  State  of  Maryland. — 
Referred  to  the  Committee  Tor  the  District  of 
Columbia. 

Mr.  McKrv  presented  a  memorial  of  the  man- 
ufacturers of  hats  in  the  city  of  Baltimoore,  to  the 
like  effect  with  a  memorial  of  the  manufaoturera 
of  hats  in  Fredericktown,  presented  on  the  twen- 
ty-fifth instant. — Referred  to  the  Committee  of 
Commerce 'and  Manufactures. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Van  Hobn,  the  Committee 
for  the  District  of  Columbia  were  instructed  to 
inquire  what  amendments  are  necessary  in  the 
act  concerning  the  District  of  Columbia. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Randolph, 

Ordered^  That  the  Committee  of  the  whole 
House  00  the  atate  of  the  Union,  to  whom  waa 
committed  on  the  twenty-fourth  instant,  a  reso- 
lution proposed  by  Mr.  Randolph  for  immedi- 
ately disbanding  the  troops  raised  by  virtue  of 
"  An  act  to  raise,  for  a  limited  time,  an  additional 
military  force,"  and  for  applying  any  balance 
of  appropriation  remaining  unexpended  in  rela- 
tion to  the  same^  and  any  unexpended  balance  of 
appropriation  for  gunboats,  towards  arming  and 
equipping  the  whole  body  of  the  militia  of  the 
United  States,  be  discharged  from  the  considera- 
tion thereof;  and  that  the  same  be  referred  to  the 
committee  last  appoiaied. 

PRESIDENT'S  MESSAGE. 

The  House  then  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  on  the  state  of  the  Union ; 
and,  after  some  time  spent  therein,  the  Com- 
mittee rose  and  reported  the  following : 

1.  Reaolvid,  That  so  much  of  the  Message  of  the 
President  of  the  United  States  as  respects  onr  rela* 
tions  with  foreign  nations,  be  refiBrred  to  a  select  com- 
mittee. 

8.  Assolpetf,  That  so  mn^  of  the  Message  of  tile 
President  of  the  United  States  as  relates  to  a  revision 
of  our  commerdal  laws,  lor  the  purpose  of  protecting 
and  ibatering  the  manufactorea  of  the  United  Stales, 
be  rsfiemd  to  the  Coasmitlee  of  Ceounereeand  Maa« 
uftctans. 

8.  Retohedt  That  so  much  of  the  Message  of  the 
President  of  the  United  States  as  relates  to  the  modi- 
fications of  the  Militaty  and  Naval  Establishments 
of  the  United  States,  be  referred  to  a  select  committee. 

4.  lUsohed,  That  so  much  of  the  Message  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States  as  relates  to  the  fortifi- 
ealbn  of  our  seaport  town%  be  referred  to  a  select 
committee. 

6.  JRe§olvedt  That  so  much  of  the  Message  from  the 
Praaident  of  the  United  Slates  as  relates  to  the  lev- 
enueand  sapendituresof  the  United  States,  be  reieRed 
to  the  Committae  of  Ways  and  Means. 

The  House  proceeded  to  consider  the  said  reso- 
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latioDs ;   and,  the  same  being  again  read,  were 
agreed  to  by  the  Hou»e. 

Mr.  John  G.  Jackson,  Mr.  Macon,  Mr.  Tho- 
mas MooRE,  Mr.  MosELY,  Mr.  Q^uiNcir,  Mr. 
Troup,  Mr.  Johnson,  Mr.  Fisk,  and  Mr.  An- 
derson, were  appointed  a  committee,  pursuant 
to  the  first  resolution. 

Mr.  CuTTs,  Mr.  Bassbtt,  Mr.  Milnor.  Mr. 
Sawyer,  Mr.  Hale,  Mr.  John  Brown,  and  Mr. 
Sage,  were  appointed  a  committee,  pursuant  to 
the  third  resolution. 

Mr.  BuRWELL,  Mr.  Key,  Mr.  Kennedy,  Mr. 
OsoROB  Smith,  Mr.  Peter  B.  Porter,  Mr. 
Gardner,  and  Mr.  William  Chamberlin,  were 
appointed  a  committee,  pursuant  ta  the  fourth 
resolution. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Randolph, 

Ordered,  That  the  committee  this  day  ap- 
pointed on  so  much  of  the  Message  of  the  Pres- 
ident of  the  United  States  as  relates  to  the  modifi- 
cations of  the  Military  and  Naral  Establishments 
of  the  United  States,  be  discharged  from  the  con- 
sideration of  that  part  of  the  subject  referred  to 
them  which  relates  to  the  modifications  of  the 
MiiitarY  Establishment ;  and  that  the  same  be 
referred  to  Mr.  Nelson,  Mr.  Dawson,  Mr.  Cham- 
pion, Mr.  Lyon,  Mr.  Taylor,  Mr.  Liyermore, 
and  Mr.  Franklin,  to  consider  and  report 
thereon. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  J.  G.  Jackson,  the  letter  and 
report  yesterday  received  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Nay^  were  referred  to  the  committee  this  day 
appointed  on  so  much  of  the  Message  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States  as  relates  to  the 
Military  and  Na?al  Establishments. 

GUNBOATS. 

Mr.  Pitkin  obserred  that  by  a  report  received 
yesterday  from  the  Navy  Department,  the  House 
were  informed  of  the  state  and  condition  of  most 
of  the  frigates  and  other  armed  vessels  of  the 
United  States.  The  House  had  heretofore,  from 
calls  made  on  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  infor- 
mation laid  before  them  of  the  expense  ot  build- 
ing and  repairing  these  frigates  and  other  armed 
vessels;  but  never,  to  his  recollection,  had  any 
statement  from  the  Department  of  the  expense 
of  building  the  gunboats,  or  any  account  oftheir 
actual  expense  while  in  service,  been  laid  before 
them.  Various  eatitnatea  had  been  made  of  their 
expense  while  in  service,  but  the  House  never 
had  before  them  any  statement  of  the  CKtual  eov 
pefi^e.  For  the  purpose  of  obtaining  this  infor- 
mation, he  asked  leave  to  move 

«  That  the  SecreUry  of  the  Navy  be  directed  to  lay 
before  the  House  a  statement  of  the  number  of  gun- 
boats which  have  been  built,  and  the  expense  of  build- 
ing the  same ;  sJso  of  the  number  employed  in  actual 
service,  the  time  they  have  beeii  employed,  and  their 
expense  while  in  actual  service." 

This  motion,  after  some  conversation  between 
Messrs.  Dawson,  Dana,  Pitkin,  Lyon,  Baoon, 
and  W.  Alston,  was  agreed  to  without  a  divi- 
aion. 


VOTE  OF  APPROBATION. 

Mr.  Randolph  said  that  for  the  last  eight  yeai 
or  thereabouts  an  alteration  had  taken  place  I 
the  manner  of  doing  business  at  the  commence 
ment  of  each  session  of  Congress.  He  said  li 
recollected  when  the  first  Congress  under  the  A^ 
ministration  of  Mr.  Jefferson  had  met  at  this  plaei 
instead  of  Congress  being  opened  as  heretofof 
by  the  President  in  person  and  by  a  speech,  a  do( 
in  these  words  had  been  received  by  the  Speske 
enclosing  a  Message  from  the  President: 

«  DicBXaam  8,  1801. 
"  8ia :  The  circumstances  under  which  we  find  os 
selves  at  this  place  rendering  inconvenient^  the  mo^ 
heretofore  practised,  of  making  by  penonal  addrendl 
fint  communications  between  the  Legiriative  and  E 
centime  branches,  I  have  adopted  that  by  Meamgef  \ 
need  on  all  subsequent  occasions  ■  through  the  sesnol 
In  doing  this  I  have  had  a  principal  regard  to  the  cot 
venience  of  the  Legislatuiey  to  the  economy  of  thi 
time,  to  their  relief  from  the  embarrassment  of  imin 
diate  answers  on  subjects  not  yet  fiilly  before  them,  u 
to  the  benefits  thence  resulting  to  the  public  sffiaii 
Trusting  that  a  procedure  founded  in  these  motiTi 
will  meet  their  approbation,  I  beg  leave  through  joi 
sir,  to  communicate  the  endoeed  Message,"  dec. 

It  is  unnecessary,  I  believe,  (said  Mr.  R.)  1 
state  that  the  hint  contained  in  the  Message  thi 
no  answer  was  to  be  expected,  was  taken  by  tl 
House;  and  from  that  day  no  answers  have  bef 
given  to  the  Messages  of  the  President  at  theopn 
ning  of  Congress.  It  would  ill  become  me,  si, 
who  so  highly  approved  then,  and  who  i 
highly  approve  now  the  change  introduced  I 
communicating  to  the  two  Houses  by  messa^ 
instead  of  by  speech,  to  saj  anything  that  mid 
imply  a  disapprobation  of  iL  I  like  it,  sir.  1 
tell  the  truth;  the  style  of  communicating  by  spee< 
was  more  in  the  style  of  the  opening  of  the  Britii 
Parliament  by  the  King.  I  therefore  like  tl 
mode  of  communication  by  message.  But  I  a 
not  so  clear,  though  we  were  then  balf-ri^ht,  tbi 
we  were  wholly  r^ht;  though  on  this  subject  I  < 
not  mean  to  give  a  definite  opinion.  No  man  a 
turn  over  the  journals  of  thenrst  six  Congresses 
the  United  States  without  being  sickened,  fair 
sickened  with  the  adulation  often  replied  by  tb 
Houses  of  Congress  to  the  President's  comroun 
cation.  But  nevertheless  the  answer  to  an  a 
dress,  although  that  answer  might  finally  coota 
the  most  exceptionable  passages,  was  in  fact  t 
greatest  opportunity  which  the  opposition  to  i 
measures  ot  the  Administration  had  of  canvassii 
and  sifting  its  measures ;  and,  in  my  mind,  wbi 
ever  goes  to  take  away  this  opportunity,  goes 
far  to  narrow  down  the  rights  of  the  minority 
opposition,  commonly  so  called,  and  in  fact 
enlar^  the  rights  of  the  majority  and  the  Admi 
istration  party  so  called ;  and  I  beg  leave  not 
be  understood  as  speaking  of  the  state  of  parti 
at  this  time,  but  of  that  vvhich  has  always  exist< 
This  opportunity  of  discussion  of  the  answer 
an  address,  however  exceptionable  the*addn 
might  be  when  it  had  received  the  last  seasonii 
for  the  Presidential  palate,  did  afford  the  best  c 
portunity  to  take  a  review  of  the  measures  of  t 
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AdmiDistrmtion,  to  eaorass  them  fulljr  and  fairly, 
vithoot  there  being  any  queatioo  raised  whether 
l^e  geDtlemen  was  in  order  or  aot ;  and  I  believe 
[be  time  spent  in  caovassiog  the  answer  to  a 
neeeh  was  at  least,  as  well  spent  as  a  great  deal 
tuc  we  hare  expended  since  we  discontinued  the 
practice.  I  do  not  say  that  any  answer  is  proper 
or  ought  to  be  given ,  but  I  do  believe  that  when 
this  Honse  goes  into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
Mthe  state  of  the  Union,  it  is  for  purposes  a  little 
more  elevated  than  to  dissect  the  Message  of 
liie  President  of  the  United  States,  or  to  strip  it 
Dp  and  transfer  it  to  select  and  standing  com- 
niitees.  If  that  be  the  whole  object  of  going 
into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  state  of 
the  Union,  I  can  see  no  reason  for  having  any  such 
committee,  nor  Tvhy  the  Message  should  not  be 
taken  in  the  first  instance,  dissected  by  the  knife 
of  the  operator  most  in  the  fashion  of  the  day,  and 
referred  to  different  committees.  And  it  has  a 
leodeocy  to  cast  a  sort  of  ridicule  on  our  proceed- 
iDgs,when  this  august  assembly  resolves  itself 
into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  state  of 
the  Union,  and  resolves  that  the  Message  shall  be 
referred  to  such  and  such  committees ;  and  would 
iadoce  shallow  observers  to  believe  that  in  fact 
tbere  is  little  or  no  use  for  such  a  committee.  But 
whatever  may  be  my  opinion  on  the  subject  of 

Sening  the  two  Houses  by  message,  I  do  think 
at  there  are  occasions,  and  that  this  is  one,  on 
which  it  behooves  this  assembly  to  express  its  opin- 
ioQ  on  the  state  of  public  affairs.  I  will  not  recall  to 
four  recollection,  sir,  because  perhaps,  and  most 
probably  it  passed  over  your  mind  without  making 
aay  impression,  that  sometime  during  the  last  ses- 
aoQ  of  Congress^  I  stated  tha(  if  the  gentleman  in 
w^ose  hand  the  reins  of  Government  were  about 
lo  be  placed  did  not  even  tolerably  perform  the 
task  assigned  to  him,  some  allowance  ought  to  be 
Bade  for  the  state  in  which  he  found  the  nation. 
And,  sir.  when  I  see  the  situation  of  the  country 
»  materially  changed  for  the  better,  am  I  and  is 
titis  House  to  sit  still  and  regard  it  but  as  news- 
paper talk  of  the  day,and  express  no  opinion  on  it? 
iod  what  isoor  opinion?  It  iseiiher  in  approbation 
ar  disapprobation  of  the  eondnet  of  the  Executive. 
b  my  opinion  it  is  due  to  the  Executive  that  he 
kve  an  expression  of  sentiment  on  this  subjecL 
la  the  part  of  the  country  in  which  I  live,  dinners 
have  been  eiven,  feasts  have  been  held,and  the  song 
isd  toast  have  passed,  round  in  commemoration 
of  the  event :  and  is  this  House  to  be  insensible, 
tad  to  leave  the  President  of  the  United  States 
a  ignorance  or  doubt  whether  his  conduct  has  or 
Us  not  received  the  sanction  of  their  approbation? 
Or  is  he  to  get  that  information  from  inofficial 
loarces  ?  I  hope  not.  I  hope  he  will  get  it  from 
sarsdves.    I  therefore  move  you — 

"  Thst  the  piomptitade  and  frankness  with  which 
'<^  Preodent  of  the  United  States  has  met  the  over- 
(e«s  of  the  Government  of  Great  Britain,  towards  the 
lotoxmtion  of  hannonj  and  free  commercial  interoonrse 
IrtweeD  the  two  nations,  meets  the  approbation  of  this 

Mr.  Fi3CDLBT  said  that  this  proposition  contem- 
pUted  a  novelty  in  the  legislative  proceedings  of 


this  country.  Where  would  it  end  i(  the  House 
were  now  to  make  a  solemn  resolution  approving 
of  the  conduct  of  the  President  ?  The  answer 
returned  to  the  speech  of  the  King  in  monarchical 
Governments  committed  the  House  making  it  to 
all  that  was  contained  in  it.  The  practice  in  this 
country  had  been  long  considered  an  evil ;  indeed 
he  thought  he  could  show  h^  the  journals  one 
instance  in  which  the  discussion  of  a  single  sec- 
tion in  an  answer  occupied  the  House  fourteen  or 
fifteen  days.  It  was  a  practice,  too,  which  intro- 
duced at  the  very  opening  of  the  session  all  that 
irritation  that  commonly  arose  in  the  course  of  a 
session.  Mr.  F.  said  he  supposed  there  was  not  a 
member  in  the  House  but  dio  approve  of  the  Pre- 
sident's exercise  of  the  authority  vested  in  him. 
He  presumed  that  they  approved  equally  also  of 
the  same  offer  heretofore  made  to  the  Court  of 
London.  If  the  House  were  to  approbate  the 
conduct  of  one  President,  they  must  approbate 
that  of  others ;  and  the  conduct  of  the  different 
Administrations  under  the  Constitution  might  he 
brought  into  view.  Mr.  F.  was  totally  against 
this  motion,  or  any  other  of  the  kind. 

Mr.  Dana  said  that  at  the  present  time  he  should 
certainly  not  be  for  adopting  the  resolution.  The 
adopting  it  at  this  time  would  certainly  not  comport 
witu  the  object  professed  by  the  mover,  which  he 
had  understood  to  be,  to  present  a  question  on 
which  there  might  be  a  general  view  of  the  con- 
duct of  the  Executive  in  relation  to  the  object 
in  question.  If  the  object  was  to  bring  up  the 
question  in  a  regular  form,  that  gentlemen  mi^ht 
express  themselves  fully  in  relation  to  our  affairs, 
it  was  very  proper  that  this  subject  should  be  dis- 
cussed in  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  state 
of  the  Union.  For  himself,  Mr.  D.  said  that  he 
thought  the  mode  of  answering  speeches  might 
do  very  well  in  such  a  Qovernment  as  this,  and 
whatever  might  be  said  of  economy  of  time,  by 
an  attention  to  the  actual  expense  it  would  be 
found  that  in  fact  very  little  time  was  lost  by  it. 
At  the  last  session  of  Congress  a  committee  had 
reported  a  resolution  to  which  there  was  but  two 
dissentients;  tlie  discussion  occupied  nearly  three 
weeks.  All  agreed  as  to  the  result,  but  gentle- 
men combated  each  other's  arguments.  And  un- 
doubtedly, Mr.  D.  said,  the  rapidity  with  which 
the  Message  was  shot  tarough  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  was  rather  a  farcical  piece  of  business — 
and,  indeed,  it  was  not  without  some  little  sur- 
prise that,  when  he  had  come  to  the  House  this 
morning,  he  found. the  whole  subject  disposed  of, 
If  he  had  a  convenient  opportunity,  Mr.  D.  said, 
he  should  have  no  objection  to  express  some  of 
his  opinions  on  points  in  the  conduct  of  the  Ad- 
ministration. Yet  he  was  not  certain  that  an  ab- 
stract proposition  of  this  kind  was  a  desirable  thing 
ta  be  adopted  ;  although  he  admitted  that  it  was 
desirable  that  there  should  be  some  mode  of  ex- 
pressing an  opinion  on  the  measures  adopted  by 
the  Executive  during  the  recess,  without  being 
narrowed  in  the  discussion  by  the  rules  of  order. 

Mr.  W.  Alston  said,  that  when  a  resolution 
like  the  one  proposed  was  presented  to  him,  the 
substance  of  which  met  his  approbation,  if  he  was 
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compenedto  vote  dircfctljr  upon  it,he  woald  mtber 
Tote  for  it  than  against  it.  But  if  it  were  the  ob- 
ject to  bring  before  the  House  a  discussion  upon 
the  Message  of  the  President,  and  to  return  an 
answer  to  his  Excellency's  most  gracious  Message, 
he  should  certainly  be  opposed  to  it.  If  ever  there 
had  been  one  particular  part  of  the  conduct  of  the 
fortner  Adminbtration  which  had  met  the  appro- 
bation of  the  Republicans  of  tbis  country  gene- 
rally, it  was  the  discontinuance  of  this  practice. 
The  result  of  the  alteration  was,  that  although 
more  was  done  dnring  the  sessions  of  the  Repub- 
lican Congresses,  they  terminated  them  three  or 
four  weeks  sooner  than  ever  had  been  done  be- 
fore. As  to  the  opportunity  which  the  answers 
afforded  for  delate,  could  anv  one  say  that  suffi- 
cient latitude  had  not  been  taken  in  debate?  Had 
not  gentlemen  even  called  others  by  name,  and 
introduced  every  subject  on  any  question  ?  Mr. 
A.  said  he  was  pleased  with  what  had  been  done, 
and  he  could  not  vote  that  he  was  not  pleased ; 
but  he  was  certainly  opposed  to  entering  into  a 
full  discussion,  at  the  opening  of  each  session,  of 
everything  which  was  to  come  under  the  consid- 
eration of  the  House.  If  they  were  to  take  up 
this  resolution,  they  might  as  well  take  some  ab- 
stract act  of  Mr.  Adams's,  he  being  still  living, 
and  discuss  his  political  life.  Washinoton,  at 
least  he  hoped,  having  departed  from  as,  would  be 
permitted  to  rest  in  peace. 

Mr.  Bacon  said,  that  with  other  gentlemen,  he 
could  not  but  reeret  that  this  proposition  had  been 
brought  forward.  If  he  were  brought  to  Tote 
npon  it.  he  need  not  tell  the  House  that  he  should 
cordially  vote  for  it ;  but  it  was  really  one  of  the 
last  observations  which  he  had  expected  to  have 
heard  from  any  gentleman  that  we  wanted  field 
for  debate.  He  had  thought  that  the  grievance 
■was  the  other  way ;  that  toe  cause  of  complaint 
was,  that  they  consumed  too  much  time  in  debate. 
He  said  he  should  certainly  vote  for  the  resolution, 
were  it  brought  to  a  direct  vote;  but,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  placing  before  the  House  the  view  of  the 
subject  which  he  entertained,  he  should  take  the 
liberty  to  move  an  amendment  to  it.  and  then 
moye  to  jkftr  it  to  a  Committee  of  toe  Whole. 
The  amendment  was  in  these  words,  proposed  to 
be  added  to  the  motion: — "And  furnishes  an  ad- 
'  ditional  proof  of  the  spirit  of  accommodation  on 
*  the  part  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States, 
^  which  has  at  no  time  been  intermitted." 

Mr.  J.  G.  Jackson  moTed  tha^the  whole  sub- 
ject be  postponed  indefinitely. 

Mr.  Randolph  said  that  as  an  indefinite  post- 
ponement was  considered  as  tantamount  to  a  re- 
jection— ^for  it  prevents  a  renewal  of  the  subject 
during  th«  session,  and  a  rejection  does  nothing 
more,  as  the  House  had  heretofore  had  a  woful 
experience  in  the  case  of  certain  rety  pertina- 
cious petitioners;  and,  as  he  was  afraid;  they 
would  again  have  from  a  certain  body  of  petitton- 
ersj  who,  he  presumed,  had  not  entirely  giyen  up 
their  hopes  of  quartering  themselves  on  the  pub- 
lic property — an  indefinite  postponement,  tnen, 
being  equivalent  to  a  rejection^  he  certainly  I 
iras  opposed  to  the  rejection  of  hiy  own  motion.  I 


He  could  not  have  believed  that  this  motk 
would  have  been  rejected  by  the  House,  thoQ| 
he  said  he  had  certainly  calculated  on  its  bei^ 
opposed  by  those  who  condemned  the  pronpj 
tude  and  frankness  with  which  the  President  hi| 
proceeded  to  restore,  as  far  as  depended  on  hi< 
the  intercourse  between  the  two  nations,  hi 
this  part  of  the  conduct  of  the  President  of  tl 
United  States,  said  Mr.  R.,  on  which  I  mean 
give  an  opinion — ^  By  the  President  of  the  Ui 
ted  States,  a  proclamation" — and  in  that  proei 
mation,  in  my  opinion,  he  has  deserved  well 
his  country.  I  ask  the  gentleman  from  Peoosi 
vania,  (Mr.  FindlbtJ  if  he  is  near  enough 
hear  me  in  this  Tast  room,  when  I  have  propos 
bringing  in  review  the  whole  measures  of  k 
mer  Admintstraiions ;  when  have  I  proposed  ( 
answer  to  au  address  to  the  two  Houses  ?  I  bt| 
poposed  no  such  thing,  sir,  although  my  moiu 
is  nearly  taiKa mount  to  it ;  because  it  so  bappei 
that  the  only  act  of  which  w^  have  aof  koov 
edge,  except  the  laying  up  the  eonboats  in  d 
dock,  which  I  also  most  cordially  approbate, 
this  very  thing.  Now,  I  have  not  the  slight! 
objection,  if  the  s^ntleman  chooses,  that  the  h(M 
orable  and  worthy  gentleman  from  Masssch! 
setts  should  insist  on  a  venire  on  the  conduct 
any  former  President  of  the  United  States,  bat 
beg  myself  to  be  exctised  from  serving  on  it.  i 
an  unqualified  juror,  I  choose  to  except  mysel 
for,  really,  as  to  one  of  those  Presidents,  his  e 
reer  does  not  yet  seem  to  be  finished.  It  woa 
seem  as  if  he  meditated  another  batch  of  mi 
night  judges,  and  another  midnight  retreat  fra 
the  Capitol.  '  I  do,  therefore,  except  to  mfself  i 
a  juror  as  to  him  or  any  other  President.  J 
mortuis  nil  mai  banum.  Agreed,  sir.  Let  tl 
f^ood  that  men  do  live  after  them,  and  the  evil  I 
interred  in  thehr  graves.  But,  I  would  ask  tl 
ffentleman  from  Connecticut,  and  the  gentlemt 
from  Pennsylvania,  also,  if  this  be  one  of  th< 
abstract  propositions?  How  abstraetj  I  pn 
you  ?  Or,  ir  it  be  one  of  those  unmeaning  pro 
ositions,  the  discussion  of  which  could  answer  i 
good  to  this  House  1  It  would  be  idle  in  us  nc 
to  be  trying  Mr.  Adams  on  the  merits  of  the  i 
ditiott  law,  the  eight  per  cent,  toans,  or  any  otb 
^uch  act.  It  would  answer  no  purpose;  and 
would  be  equally  idle  and  futile  to  pass  aay  opi 
ion  on  the  merits  or  demerits  of  the  first  four 
last  four  years  of  the  late  Adminisiratioo,  > 
this  plain  reason,  th«  question  bolts  upon  T( 
cut  bono?  What  earthly  good  can  result  fro 
it  1  But  is  that  the  case  in  relation  to  the  Eu 
utive,  on  whose  future  dispositions  rest  the  b| 
interests  of  this  nation  ?  Is  that  a  mere  idle  d 
cnssion  ?  And  is  it  come  to  this?  Is  this  Hon 
so  sunk  in  the  Bxecutive  opinion  (I  trust  D0t,ff 
I  abhor  the  idea,)  that  its  approbation  of  a  gre 
course  of  national  policy  is  to  pass  lor  no'^'^ 
is  to  have  no  influence  on  the  conduct  of  the  E 
ecutive  of  the  Uniteti  States  ?  This,  sir,  is  tskr 
hiffher  doctrive  than  was  ever  advanced  by  the 
who  wished  to  see  the  President  open  Parliarne 
by  a  speech  from  the  throne.  It  is  taking  hig< 
ground  than  the  Minister  of  that  conntry  fr< 
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rhich  the  precedent  was  derired.  The  weiffht 
ftbf  House  of  Commons  is  felt  too  sensioly 
bere  for  their  inclinations  not  to  be  sotinded  by 
totioDs  from  their  Chancellor  of  the  Excheqaer, 
Dd  their  members  of  oppasition,  in  relation  to 
le  great  coarse  of  foreign  afiairs.  And,  sir,  shall 
re  now  be  told  that  it  is  a  mere  matter  of  moon- 
kiue,  a  thing  of  do  moment,  whether  this  House 
Billy  does  approve  the  conduct  of  the  Adminis- 
atioD  of  the  Gk>vernment  of  the  United  States, 
r  disapproTes  it  ?  Praise,  in  my  opink>n,  prop- 
rlj  sad  not  prodigally  bestowed,  is  one  of  the 
tA  resoorces  of  a  nation.  Why  is  this  House 
ailed  oDon,  and  I  am  sorry  to  say  it  is.  too  often, 
nd  too  lightly,  to  give  its  sanction  to  tne  conduct 
f  iDdiriduals  in  the  public  serrice,  if  its  appro- 
tcioQ  is  estimated  so  trivially?  No,  sir;  this 
t  a  great  question  which  I  hare  presented  to 
1)1}. lod  gentlemen  may  hamper  it  with  as  many 
imadiaents  as  they^  please;  they  cannot  keep 
he  question  out  of  sight.  Some  may  be  against 
X  because  they  are  for  it;  some  because  it  does 
ann,  and  some  because  it  does  no  good.  The 
jBesuon  cannot  be  kept  out  of  sight ;  it  has  been 
fffsented  to  the  American  people  and  they  hare 
Ittided  it,  decide  you  how  you  may. 
With  respect  to  the  gentleman's  amendment,  I 
ieed  not  tell  him,  I  presume,  that  I  shall  vote 
lost  pointedly  against  it,  because,  in  my  opinion, 
t  does  not  cootaia  the  truth.  The  gentleman 
lom  Massachusetts  (Mr.  Bacon)  wi]l  be  among 
he  last  of  the  members  of  this  House  to  attril^ 
•e  to  me  an  improper  sentiment  in  regard  to 
iiiD,when  I  say  that  it  does  not  contain  the  truth. 
\  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  chooses,  in 
ttitation  of  another  ESastern  nation— ^ot  those 
rho  ihed  their  Kin^  after  they  were  entombed, 
nt  th(»e  who  consigned  to  one  common  grare 
ke  liriog  and  the  dead ;  if  he  be  willing  to  at- 
ich  the  sound,  healthy  body  of  the  present  Ad- 
BBistration — healthy  so  far,  and,  I  trust,  fortify- 
^  itself  against  contagions — to  the  dead  corpse 
f  the  last,  \t%  hitn.  He  shall  not  have  my  assist- 
ice  in  doing  it ;  nor  hare  I  the  least  desire  to 
lav  a  marked  distinction  between  the  two  Ad- 
iiiiistritions.     The  gentleman  will  hardly  sus- 

ret  that  I  am  seeking  foror  at  Court.  My  object 
pUio.  It  is  to  say  to  the  President  that,  in  is- 
Bo|;that  proclamation,  he  has  acted  wisely,  and 
>c  approve  of  it.  I  know,  sir,  that  there  are 
iRi  who  condemn  the  conduct  of  the  President 
BissQing  the  proclamation;  and  why?  They 
^  he  was  precipitate.  Where  was  the  neces- 
%  they  will  tell  you,  of  declaring  chat  the 
Men  in  Council  will  have  been  withdrawn? 
"is  is  the  language  of  objection.  There  ie  a 
tference  of  opinion  subsisting  in  this  country  on 
^  two  ^ints.  There  are  men  who  condemn 
^  proclamation!  and  men  who  condemn  the 
^traction  given  by  the  Executive  to  the  non- 
ttercourse  law.  I  approve  both.  I  wish  the 
rnident  of  the  United  States  to  have  the  ap- 
J^Ting  sentiment  of  this  House,  and  to  have 
ttt  approbation  as  a  guide  to  his  future  conduct ; 
^  I  pot  it  to  the  gentleman  from  Massachu- 
^  whether  it  he  fair  to  mingle  it  with  the  old, 
11th  Con.  1st  Sxas. 


stale,  refuse  stuff  of  the  embargo  ?  No,  sir ;  let 
him  not  put  his  new  wine  into  old  bottles.  There 
iff  a  difference  of  opinion  in  this  country.  The 
President  of  the  United  States  stands  condemned 
by  men  in  this  nation,  and,  aa  I  believe,  in  this 
House,  for  having  issued  that  proclamation,  and 

fut  that  construction  on  the  non-intercoirrse  law. 
wish  to  see  by  how  many  he  is  thus  Condemned. 
I  do  not  wish  to  see  the  question  shirked — to  see  it 
blinked.    If  there  be  a  majoritv  of  the  House,  as 
I  believe  there  is,  in  favor  of  the  conduct  of  the 
President,  I  wish  him  to  have  that  approbation 
expressed  as  a  guide  to  his  future,  and  a  support 
to  his  present  conduct.    It  i%  due  to  him.    Sir, 
have  I  moved  you  a  nauseous,  sickening  resolu- 
tion, stuffed  with  adulation?    Nothing  like  it; 
but,  a  resolution  that  the  promptitude  and  frank- 
ness with  which  the  President  of  the  United 
States  has  met  the  overtures  of  the  British  Ciov* 
ernment  towards  a  restoration  of  the  ancient 
state  of  things  between  the  two  countries — the 
state  prior  to  the  memorable  non-importation  act 
of  1806— meeu  the  approbation  of  this  House. 
Either  it  does,  or  it  does  not.    If  it  does,  let  us 
say  so.    If  it  does  not,  let  us  say  so.    If  gentle- 
men think  this  House  never  ought  to  express  an 
opinion,  but  leave  the  President  to  grope  in  the 
dark  as  to  our  views,  or  get  them  through  inof- 
ficial channels,  I  presume  the  previous  question 
will  be.  taken,  or  a  motion  made  that  the  resolu- 
tion lie  upon  the  table.    The  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  says,  shall  we  ^o  back,  and  approve 
of  what  he  conceives  to  be  similar  conduct  of  the 
late  President  of  the  United  States  in  relation  to 
the  embargo?   I  hope  not,  sir.    But  if  a  majority 
of  this  House  choose  to  do  so,  let  them.    I  shall 
say  no.    But,  why  mingle  two  subjects  together, 
on  which  there  does  exist — and  I  am  afraid  it  will 
leak  out  on  this  very  vote  of  indefinite  postpone- 
ment— so  very  material  a  difference  of  opinion  in 
different  parts  of  the  House  ?    For  example :  I 
do  not  think  of  the  offer  about  the  embargo  as 
the  gentlemen  from  Massachusetts  and  Pennsyl- 
vania think ;  and  I  think  it  probable  that  those 
two  ffentlemen  do  not  think  of  this  proclamation 
and  the  construction  given  to  the  non-intercourse 
law,  as  I  think.    And  why  should  we  make  a 
sort  of  hotch-potch  of  two  subjects,  on  which  we 
do  not  think  alike,  for  the  purpose  of  getting  ns 
all  united  against  both?    It  is  an  old  adage,  and 
a  very  homely  one,  perhaps  too  much  so  for  the 
delicate  ears  'of  this  assemoly,  that  if  you  put  one 
addled  e^g  into  a  pudding,  you  may  add  fresh 
ones,  ad  infinitum,  out  you  can  never  sweeten  it. 
And,  sir,  I  defy  the  gentleman  from  Massachu- 
setts, with  all  his  political  cookery,  by  pouring  out 
of  the  jar  of  our  present  situation  into  the  old 
mess,  to  sweeten  it.    I  am  here  prepared  to  prove, 
as  I  conceive  that  gentlemen  deny  it,  that  the 
conduct  of  the  two  Administrations  has  been 
radically,  essentklly^  and  vitally  different ;  that 
owing  to  this  difference  is  the  change  which  we 
now  experience  in  the  state  of  our  foreign  affairs ; 
that  there  is  no  sort  of  analogy  between  the  offer 
to  suspend  the  embargo  as  it  respected  Great  Brit- 
ain, and  the  situation  in  which  we  put  ourselves 
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in  relatioQ  to  France  and  Great  Britain,  hj  the 
^nspension  of  the  non-intercourse  act  towards  the 
latter.    And  to  the  promptitude  and  frankness 
with  which  the  President  met  the  orertures  of 
the  British  Ministry  do  we  chiefly  owe  the  dif- 
ference in  the  situation  of  the  country.     For, 
might  not  the  President  of  the  United  States,  in- 
stead of  proclaiming  that  the  Orders  in  Council 
will  Juive  been  withdrawn,  liave  proclaimed  that, 
when  they  ehall  be  withdrawn,  a  renewal  of  in- 
tercourse shall  take  place  ?    And  here,  too,  comes 
the  construction  given  to  the  non -intercourse  act. 
On  the  question  whether  the  renewal  of  inter- 
course on  the  10th  day  of  June,  applied  to  a  ves- 
ael  clearing  out  hence,  or  to  her  arrival  in  Eng- 
land, our  Government,  (and  I  am  obliged  to  them 
for  it.)  decided  that  it  applied  to  the  time  when 
the  vessel  should  arrive  in  England.    Then,  sir, 
if  we  take  the  time  which  will  be  required  for  a 
voyage  hence'to  Europe,  it  is  luce  clariua  that  the 
non-intercourse  will  never  have  been  in  force  at 
ftll  as  to  trade  of  export.    Is  that  nothing  ?    And, 
lest  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania,  or  any 
other  gentleman  in  this  House  may  get  alarmed 
at  my  approbation  of  the  administration  of  the 
Government  of  the  United  States,  I  will  state  to 
them  I  do  not  wish  to  terrify  them  out  of  their 
opinions;  I  wish  them  to  judge  the  Administra- 
tion upon  its  merits,  without  reference  to  persons, 
as  I  have  judged  of  the  proclamation,  without 
reference  to  the  parties  concerned  in  the  manu- 
facture of  it.     Lest  they  should  be  too  much 
alarmed  at  that  approbatioi^,^  I  will  state  that  my 
idea  is,  that  the  President  of  the  United  Stale's 
has  but  done  his  duly ;  and  that  the  Minister  of 
Great  Britain  has  no  cause  to  put  on  saekcioth 
and  ashes  for  any  concessions  which  he  may 
have  unwarily  made  to  our  Government.    If  my 
atrength  will  hold  me  out,  sir.  I  will  state  why. 

In  the  year  1806,  we  passea  that  miserable  t)id 
non-importation  act,  which  last  session  we  re- 
pealed }  and  really,  sir,  we  got  rid  of  it  with  an 
adroitness  which  pleased  me  exceedingly.  Never 
was  an  obnoxious  measure  more  handsomely 
smothered  by  its  avowed  friends.  Gentlemen 
said  it  was  merged  in  th^  non-intercourse  act, 
and  therefore,  as  a  matter  of  indifference,  they 
would  repeal  it ;  and,  when  the  non-intercourse 
act  shall  expire  by  its  own  limitation,  at  the  end 
of  this  session,  or  be  suspended  by  the  President's 
proclamation,  as  it  is  in  relation  to  Great  Britain, 
there  is  an  end  of  both ;  and  thus,  the  old  meas- 
ure, the  old,  original  sin  to  which  we  owed  our 
first  difficulties^  was  as  much  gotten  rid  of  as  if  a 
majority  of  this  House  had  declared  it  an  unwise 
measure,  and  therefore  repealed  it.  I  do  recollect 
to  have  heard  one  ^ntlemao  (Mr.  Eppss)  say, 
that  unless  the  section  repealing  this  law  were 
stricken  out,  he  should  be  compelled  to  vote 
against  the  bill.  He  conjured  the  House  to  cling 
to  the  old  non-importation  ftctas  the  last  vestige 
and  symbol  of  resistance  to  British  oppression; 
but  the  House  was  deaf  to  his  call,  and  the  non- 
importation act  was  plunged  beneath  the  wave, 
never,  I  trust,  to  rise  agsin.  When,  therefore, 
the  late  President  of  the  United  States  made  an 


offer  to  Great  Britain  to  suspend  the  embargo 
to  her. provided  she  would  withdraw  herOrden 
Council,  I  will  suppose  that  she  had  sccepied  tl 
offer.  In  what  situation  would  she  have  stood 
relation  to  the  United  States  ?  Her  fine  clot 
her  leather,  her  watches,  her  this,  and  bertb 
would  have  been  prohibited  admittance  io to  i 
country  under  the  old  non-importstion  act 
1806,  which  would*  have  been  in  force.  That 
in  point  of  fact,  had  no  operation  on  her  adt{ 
sary.  Her  ships  would  have  been  prohibited 
use  of  our  waters,  whilst  the  ships  of  war  of 
enemv  were  admitted.  Did  that  make  do  di 
ence  i  That,  sir,  would  have  been  the  sitai 
of  the  two  countries,  provided  she  had  aecep 
the  offer  to  suspend  the  embar^  as  to  hersel 
the  old  non-importation  act  in  operaiioD. 
ships  of  war  excluded,  and  her  rival's  admiu 
I  pray  you,  was  not  that  the  condition  of 
country  when  Mr.  Rose  arrived?  Was  tb 
not  some  difficulty,  uoder  the  proclaroaiioo, 
the  admission  of  the  Statira  frigate,  bearing  t 
Minister  into  our  waters  ?  And  were  not  Frei 
ships  of  war  then,  and  have  they  not  since  b 
riding  quietly  at  Annapolis,  Norfolk,  and  e 
where?  Has  not,  in  fact,  the  gallaDi  Captj 
Decatur  taken  our  own  seamen  out  of  one 
them  ?  And,  yet,  sir,  the  offer  at  that  time  mi 
by  us  has  been  identified  with  the  negotiaiion 
tween  Mr.  Secretary  Smith  and  Mr.  Er&iu 
What  then  was  her  situation  ?  The  ooQ-iai{ 
tatton  act  in  force,  Her  ships  excluded  and  th 
of  France  (idmiitedy  and  nothing  in  force  in  rj 
tion  to  France  except  the  embargo.  Wha^ 
now  the  situation  of  affaira?  Trade  with  hel 
restored  to  the  sattie  situation,  in  point  of  factl 
which  it  stood  when  Congress  met  here  in  1^ 
and  1806 — at  the  memorable  first  session  of  I 
ninth  Congress,  which  generated  the  old  o 
importation  act  of  1806.  Her  ships  of  war  J 
admitted  into  our  waters,  her  trade  is  freed  fr\ 
embarrassment,  while  the  ships  of  her  advers 
are  excluded,  and  the  trade  between-  os  and  J 
adversary  forbidden  by  law.  Whiie«  tberefon 
am  ready  and  willing  to  approve  the  condud 
the  present  Administration,  it  is  not  becain 
conceive  that  they  have  effected  anythingl 
very  difficult — ^that  they  have  obtained  any  si 
mighty  concessiinn — but,  beccause  they  bared 
their  duty.  Yes,  sir ;  we  all  recollect  that 
objections  made  to  the  treaty  negotiated  by^ 
Monroe  and  Mr.  Pinkney,  on  two  great  lead 
accounts:  IsU  That  it  contained  no  express  | 
vision  against  the  impressment  of  seamen.! 
there  any  provision  now  made?  No,  sir.  1 
next  objection  to  the  treaty  was  the  note  attaci 
to  it  by  Lords  Holland  and  Auckland.  Wf 
sirj  did  gentlemen  on  this  floor  say  iiras  the 
port  of  this  note?  That  its  object  was  to  pal 
in  a  state  of  amity  in  respect  to  Great  Brit<)ii|| 
the  expense  uf  the  risk  of  collision  with  Frftij 
On  account  of  this  note,  the  treaty  and  the  tre^ 
makers  have  been  politically  damned.  And  j 
we  are  now,  in  point  of  fact,  in  i hat  very  s'j 
lion,  in  relation  to  the  two  nations,  in  whici 
was  said  that  theBriish  Commissioners, 
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lote.  aimed  to  place  us,  and  which  was  a  snf- 
icieot  reason,  according  to  the  arguments  of  gen- 
lemeo,  for  rejeetiog  the  treaty.  The  note  was  a 
ort  of  iien,  gentlemen  said,  that  would  pot  us  in 
1  state  of  hostility  with  regard  to  France,  and 
mitj  with  regard  to  England.  We  refused  to 
|ive  our  bond,  for  such  it  was  represented  (how- 
Irer  oojustly)  to  be.  to  be  sure,  sir ;  but  we  have 
aid  the  money.  We  have  done  the  Tery  thing 
irhich  gentlemen  say  the  note  aimed  to  induce 
to  10  do.  We  liave  put  ourselves  in  a  situation 
(odaDgerin^  collision  with  France,  and  almost 
Bsariog  amity  with  England.  We  hate  destroy- 
NJ  tiie  old  non-importation  act.  The  non -inter- 
norse  act  is  suspended  as  to  her.  Trade  is  again 
[ree.  There  is  nothing  now  to  prohibit  her  ships, 
thether  for  commerce  or  war,  from  coming  into 
Dor  waters,  whilst  our  trade  with  France  is  com- 
pleidy  cut  ofil  and  her  ships  excluded  from  our 
waters.  I  cannot  too  often  call  the  attention  of 
tbe  House  to  this  fact,  on  which  I  am  compelled 
to  dwell  and  dilate  to  get  rid  of  this  merciless 
taotioo,  which  kills  while  it  professes  to  cure, 
f^ben  Mr.  Rose  came  into  this  country.  French 
ihipsof  war  were  freely  admitted ;  English  ships 
tere  excluded. 

As  "  the  physician,  in  spite  of  himself,"  says 

b  one  of  Moliere's  best  comedies,  on  a  changd 

f»ii  cda — the  thing  is  wholly  reversed.    We  are 

tkelf  to  be  on  good  terms  with  England,  maugre 

Ibe  best  exertions  of  some  of  our  politicians. 

trade  with  Great  Britain  is  unshackled,  her  ships 

ire  admitted,  trade  with  France  is  forbidden ;  and 

French  ships  excluded,  as  far  as  it  can  be  done 

by  paper.    Now,  in  the  name  of  common  sense, 

Wbat  more  could  Mr.  Canning  himself  want,  than 

to  produce  this  very  striking  and  sudden  change 

b  the  relations  between  the  two  countries  ?    For 

i  loog  time  prewioas,  it  was  the  ships  of  England 

jbtwere  excluded,  while  those  of  her  adversa- 

tita  were  admitted.    And  we  know  that  we  could 

aothive  touched  her  in  a  more  jealous  point  than 

h  ber  navy.    Things  are  now  reversed — we  have 

ileitroosly  shuffled  the  non-importation  act  oot 

^ihe  pace,  renewed  trade  with  her,  admitted  her 

ibipa,  and  excluded  those  of  France.    And  what. 

tuktbis  House,  has  the  British  Minister  given 

^in  requital  for  this  chanse  of  our  position  in 

'idaiion  to  him  and  his  rival  bellifferent?    The 

location  of  the  Orders  in  Councn<-*this  is  the 

iDightjr  boon.     For,  with  respect  to  bis  offer  in 

Elation  to  satisfaction  for  the  attack  on  the  Chetar 

|)^e,  he  made  that  offer  to  Mr.  Monroe  sponta- 

'voasly,  on  the  spur  of  the  occasion,  and  there 

[fa  not  a  doubt  in  my  mind  hut  that  we  had  no* 

^ing  to  do  but  receive  it  at  that  time,  provided 

tb  ioscructions  of  our  Minister  had  permitted 

^iiato  receive  it;  but  perchance*  sir,  if  he  had 

YReired  it,  we  might  have  been  at  this  day  dis- 

t^iog  bis  messaflre.  and  not  the  message  of  ano* 

^t  President.     All  that  Mr.  Canning  has  given 

^country  is  a  reiteration  of  his  offer  to  make 

^ration  for  the  afiair  of  the  Chesapeake,  and 

^is  withdrawal  of  the  Orders  in  Council;  and  to 

^bt  did  they  amount  ?    So  soon  as  you,  by  youf 

^Q  law,  cut  off  yocnr  trade  with  France,  be  agrees 


to  revoke  the  orders  interfering  with  it.  Mr. 
Canning  might  as  well  have  withdrawn  blank 
paper.  They  had  nothing  left  to  operate  upon. 
The  body  upon  which  they  were  to  operate  was 
destroyed  by  our  own  act,  to  wit,  the  trade  of 
France.  And,  sir,  while  I  compliment  the  pre- 
sent state  of  things,  and  the  conduct  on  the  part 
of  our  Government  which  has  led  to  it,  T  cannot 
say  that  we  have  greatly  overreached  Mr.  Can- 
ning in  this  bargain,  in  making  an  exchange  of 
the  old  non-importation  act  with  the  admission 
of  Enffltsh,  and  excluMon  of  French  ships  and 
trade,  for  the  Orders  in  Council.  Mr.  Canning  ob- 
tained as  good  a  bargain  out  of  us  as  he  could 
have  expected  to  obtain;  and  those  gentlemen 
who  speak  of  his  having  heretofore  had  it  in  his 
power  to  have  done  the  same,  did  not  take  into 
calculation  the  material  difference  between  the 
situation  in  which  we  now  stand,  and  the  situa- 
tion in  which  we  before  stood — to  say  nothiqff 
at  all  of  Great  Britain's  having  taken  a  stand 
against  the  embargo,  having  declared  that  she 
had  nothing  to  offer  in  exchange  for  it;  that  we 
might  keep  it  as  long  as  we  pleased.  If  she  had 
accepted  our  offer,  as  I  before  stated,  the  old  non« 
importation  law  would  have  been  in  operation, 
her  ships  of  war  would  have  been  excluded,  whilst 
those  of  France  were  admitted.  Now,  the  non- 
importation act  is  not  in  force,  her  ships  are  per- 
mitted to  enter  our  waters,  and  those  of  France 
excluded.  And  what  has  this  sarcastic  Minister 
of  Great  Britain  given  us  in  exchange?  The 
Orders  in  Council,  which  had  completely  ceased 
to  operate  by  the  cutting  off  of  the  trade  between 
us  and  France.  Let  me  state  this  argument  in 
a  shape  most  favorable  to  ourselves,  and  least  so 
to  the  Britith  Government.  I  speak  as  to  argu- 
ment ;  for,  as  to  friendship  between  nations,  there 
is  no  friendship  in  trade.  We  ought  to  get  the 
best  bargain  out  of  them  that  we  could,  and  it 
was  the  duty  of  their  Minister  to  get  the  best  out 
of  us.  Let  us  throw  out  of  view  the  exclusion 
of  French  ships  and  French  commerce.  Is  the 
removal  of  the  non-importation  act,  and  the  ad- 
mission of  British  vessels,  nothing?  What  has 
Mr.  Canning  given  you  in  return?  The  Orders 
in  Council — and  what  were  they  worth  to  him? 
Not  a  straw. 

If,  sir,  we  are  not  to  have  a  full  discussion  of 
the  conduct  of  the  present  Administration,  and  it 
is  to  be  blended  and  indentified  with  the  conduct 
of  the  last^ — which  I  very  much  deprecate,  because 
I  see  nothing  but  a  most  striking  difference  be- 
tween the  two — we  mu»t  take  into  view  the  sit- 
uation of  the  two  countries.  Great  Britain  and 
America,  at  the  time  the  first  session  of  the  ninth 
Congress  commenced,  in. the  beginning  of  the 
winter  of  1805,  that  unhappy  year  of  schism. 
Were  those  orders  then  in  force  which  Mr.  Can- 
ning has  withdrawn?  No,  sir.  What  was  then 
the  language  of  sentlemen  in  this  House?  That 
something  must  be  done;  and  that  unhappy  opin- 
ion that  ifometliing  must  be  done,  that  some  med- 
icine must  be  taken,  has  destroyed  many  a  pa- 
tient, poliiicnl,  as  well  as  individual:  that  tome- 
^ing"  turned  oot  to  be  the  old  non-importatioa 
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act  After  that,  the  disease,  instead  of  yielding 
to  the  remedy,  only  became  exasperated  by  it. 
Something  more  must  be  done.  What  was  that, 
sirl  The  Kmbargo.  When  that  was  laid,  was 
the  existence  of  the  British  Orders  in  Council 
known  ?  It  was  not ;  and  I  take  the  opportunity 
of  saying  so  here,  because  I  see  it  has  been  as- 
serted in  the  British  Parliament,  by  a  gentlemen 
of  the  first  respectability  for  talents  and  charac* 
ter,  that  they  were  known  here.  They  were  not^ 
as  was,  in  my  opinion,  unequivocally  demonstra- 
ted, on  Saturday  night,  the  17th,  and  Sunday, 
the  18th  December  last,  although  that  debate  has 
been  suppressed.  I  say  they  were  not.  The  em- 
bargo was  laid  on  the  receipt  of  the  documents 
expressing  the  determination  of  the  French  Gov- 
ernment to  enforce  the  Berlin  decree,  and  the 
copy  of  the  proclamation  of  the  King  of  England, 
which  last  was  cot  out  of  a  newspaper.  I  again 
repeat  what  I  said  and  repeated  that  night,  un- 
knowing whether  it  will  go  to  the  public  or  not, 
that,  in  my  opinion,  the  President  of  the  United 
States  acted  with  perfect  propriety  in  sending  us 
that  newspaper  information ;  that,  though  it  was 
unofficial,  it  was  proper  to  have  been  laid  before 
this  House  as  a  guide  to  its  decision ;  and  it  is 
an  irrefragable  proof,  the  President  having  sent 
us  that  paper,  that  he  did  not  possess  information, 
official  or  unofficial,  ^p  the  subject  of  the  Orders 
in  Council,  when  ne  recommended,  and  we  re- 
ceived, the  proposition  of  the  embargo.  It  cannot 
be  gotten  over,  unless  gentlemen  are  willing 
to  admit,  which  I,  totis  viribuB^  deny,  that  the 
President  of  the  United  States  was  deficient  in 
his  duty,  or  that  the  newspapers  of  this  place 
have  earlier  and  more  correct  information  on  the 
subject  of  our  foreign  relations  than  our  Govern- 
went.  I  say,  that  by  a  recurrence  to  that  mes- 
sage of  the  President  of  the  United  States  it  will 
be  found  that  there  was  no  knowledge  in  the 
Cabinet  of  the  existence  of  those  Orders  in  Coun- 
cil ;  for,  although  we  received  the  British  procla- 
mation, we  did  not  receive  any  information,  of 
those  Orders  in  Council,  though  I  presume  that 
something  might  have  been  apprehended  without 
distinctly  knowing  what  it  was.  The  non-im- 
portation act  was  passed  previous  to  the  Orders 
in  Council,  and  consequently  did  not  grow  out 
of  them ;  and  the  embargo,  though  posterior,  was 
recommended  and  received  by  this  House  before 
they  were  known  either  to  the  President  or  to 
this  House,  as  the  Journal  and  a  comparison  of 
that  file  of  the  National  Intelligencer  brought  in- 
to this  House  on  a  former  occasion  will  show. 
The  non-importation  and  embargo  acts  were 
passed.  Thev  no  longer  exist — the  one  no  longer 
exists  at  all ;  the  other  no  longer  exists  as  to  Great 
Britain-^and  the  removal  of  these  obstructions 
was  the  alleged  and  true  reason  of  the  revoca- 
tion of  the  Orders  in  Council,  which  were  not 
moving  considerations  to  passing  the  non-impor- 
tation actor  laying  the  embargo.  This  is  the 
truth. 

The  withdrawal  of  the  Orders  in  Council,  out 
of  which  the  non-importation  and  the  embargo 
did  not  arise,  may  be  considered  as  the  cause  of 


doing  away  both  the  non-importation  and  t 
embargo^  and  the  non-intercourse  act  besides;  \ 
the  non-intercourse  act  did  grow  out  of  the  Ordj 
in  Council  and  the  afiair  of  the  Chesapeake— tlu 
is  no  doubt  about  that ;  or,  more  properly  spe< 
ing.  sir,  the  non-intercourse  act  grew  out  oft 
embargo ;  for,  really,  smarting  under  the  tonai 
of  that  most  wretched  measure,  this  House  a 
the  nation  were  goaded  to  that  pitch  of  madn^ 
that  a  declaration  of  war  from  anv  quarter  wo^ 
by  many  have  been  considered  Setter  thaa  ^ 
then  situation.  We  were  in  a  situation,  in  whi 
if  something  be  not  administered  to  the  sufferi 
patient,  he  must  die— and  we  took  the  noD-iot 
course  act  We  rejected,  and  (thank  God  for i 
not  without  some  little  ot  my  instrumentality.! 
proposition  to  issue  letters  ot  marque  and  reprii 
which,  if  adopted.  I  leave  to  you  and  the  Hoi 
to  decide  whether  we  should  have  met  in  ( 
present  agreeable  situation.  Yes,  «ir,  with] 
embargo,  like  a  blister-plaster  upon  our  bae 
we  were  in  such  a  situation  that  the  Commit 
of  Foreign  Relations  saidj  and  we  affirmed  x\ 
decree,  we  must  be  disgraced  or  fight  all  I 
nations  of  the  earth— ^ffht  alL  fight  nobly,  fi| 
like  demi-gods.  A  worthy  gen tleman  from  Soi 
Carolina,  ^r.  D.  R.  Williams,)  now  not  a  ra^ 
her  of  the  uouse.  also  thought  that  we  mustfij 
everybody — but  ne  thought  better  of  it,  and^ 
content  to  fi^ht  one,  and  to  choose  his  antagoa 
Gentlemen  in  the  other  House  were  of  the  sa: 
opinion;  and  they  alleffed  they  could  not  get 
France,  they  chose  to  fight  Great  Britain.  1^ 
was  the  situation  in  which  we  were  placed 
the  operation  of  the  embargo  on  the  public  mi 
Sir,  if  we  were  not  quite  cool,  like  Sir  Anthc 
Absolute,  who  has  been  quoted  on  the  floor  of 
British  House  of  Commons  as  the  prototype 
the  British  Minister,  we  were  something  1 
honest  Bob  Acres — fightiog  Bob,  who  was 
sensible,  till  he  was  put  to  the  pinch,  how  lii 
he  liked,  really  liked  fighting — our  fighting  < 
position,  like  his,  oozed  out  of  our  finger  ends 
rather  our  tongues'  ends— -and  we  are  at  pel 
It  it  for  these  reasons  that  *I  hope  this  slur  \ 
not  be  cast  on  the  Gh>vernment  of  the  UoJ 
States,  though  I  do  not  conceive  that  they  gref 
overreached  their  antagonist  But  I  am  will 
to  concede  they  have  done  their  duty,  and  to  ^ 
them'  my  approbation  for  having  so  done. 
Canning,  to  be  sure,  most  deztrously  seized  o] 
our  situation,  but  still  our  Government  h 
shown  how  easy  it  is  for  men,  when  they 
about  it  bonajide,  with  honest  intentions,  to  m 
up  a  difference ;  and  I  have  not  the  least  do 
that  if  His  Majesty,  the  Emperor  of  France 
King  of  Italy,  will  meet  our  Poct/Scitf,  a  m 
more  honorable  designation  than  any  in  the  1 
list  of  His  Majesty's  titles,  that  we  shall  be  pla 
in  the  same  state  of  amity  in  relation  to  Frai 
in  which  we  are  in  relation  to  Great  Britain 
which  we  were  five  years  ago,  and  from  wli 
we  have,  for  reasons  which  gentlemen  no  dG 
are  prepared  to  give,  so  wantonly  strayed.  A 
all  our  friskings  and  curvettings,  we  have  ci 
back  to  the  same  point.    All  my  fear  is,  sir, 
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ke  cure  be  Dot  complete — lest  some  political  wiz- 
kd  shoold  discoyer  that,  jiiasmuch  as  in  1805, 
^r  to  the  existence  of  the  Orders  in  CouncU, 
^  stood  in  need  of  the  non-importation  act,  and 
lio  1807-8,  prior  to  a  knowledge  of  the  Orders 
^CouocJl,  we  stood  in  need  of  an  embarm  for 
^  same  reasons  we  now  stand  in  need  of  some 
Ither substitute — ^not  the  same,  sir;  for  I  under- 
lie to  SS7  that  we  never  shall  have  another  em- 
iirgo  witDOQt  limitation  of  time — it  was  indeed 
1  horse  medicine,  but  it  has  worked  a  complete 
!Dre.  Really,  sir,  if  we  could  hare  been  brought 
D  believe  in  1805-6,  that  we  could  do  as  well 
Hthout  a  non-importation  act  as  we  can  now ;  in 
^-8,  that  we  could  hare  dispensed  with  the 
Ifibargo  as  well  as  we  can  now — and,  more 
specilllf,  if  we  could  have  been  brought  to  ac- 
cept the  treaty  negotiated  by  our  Commissioners 
It  LondoD,  which  treaty,  to  say  the  worst  of  it 
thai  its  enemies  ever  pretended  to  allege,  was 
nf? deficient  as  containing  no  express  stipulation 
a  ibe  subject  of  impressment,  and  redundant  as 
loaiaiaiDg  this  note  by  way  of  rider,  the  object 
|f  which  I  have  explained  to  the  House,  and 
Hiich  has  be'en  accomplished  s^lready,  by  uiido- 
kg  the  Don-intercourse,  withdrawing  the  pro- 
mUQVL  of  our  waters  to  British  shii)s,  and  re- 
bliog  the  old  non-im porta toin  act — if  we  had 
p&seDted  at  that  time  to  accept  the  treaty,  we 
hoald  not  only  have  saved  ourselves  the  price  of 
ibe  embargo — how  many  hundred  millions  our 
kcretary  himself,  great  a  financier  and  able  a 
talculator  as  he  is,  cannot  tell ;  I  do  not  beiie?e 
ke  could  come  within  a  hundred — but  hareaVoid- 
|d  other  disagreeable  consequences. 
Yes.  sir ;  as  to  the  note  attached  to  that  treaty, 
the  object  of  that  has  been  attained.  The  state 
tf  the  two  countries  is  materially  changed  for  the 
better,  as  it  regards  England ;  and  for  the  worse 
u  it  respects  France.  We  should  then  ha?e  had 
&e  eoionial  trade  placed  in  a  most  eligible  sitna- 
tioo— our  East  India  trade  placed  on  a  better 
bis  than  our  Commissioners  were  instructed  to 
^ve  it  placed  upon,  viz:  on  the  footin|^  of  the 
Bostfarored  nation.  For,  if  Great  Britain  be, 
IS  we  ha?e  heard,  at  war  with  Sweden,  what  are 
|be  terms  on  which  the  most  favored  nation  is 
fe^mitted?  No  terms  at  all.  The  terms  obtained, 
berefore,  were  unquestionably  better  than  the 
looting  of  the  most  favored  nation.  We  should 
^<o  have  had  an  excellent  stipulation  as  to  the  sea- 
«^]  bat,  above  all,  a  practical  arrangement  of 
%  great  question  of  impressment.  It  now  re- 
|>aiQs  to  be  seen  whether  we  shall  obtain  better 
i^nnsio  relation  to  impressment  than  that  informal 
lisderstandiDg.  It  now  remains  to  be  seen  whether 
^e  shall  obtain  better  terms  from  the  Portland 
nj  Canning  administration,  than  we  have  here- 
^ore  been  unwilling  to  accept  from  the  Gren- 
TiHesand  the  Foxes.  If  we  do,  sir,  I  shall  most 
^dially  rejoice  at  it ;  and  I  will,  if  gentlemen 
*>11  tell  me  to  which  of  the  causes  they  ascribe 
^vhetber  to  the  promptness  and  frankness  of 
^r  Rxecutive  in  meeting  the  British  Govern- 
^«Dt  half  way,  which  I  much  applaud,  or  to  the 
«feit  of  the  British  arms  in  Spain— if  they  will 


but  make  up  their  minds  how  these  better  terms 
shall  have  been  obtained,  I  will  agree  to  the 
cause  which  they  shall  assign.  If  they  scout  the 
idea  of  their  being  ascribable  to  the  present  Ad- 
ministration, I  will  agree  to  ascribe  them  to  the 
defeat  of  the  English  in  Spain.  I  will  only  beff 
of  them,  when  they  wish  to  touch  the  chord  of 
our  good  old  Revolutionary  principles,  that  they 
will  not  ascribe  it  to  the  defeats  in  Spain,  and  on 
the  next  occasion  when  their  object  is  to  do  honor 
and  blazon  forth  the  merits  of  the  men  who  con- 
duct our  affairs,  that  they  will  not  ascribe  it  to 
the  wise  and  most  excellent  measures  of  oor 
former  most  sapient  and  virtuous  Administration. 
I  am  willing  to  take  either  as  the  cause,  but  I 
will  not  subscribe  to  both,  and  as  it  shall  suit 
their  purpose.  I  protest  against  gentlemen's  com- 
ing out  upon  us  with  the  Spanish  successes,  and 
the  wisdom  of  the  Administration  at  the  same 
time. 

I  am  sensible,  sir,  of  having  detained  your  at- 
tention and  that  of  the  House,  not  only  now  but 
on  many  former  occasions,  inuch  beyond  what  I 
had  a  right  to  do.  It  is  an  offence,  and  I  am 
willing  to  confess  it ;  but  it  tfrew  out  of  the  un- 
precedented manner  in  whicn  I  conceive  a  very 
unexceptionable  motion  has  been  met  by  gentle- 
men of  this  House.  You  cannot  be  ignorant,  sir, 
that  there  are  gentlemen  in  this  House  who, 
when  their  object  is  to  obtain  the  passage  of  any 
motion  however  reasonable,  certainly  have  to 
encounter  greater  difficulties  than  others;  and 
who,  when  they  see  anything  like  opposition 
arising  in  a  certain  quarter  of  .the  House,  like 
counsel  addressing  a  jury  supposed  to  be  some* 
what  prejudiced  against  their  cause,  have  to 
labor  their  points  and  to  impress  them  much 
more  than  the  counsel  who  knows  that  the  ear 
of  those  to  whom  he  speaks  is  attuned  like  that 
of  a  partial  mistress  to  his  addresses,  and  will  pat 
the  most  favorable  construction  upon  them. 

This  subject  which  I  have  opened  in  regard  t5 
the  renewal  of  intercourse  with  one  of  the'belliff- 
erents,  which  I  hope  in  time  to  see  renewed  wiua 
the  other — and  then,  sir,  we  shall  have  choice 
whether  we  will  begin  again  the  cotillion  of  non- 
importation, embargo,  and  non-intercourse,  or 
reap  the  rich  harvest  of  neutrality  like  men  of 
sense ;  whether  we  shall  put  the  interests  of  the 
nation  at  stake,  for  the  purpose  of  making  very 
grand  and  warlike  speeches  on  this  floor — this 
change,  on  which  I  most  cordially  congratulate 
the  nation,  is  a  subject  which  I  should  not  have 
opened  at  this  time  and  in  this  manner  if  gentle- 
men had  been  willing  to  take  my  motion  for 
what  it  is  worth.  If  my  motion  had  been  taken 
at  its  current  and  actual  value,  I  should  have 
waited  until  I  could  have  presented  the  points 
which  I  have  endeavored  to  enforce  in  a  more 
condensed  form — for  I  have  not  even  a  note— 
and  nothing  but  the  manner  in  which  this  motion 
has  been  received  has  compelled  me  to  endeavor 
to  show  that  the  motion  ought  not  to  be  indefi- 
nitely  postponed^  to  show  that  there  does  exist  a 
difference  of  opinion  in  the  nation  and  in  the 
House  in  relation  to  the  proclamation  and  the 
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coostroction  of  the  oon -intercourse  law,  aod  to 
•how  the  means  resorted  to,  aod  verv  iogeoiously 
too,  to  smother  and  keep  out  of  sight  that  differ- 
ence of  opinion.  Those  who  think  that  America 
ought  to  take  warning  hy  all  nations  who  have  first 
re:»i8ted  and  soon  after  succumbed  to  the  power  of 
France,  and  that  we  ought,  therefore,  to  bend  the 
kaee  whilst  we  can  do  it  with  a  ffood  grace — and 
there  are  those  who  think  so^  for  you  see  that 
opinion  expressed  in  papers  ot  a  high  character 
for  their  influence,  (of  no  other  character ;)  in 
one  edited  by  an  officer  holding  a  high  rank  in 
jcut  public  armies — I  believe  I  nav«  the  extract 
in  my  desk ;  I  will  re%d  it — We  have  been  told 
that  **  our  bane  and  antidote  [s^peaking  of  England 

*  and  France]  are  both  before  us,  and  that  after 
'  the  examples  of  the  nations  of  Europe  who 
'  hare  first  resisted  and  then  succumbed  to  Napo- 

*  leon,  the  people  of  the  United  States  would  be 
'  fools  indeed  if  they  did  not  see  their  course," — 
which,  I  presume,  sir,  is  succumbing  first,  with- 
out resistance.  I  see  "  the  little  State  Qovern- 
neots"  denounced  too,  and  I  confess  I  tremble ; 
I  see  this  country  told  that  it  is  time  to  put  them 
down;  for  that  reason,  and  not  from  any  deliber- 
ate hostility  which  I  believe  the  gentleman  from 
Virginia  (Mr.  Qbolson)  entertains  for  the  State 
Governments,  it  was,  that  I  was  alarmed  when  I 
yesterday  heard  the  doctrines  of  1800  revived, 
that  we  ought  to  have  little  Federal  courts  for  the 
trial  of  every  possible  controversy,  that  the  State 
courts  were  not  even  to-be  trusted  with  the  de- 
cision of  suits  to  the  amount  of  five  pounds  or 
even  five  shillings.  If  gentlemen  suppose  I  throw 
out  this  in  the  spirit  of  an  adversary  they  are 
much  mistaken.  Let  us  rally  around  the  State 
governments — prooouoce  with  my  friend  from 
North  Carolina  (Mr.  Macon)  oblivion  to  former 
distinctions.  Let  us,  if  we  do  approve  the  policy 
by  which  the  Administration  have  so  much  to  their 
honor  changed  the  a&irs  of  this  country^ — so 
much  to  their  honor  as  to  the  quo  animo,  not  as 
to  the  quid  pro  quo  or  value  received — let  us  ex- 
press it  in  moderate,  decent  terms,  that  it  may  be 
a  guide  to  the  Administration  of  the  country 
keceafter,  that  it  may  be  a  sort  of  pacific  pledge 
from  ourselves  to  ourselves.  I  know  the  aversion 
of  my  friend  on  my  left  (Mr.  Macon)  to  pledges — 
I  hope  he  will  excuse  me.  But  do  not  let  us 
give  the  thing  the  go-by,  though  the  motion  for 
ao  doin^  come  from  a  member  connected  with  the 
Administration  (Mr.  J.  G.  Jackson.)  If  the  Presi- 
dent have  done  well,  let  us  sav  so;  if  not,  let  us 
aay  nothing.  If  the  majority  be  of  opinion  that 
the  President  has  not  done  well,  I  am  agreed  so 
to  decide.  But  I  think  the  President  ought  to 
take  a  vote  for  indefinite  postponement,  as  an  ex- 
pression of  our  opinion  that  we  disapprove  of  his 
conduct^  but  will  not  directlv  express  that  opin- 
ion to  him,  from  motives  of  delicacy. 

Mr.  HoLi^Np  said  he  had  no  doubt  that  the 
President  had  done  his  duty  in  the  case  referred 
to  in  the  proposition  under  consideration ;  and 
as  he  had  entertained  no  doubt  but  the  President 
would,  on  this  and  every  other  occasion,  do  his 
duty,  he  said  he  felt  no  excessive  joy  on  the  oc- 


casion. It  was  only  an  ordinary  act  of  doty  well 
performed,  and  therefore  he  was  not  willmg  to 
distinguish  it  from  those  numerous  acts  whick 
he  trusted  would  he,  as  they  had  heretofore  been 
performed,  by  the  Executive.  Were  he  the  sq- 
thor  of  the  proposition,  he  should  baye  many 
scruples  as  to  the  propriety  of  offering  such  a  one. 
Were  the  precedent  to  be  set  by  the  passage  of 
this  resolution,  the  House  might  hereafter  wit- 
ness a  struggle  on  the  floor  to  determine  who 
should  be  first,  to  come  forward  with  a  proposi- 
tion expressive  q[  approbation.  The  human  miod 
might  be  so  operated  upon  that  the  Execotire 
might  feel  himselt  under  an  obligation  to  pro- 
mote the  person  bringing  forward  such  a  motion. 
I,  said  Mr.  H.,  would  be  one  of  the  last  to  intro- 
duce such  a  motion  were  I  a  friend  to  the  Presi- 
dent ;  aod  if  I  were  not  a  friend  to  the  President, 
I  would  not  bring  it  forward,  lest  it  should  be 
thought  that  I  was  courting  favor  in  his  eyes. 
But  why,  sir,  should  this  House  give  an  expres- 
sion of  approbation  of  the  Presic^nt  ?  Becaase, 
we  are  told,  it  may  be  a  guide  to  him  hereafter. 
Let  this  House  be  careful  how  it  acts,  and  attend 
to  it^  own  duties.  The  President  dt>es  not  stand 
in  need  of  this  kind  of  support.  I  never  will  step 
forward,  as  a  member  of  this  House,  to  excite 
him  to  his  duty  by  a  vote  of  this  kind.  I  beliere 
he  possesses  an  attachment  to  his  duly  sufficient 
to  induce  him  to  perform  it.  I  believe  that  the  voied 
of  the  people  of  the  United  States  is  such,  in  relation 
to  the  present  and  late  President,  that  they  believa 
they  were  well  disposed  to  do  their  duty,  and  im 
they  have  done  their  duty ;  but  it  does  not  follod 
that  we  ought  to  express  our  approbation  as  w 
any  particular  act.  The  gentleman  himself  siy^ 
that  the  President  has  only  done  his  duty.  Is  i( 
not  surprising,  then,  that  we  are  called  upon  ttj 
give  him  the  approbation  of  this  House  ?  Wba^ 
would  be  inferred  from  this  procedure  ?  Whyi 
that  it  is  so  seldom  our  Presidents  have  done  tbeii 
duty,  that,  in  the  very  first  instance  in  which  the)j 
have  done  it,  the  House  of  Representatives  had 
discovered  and  applauded  it.  If  the  gen  tie  mu^ 
thicks  so,  I  wholly  disagree  with  him.  If  oal 
officers-do  their  duty  properly,  they  will  receire 
the  thanks  of  the  nation  $  and  where  is  the  proj 
priety  of  singling  out  for  approbation  or  disap' 
probation  this  particular  act  i  I  see  none.  It  M 
asked,  will  you  leave  the  President  of  the  Uoiied 
States  to  grope  in  the  dark,  and  not  let  him  koofi 
whether  he  has  received  our  approbation  or  aotl 
And  is  the  President  to  iudge  from  the  thanks  ol 
the  House  that  he  has  done  his  duty  ?  How  u 
he  to  know  that  they  have  expressed  their  seDs< 
of  his  conduct  from  proper  motives  ?  Would  hi 
not  be  right  to  suspect  those  who  vote  for,  aoi{ 
more  especially  those  who  brios  forward  such  i 
proposition,  of  improper  motivesl  He  would  belefl 
still  worse  to  grope  in  the  dark.  It  has  been  ssi^ 
that  former  Presidents  have  been  deceived  in  coa 
sequence  of  votes  of  approbation ;  aod  the  sam^ 
would  again  occur.  On  every  ground  1  am  o[> 
posed  to  the  passinj?  such  resolutions  on  princi 
pie,  and  shall  thereK^re  vote  for  indefinite  post 
ponement. 
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Mr.  J.  G.  JACJKeoui  obsert ed  that  the  re«olQtioo 
^red  hf  the  geotleioaD  from  Virginia  was,  that 
be  prompiilade  and  frankness  with  which  the 
^resjdfot  of  the  United  Stales  has  met  the  OTer- 
ires  of  (he  GtOTernment  of  Great  Britain,  towards 
i restoration  of  barioony  and  a  free  commercial 
Btercoarse  between  the  two  nations,  received  the 
approbation  of  this  House ;  ai\d  that  the  amend- 
oeot  of  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  de« 
jarcd  that  it  furnished  an  additional  proof  of  the 
plrit  of  accommodation  on  the  part  of  the  Gor- 
immeflt  of  the  Uoited  States,  which  has  at  no 
ioe  been  intermitted,  I  do  not  hesitate  to  de- 
lUre  my  firm  con  viction.  said  Mr.  Jackson,  that 
ibe  propositions  contained  in  the  motion  and 
kmendment  are  true ;  that,  if  it  be  necessary  or 
pfoperfor  this  House  as  a  part  of  their  doty  to 
express  an  opinion  on  them,  they  ought  to  be 
idopied.  If  a  direct  rote  must  be  taken,  I  shall  be 
is  the  affirmative  ;  but,  notwithstanding  my  be- 
lief that  the  facts  alleged  are  irrefragable,  I  am 
apposed  to  a  deviation  from  what  I  conceive  to 
i  ibe  duty,  and  becoming  the  dignity  of  this 
Bouse,  by  expreasing  them.  It  is  true,  sir,  that 
kt  assertion  cooiained  in  the  amendment  has 
keen  denied  in  some  of  the  partisan  newspapers 
if  tbis  country ;  but  hitherto  I  had  understood 
iBd  believed  thai  it  was,  as  far  a^  respected  the 
tpioioos  of  members  on  this  floor,  unquestion- 
lUe;  sod  it  is  not  without  some  surprise  that  I 
lave  just  heard  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  de- 
lyiog  it  in  the  moat  unequivocal  manner.  It  is 
apt  because  I  fear  the  cesult  of  a  vote  on  the 
iBeodoeot  that  I  am  unwilling  to  have  it  taken ; 
ay  objections  are  of  a  different  character.  I  think 
tbe  House  have  nobler  duties  to  perform  than 
passing  abstract  resolutions,  out  of  which  no  le- 
|i»iatire  act  is  contemplated,,  merely  for  the  pur- 
pose of  pooring  the  oil  of  adulation  upon  the  head 
fif  (be  Chief  Magistrate ;  and,  according  to  my 
noeeption,  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  has 
Bade  an  attack  oo  the  principles  he  professes, 
ifld  upon  the  independence  of  tbis  House,  which 
vili,as  a  precedent,  be  productiveof  lasting  injury. 
If  the  course  he  proposes  be  a  correct  one,  and  we 
lie  to  pass  votes  of  approbation  upon  all  the  lead- 
Mg  measures  of  the  Executive,  who  among  us, 
ibt  may  happen  hereafter  to  disapprove  any, 
vill  Teotore  to  oppose,  without  endangering  his 
iUodiog  with  the  people  1  I  take  a  wide  distinc- 
tun  between  the  propriety  of  approving,  and  the 
ligbt  of  condemning.  Ir  the  President,  or  any 
«ber  high  officer  of  the  Qovernment,  violate  his 
^ty,  it  becomes  ours  to  animadvert  upon  his 
oaduct ;  but  we  ought  to  leave  to  the  people, 
vbose  province  it  is,  and  who  are  competent  to 
^ge  for  themselves,  whose  discernment  is  not 
*  be  eluded  by  our  votes  approbatory  of  a  bad 
B^ar^  or  condemnatory  or  a  good  one,  that 
Vision  which  they  have  already  pronounced  in 
>&tyleas  emphatic  as  it  is  audible.  And  what 
^,  I  pray  you,  can  result  from  this  resolution  1 
^Bose  who  had  always  denied  that  the  Admin- 
istratioQ  possess  any  patriotism  or  virtue,  will,  to 
^  coDtistent,  find  it  necessary  to  oppose  votes  of 
^  kiad,  and,  instead  of  doing  the  ordinary  bu- 


siness of  legislation,  we  shall  emplor  our  whole- 
time  in  discussing  propositions  capaale  of  doing 
no  good,  likely  to  produce  much  evil.  But  we  are  • 
already  met  with  a  charge  that  we  condemn  the 
accon&modation,  and  are  afraid  to  meet  the  ques- 
tion. I  repeat,  sir,  I  am  not  inimical  to  it,  for  I 
am  highly  pleased,  and  the  friends  of  Adminis- 
tration derive  a  triumph  from  it,  that  the  spirit  of 
accommodation,  which  has  at  no  time  been  inter* 
mitted  on  the  part  of  our  Qovernment,  was  met  at 
last  by  a  correspondent  disposition  on  the  part  of 
Great  Britain. 

1  did  not  expect,  sir,  admitting  gentlemen  were 
of  opinion  that  tnere  has  not  teen  a  spirit  of 
accommodation  displayed  on  the  part  of  the  Gov- 
ernment at  all  times,  and  that  they  have  evev 
acted  with  duplicity,  that  we  were  now  to  eaeer 
into  an  examination  of  the  measures  of  tbis  cooa-^ 
try  for  five  or  six  years  past;  and  it  will  be  witll 
much  reluctance  that  1  shall  follow  the  gentle- 
man by  touching,  however  lightly,  on  the  variooa 
topics  discussed  in  the  wide  range  that  he  haa 
taken ;  nor  did  I  expect  from  that  gentleman  an 
eulogium  on  the  nonriatercourse  law,twhich  he 
pronounced,  only  three  months  ago,  to  be  fraught 
with  much  evil,  and  which,  to-day,  he  affirms^  by 
placing  the  two  belligerents  on  an  equal  footing, 
was  the  cause  of  the  rescission  of  the  Orders  ia 
Council,  inasmuch  as  it  admitted  the  British  Gov- 
ernment to  treat  without  inflicting  a  wound  oa 
their  pride.  It  is  asserted  by  ibe  gentleman  that 
the  recent  arrangement  is  entered  into  by  Great 
Britain  on  very  difierent  terms  from  those  offered 
last  summer  through  our  Minister  at  London } 
because,  first,  the  non-importation  law  is  now 
repealed ;  and,  secondly,  that,  having  prohibited 
British  ships  alone  by  the  prpclamation  of  the 
President  from  entering  our  ports,  it  was  highly 
offensive  to  Great  Britain,  and  we  have  done 
away  the  discrimination  which  existed  between 
them  and  French  vessels.  I  contend,  sir,  that  the 
gentleman  is  wrong  in  his  position,  and  that  the 
offer  made  to  Great  Britain,  and  rejected,  was  not 
worse,  but  better,  as  regards  her  pride  or  interest, 
than  that  now  accepted ;  and  the  offer  of  Mr. 
Pinkney  by  order  of  the  President,  was,  of  itseli^ 
a  strong  proof  of  the  spirit  of  aecommodatiov 
which  has  been  evinced  by  the  Government.  Jo 
the  offer  made  to  Mr.  Canning,  the  America^ 
Government  proposed  to  suspend  the  embargo  so 
far  as  related  to  Great  Britain,  on  a  revocation  of 
the  Orders  in  Council  merely  as  respected  us^to 
renew  our  trade  with  them,  and  prohibit  it  with 
France.  It  was  not  only  contumeliously  reieeted, 
but  Mr.  Canning  declared  that  the  formal  aban- 
donment (a  tacit  relinquishment  of  them  waa 
not  sufficient,  but  a  formal  abandonment)  by 
France  of  her  decrees  was  an  indispensable  pre- 
requisite to  a  repeal  of  the  British  Orders  in 
Council. 

There  is  no  mention  made  of  the  French  de- 
crees or.  of  our  non-intercourse  wfth  France  ia 
the  late  correspondence,  and  his  Britannic  Majes- 
ty withdraws  his  orders  of  January  and  Novem- 
ber, merely  on  condition  that  we  will  renew  the 
iateccourae  with  Great  Britain.    The  indispen- 
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saMe  prerequisite  is  forgotten,  all  mention  of 
•France  is  pretermitted,  and  in  that  view  the  late 
accoinmoaation  has  given  up  more  than  we  asked 
in  September  last  How,  then,  can  the  gentle- 
man insist  that  the  terms  on  which  the  late  ad- 

.  justment  was  made  are  more  favorable  to  Great 
mitain  than  those  rejected  last  sutnmer?  He 
relies,  however,  upon  the  repeal  of  the  non-im- 
portation law,  and  the  merger  of  the  proclama- 
tion issued  in  consequence  of  the  affair  of  the 

'  Chesapeake ;  in  the  general  prohibition  of  British 
and  French  ships  of  war  as  materially  changing 
the  state  of  our  relations  with  Qreat  Britain,  and 

'^f  placing  her  on  a  footii|g  of  equality  with 
France,  has  given  an  opportunity  to  propose 
terms.  •  Sir,  I  did  not  suppose  that  the  affair  of 
the  Chesapeake,  and  the  proclamation  which 
grew  out  of  it,  would  have  been  introduced  here 
as  a  proof  of  the  want  of  a  spirit  of  accommoda- 
tion on  our  part.  Am  I  mistaken  lii  supposing 
that  the  gentleman  himself  did  on  this  floor  con- 
demur  the  President  for  not  calling  Congress  to- 
ffetber  sooner  to  take  higher  ground,  under  the 
idea  that  the  proclamation  was  a  weak  measure? 
^Mr.RANDOLPH  stated  he  had  never  said  so.]  Sir, 
It  seems  I  am  mistaken  in  ascribing  such  a  declar- 
ation to  the  gentleman*  I  ask  yon,  sir,  if  the  in- 
dignation of  the  people  could,  without  difficulty, 
be  appeased  with  the  measure,  such  as  it  was, 
and  whether  it  would  have  been  consistent  with 
that  honorable  feeling  to  have  revoked  it  for  the 
purpose  of  preventing  a  tax  on  our  exports  im- 
posed by  the  Orders  in  Council  ?  Let  it  be  recol- 
lected, sir.  that  the  affair  of  the  Chesapeake  was 
treated  ot  distinct  from  all  others,  and  never 
blended  with  anv  other,  except  that  with  which 
it  was  necessarily  connected,  viz:  a  provision 
against  impressment  from  on  board  of  vessels  sail- 
ing under  the  American  flag,  and  that  connexion 
was  disrejg;arded  in  compliance  with  the  wish  of 
Great  Britain. 

The  equality  in  the  restrictions  imposed  by  us 
grew  out  of  posterior  acts  of  the  French  Gov- 
ernment. France  had  not  invaded  our  national 
jurisdiction,  had  not  murdered  Pierce,  or  taken 
the  Chesapeake;  even  admitting  her  other  attacks 
were  equally  flagitious  with  those  of  Great  Brit- 
ain— and  the  only  discrimination  made  as  conse- 
quent on  those  injuries,  was  the  partial  non-im- 
portation law,  and  the  prohibition  to  enter  our 
waters  with  their  armed  vessels — afterwards, 
when  France,  to  the  extent  of  her  power,  attacked 
our  rights,  we  prohibited  the  vessels  of  both  na- 
tions, and  their  manufactures,  from  entering  our 
harbors;  and  how  an  exclusion  of  all  articles 
and  all  vessels  by  law,  was  a  more  favorable 
state  of  things  to  Great  Britain  than*  the  partial 
exclusion  of  either,  at  a  time  when  the  few  French 
that  ventured  upon  the  ocean,  and  escaped  cap- 
ture, were  admitted,  it  remains  for  that  ffcntle- 
man  (Mr.  Randolph)  to  demonstrate.  In  the 
▼ery  sentence  wherein  the  gentleman  approves  of 
the  conduct  of  Government,  he  tells  us  that-Great 
Britain  has  conceded  nothing.  We  have  obtained 
ati  important  concession,  inasmuch  as  reparation 
is  made  for  the  attack  on  the  Chesapeake,  and 


Mr.  Erskine  was  instructed  to  offer  an  abandon 
meat  of  the  Orders  in  Council  without  a  re 
of  her  decrees  by  France,  or  a  promise  to  refn 
trading  with  her,  but  merely  on  a  renewal  of  ii 
tercourse  with  Great  Britain ;  which,  I  repeat  ii 
is  obtaining  better  terms  than  we  offered  to  ad 
cept  Then  we  were  told  that,  unless  the  Frenc) 
decrees  were  formally  rescinded,  the  orders  wooli 
be  adhered  to.  Now,  the  British  orders  area 
doned,  whilst  the  French  decrees  are  unrevok 
Mr.  Monroe's  Treaty  is  drawn  into  discussi 
and  the  gentlemen  says  that  the  objection  to 
was,  because  there  was  no  provision  against  i 
pressing  seamen  ;  and  we.  nev^theless,  come  l 
an  accommodation  now  without  any  such  pi 
vision.  Does  the  gentleman  recollect  that,  wh 
the  afiair  of  the  Chesapeake  took  place,  all  d 
gotialion  had  been  suspended  for  some  time,  an<| 
except  in  relation  to  it  and  the  Orders  in  Cooi^ 
cil,  has  never  been  renewed  ?  The  affair^f  thi 
Chesapeake  was  a  barrier  to  all  other  negotiation 
it  was  impossible,  at  a  time  when  the  blood  of  ou 
citizens  was  crying  for  vengeance,  and  the  suj 
vivors  were  confined  in  slavery  worse  than  deat^ 
it  was  impossible  to  sit  down  coolly  and  cald 
late  how  far  the  East  India  or  Colonial  traiU 
could  be  given  up  by  us.  Nothing  could  be  doa 
in  relation  to  minor  points  of  difference,  wfaa 
higher  paramount  concerns  pressed  upon  us.  Bd 
does  it  follow,  sir,  because  these  points  are  no 
now  settled,  that  the  seamen  are  to  be  abandoned 
that  the  West  India  trade  is  to  be  given  up  I 
That  all  points  of  collision  are  to  be  consideiel 
as  conceded  ?  The  negotiators  have  wisely  d^ 
ferred  the  subject,  for  we  are  informed  that  i 
Minister^  with  ample  powers,  will  be  sent  faeri 
to  negouate  a  treaty,  and  we  ought  to  suspend 
our  opinions  until  it  is  concluded.  The  gentk 
man  says  that  another  objection  to  the  treaty  w« 
on  account  of  the  British  note,  that  it  was  o 
posed,  because  it  tended  to  bring  us  in  coliisi 
with  France,  and  Jiow  we  have  done  what  it 
quired  of  us.  Sir,  there  were  various  objectiod 
to  that  note;  one  was,  that  Great  Britain  attempt 
ed  to  bully  us  into  the  course  she  wished  us  tj 
pursue,  to  compel  us  to  give  "  security  to  HisMd 
jesty,"  that  we  would  not  submit  to  the  attac| 
made  by  France  on  our  rights.  Now,  alihougj 
we  did  not  and  would  not  submit^  we  could  d6 
tolerate  such  arrogance  in  Great  Britain.  j 

The  note,  however,  says  the  gentleman,  was  ni 
part  of  the  treaty.  It  was  certainly  commooi 
cated  by  the  British  Government  as  forming  al 
indispensable  condition  of  it;  and  the  Britisl 
Commissioners  in  the  correspondence  with  Ml 
Canning,  which  I  read  to  the  House  at  the  la^ 
session,  stated  expressly  that  the  treaty  was  i 
perfect  instrument,  no  reservation  was  annexed 
to  it,  except  the  note  in  question,  whiclumaii^ 
tained  the  right  to  chastise  us  in  case  we  did  n<^ 
resist  France ;  and  Mr.  Canning  repeats  the  asser 
tion  to  our  Ministers.  The  gentleman  has  goni 
on  to  say  that  Mr.  Monroe  could  have  receive! 
reparation  for  the  attack  on  the  Chesapeake,  il 
his  instructions  concerning  seamen,  which  weri 
blended  with  it,  had  permitted  him.  On  this  poini 
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[liare  the  correspoDdenee  before  me,  wbicb  must 
■lisfjr  the  eentleman  that  it  is  wrons.  As  soon 
ts  the  attack  on  the  Chesapeake  was  Known,  the 
President  issaed  his  proclamation,  and  on  receipt 
4 it;  Mr  Canning  wrote  a  letter  to  Mr.  Monroe, 
n  which  he  says : 

"Before  I  proceed  to  obeexre'upon  that  part  of  it 
tbich  relates  more  immediately  to  the  queBtion  now  at 
■oe  between  our  two  GoTemments,  I  am  commapd- 
4,  in  the  firrt  instance,  to  express  the  surprise  which 
ifelt  at  the  total  omission  of  a  sobject,  upon  which  I 
sd  already  been  commanded  to  apply  to  you  for  in- 
brmation;  the  proclamatbn  purported  to  have  been 
Boed  hj  the  Premdent  of  the  United  Btetes.  Of  this 
■per,  when  last  I  addressed  you  upon  it,  you  proiessed 
lot  to  have  any  knowledge,  beyond  what  the  ordinaiy 
iottnds  i]i  pablic  infi>Tmation  afftrded,  nor  any  au- 
dMsitj  to  declare  it  to  be  authentic 

**I  feel  it  an  indispensable  duty  to  renew  my  inqui- 
rv  OB  this  subject.  The  answer  which  I  may  receive 
torn  jou  is  by  no  means  unimportant  to  the  settlement 
^  (be  discussion  which  has  arisen  from  the  encounter 
^een  the  Leopard  and  the  Chesapeake." 

Aod  he  goes  oa  to  urge  the  impropriety  of 
aakiog  aoy  atonement  during  the  existence  of 
ie  proclamation.  And  I  ask  again,  sir,  would 
Ehi  oatioD  have  been  reconciled  to  the  apathy  of 
k  President  if  be  bad  neglected  to  breathe  forth 
Is  spirit,  feebly  as  it  was  done,  in  the  forbidding 
British  armed  vessels  the  use  of  our  waters  ? 
(f  biUt  the  men  (except  the  one  whom  they  hung 
i  Halifax)  were  retained  in  bondage,  and  the 
ntrige  had  the  sanction  of  a  high  officer  of  the 
British  Government,  which  induced' the  belief 
hit  it  was  with  its  authority  that  the  act  was 
mamiited,  could  the  proclamation  have  been 
vscinded  or  a  less  friendly  measure  have  been 
esortedto? 

Thegeodeman  says,  the  Orders  in  Council  were 
Bade  inoperative  by  our  measures,  and  to  give 
^em  Dp  was,  in  fact,  to  yield  nothing ;  that  they 
rere  to  prevent  our  trade  to  France,  and  we  have 
ireveoted  it  ourselves,  aod  therefore  Great  Brit- 
Dfl  cooceded  nothing  on  that  point.  It  was  not 
i^D  a  trade  to  France  alone  tnat  the  orders  ope- 
ited.  bat  upon  all  nations  from  whose  ports  the 
kiiish  flag  was  excluded,  and  even  from  some 
vho  never  had  made  any  such  regulations ;  but, 
Bdependent  of  this,  suppose  France,  without  re- 
UiQg  io  her  hostility  towards  Great  Britain, 
Mbnitted  our  vessels  freely,  although  they  had 
(Btrred  a  British  port,  and  been  spoken  by  a  Brit- 
>h  cruiser,  and  in  consequence  of  such  relaxa- 
^  the  trade  with  her  was  renewed ;  what,  then, 
^ald  have  been  the  effect  of  the  British  Orders  i 
v^e  ihoaid  still  be  subjected  to  the  payment  of 
^txQte.  We  are  not  now  compelled  to  go  first  to 
y^  Britain,  pay  tribute,  and  receive  His  Ma- 
Jf^T's  license  to  carry  on  our  accustomed  trade, 
^«fore  a  repeal  of  the  orders  is  a  most  import- 
^t  measure.  Sir,  in  the  wide  range  Of  debate 
^Keuileman  hasre]>eated  his  old  argument,  that 
^Orders  in  Council  were  not  known  in  this 
cooQiry  when  the  embargo  was  laid.  After- 
*)rd9  he  qualified  it,  by  saying  they  were  not 
QOWQ  in  the  Cabinet  at  the  time  the  President 


recommended  the  embargo.  If,  sir,  the  Execu- 
tive knew  nothing  of  them  it  is  surprising,  because 
the  purport  of  them  had  been  published  in  the 
National  Intelligencer  in  this  city,  and  in  two  or 
three  papers  printed  in  New  York  and  Philadel- 
phia, which  were  received  here  previous  to  the 
Message  of  the  President.  They  even  stated  the 
date  at  which  his  Britannic  Majesty's  signature 
would  be  affixed  to  the  orders,  and  gave  minute- 
ly the  purport  of  them.  The  President,  in  his 
Message,  not  only  referred  to  the  papers  then  en- 
closed, but  ^'the  great  and  increasing  dangers" 
to  which  our  commerce  was  exposed,  thereby 
alluding  to  what  had  come  to  his  knowledge 
through  the  medium  of  the  newspapers,  as  under- 
stood to  have  been  determined  on  by  the  British 
Gbvernment,  but  not  known  so  formally  as  to  au- 
thorize express  mention  of  it. 

Sir,  the  people  of  the  United  States  are  enlight- 
ened and  intelligent,  they  do  not  wait  for  this 
House  to  spirit  them  on  to  an  examination  and 
decision  of  great  national  questions,  and  our  vote 
of  approbation  or  disapprobation- will  never  check 
or  lull  their  spirit  of  inquiry ;  they  have  already 
approved  the  act  of  the  President,  and,  whether 
they  have  or  not,  it  is  improper  for  us  to  enter 
into  abstract  resolutions,  regardless  of  our  Legis- 
lative  duties,  and  thereby  establish  a  precedent 
alike  dangerous  and  invasive  of  our  independ- 
ence* 

Mr.  J.  concluded  his  observations  by  remark* 
ing,  that  he  could  not  conjecture  what  the  dan- 

feroUs  doctrine,  said  to  have  been  advanced  by 
im  yesterday,  had  to  do  with  the  question.  He 
controverted  tne  opinion  of  Mr.  R.,  however,  in 
relation  to  the  doctrine  of  Federal  judicial  power 
as  conferred  by  the  Constitution,  and  made  some 
remarks  on  the  subject  of  State  and  Federal 
rights. 

Mr.  FiNOLBT  said,  if  he  was  not  mistaken,  the 
motion  now  before  the  House  was  for  postponing 
indefinitely  the  resolution  submitted  by  the  hon* 
orable  gentleman  from  Virginia,  (Mr.  Ranoolpb.) 
I  will  vote,  sir,  said  Mr.  F.,  for  the  postponement, 
and  for  the  same  reasons  that  I  opposed  the  novel 
resolution  when  it  was  first  submitted  for  consid- 
eration to  the  House ;  but,  believing,  the  impro- 
priety of  the  resolution  to  be  on  the  very  first  im- 
pression so  evident  as  to  require  little  explanation, 
It  is  probable  that  my  objections  were  offered  in 
so  concise  or  so  confused  a  manner  as  not  to  be 
well  understood.  Indeed,  they  were  the  hasty 
result  of  the  moment,  excited  by  such  a  resolu- 
tion as  I  believe  no  member  of  Congress  ever 
offered  before,  and  which  there  was  no  reason  to 
expect  on  this  occasion.  I  am  opposed  to  it  on 
correct  Liegislative  principles. 

It  is,  sir,  my  opinion,  that  the  resolution  is 
wholly  out  of  order;  that  it  ought  not  to  have 
been  made ;  that  it  ought  not,  when  offered,  to 
have  been  considered  or  discussed  by  the  House. 

This  House  is  one  branch  of  the  Legislature  of 
the  United  States,  it  possesses  no  powers  but  what 
are  transferred  and  specifically  prescribed ;  they 
do  not  possess  general  powers  on  all  cases  not 
specially  excepted,{as  the  State  Legislature  do. 
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In  this  I  know  the  honorable  mover,  from  Virgi- 
nia^ will  agree  with  me.  I  then  ask,  by  what 
ai tide  or  section  of  the  Constitution  we  are  au- 
thorized to  approbate,  discass,  or  censure  the  con- 
duct of  the  Executive ?  But,  leaving  the  Con- 
stitution for  a  moment  as  a  dead  letter,  and  resort- 
ing solely  to  the  rules  of  the  House,  I  ask,  by  what 
rule  are  we  authorized  to  decide  on  this  resolu- 
tion, or  for  what  purpose  ? 

This  House  is  one  branch  of  the  Federal  Le- 
gislature, authorized  to  originate  laws,  or  to  con- 
cur with  such  as  may  be  originated  by  the  Sena- 
torial branch ;  these  laws  may  be  passed  in  the 
form  of  bills  or  of  Legislative  resolutions;  but, 
in  either  case,  they  must  be  agreed  to  by  both 
Houses,  and  approved  by  the  President.  The 
House  has,  indeed,  other  incidental  powers;  they 
are  judges  of  the  elections  and  qualifications  of 
their  own  members,  and  are  authorized  to  pun- 
ish or  to  expel  a  member.  These  powers  are  ne- 
cessary towards  carrying  their  Legislative  pow- 
ers into  effecC,  and  therefore,  even  if  they  had  not 
been  expressly  vested,  they  were  necessarily  im- 
plied. They  are  also  invested  with  the  powers  of 
impeachiog  public  officers,  and  of  sustaining  the 
character  efproseoutors  before  the  Senate.  These 
are  all  the  powers  I  can  find  vested  in  this  House 
by  the  Constitution.  ' 

This  resolution  is  not  even  professed  to  be  the 
foundation  of  a  law,  or  to  have  any  effect  as  a 


e  citizens,  nor  to  be  for  im- 


rule  of  conduct  for  tn 
peaching  the  President,  or  any  other  public  offi- 
cer, nor  does  it  relate  to  the  proceedings  of  our 
own  House,  or  the  conduct  of  our  own  members ; 
therefore  it  is  not,  it  cannot  be  constitutionally 
before  the  House.  The  people  of  the  United 
States  have,  by  the  Constitution,  vested  this 
House  with  the  power  of  disapproving  -the  con- 
duct of  public  officers  by  impeachment,  and  by 
that  only ;  or  of  the  measures  recommended  by 
the  President,  by  rejecting  them,  or  treating  them 
with  neglect  ;'^this  has  probably  been  done  by 
every  Congress :  but  the  people  have  reserved  the 
right  of  addresses  of  approbation  or  censure  in 
their  own  hands,  and  assuming  it  by  this  House 
would  be  a  usurpation  of  powers,  and  a  precedent 
for  other  usurpations. 

Mr.  Speaker,  if  I  am  mistaken  in  this,  every 
Congress,  since  the  commencement  of  this  Gk>v- 
ernipent,  has  been  also  mistaken.  I  am  confident 
the  honorable  gentleman  from  Virginia  cannot 
lay  his  hand  on  such  a  resolution  in  the  Journals 
of  Congress.  He  has  admitted  on  this  floor  that, 
in  this  case,  the  President  did  his  duty,  but  not 
more  than  nis  duty  ;  that,  in  so  far  as  the  law  au- 
thorized discretion,  as  it  certainly  did  with  respect 
to  time  and  manner,  and  the  confidence  to  be 
placed  in  the  declaration  of  the  British  Minister, 
he  has  acted  with  propriety ;  he  has  also  highly 
applauded  on  this  floor  the  first  four  years'  Ad- 
ministration of  the  late  President ;  but  he  him- 
self nor  any  other  member,  it  is  believed,  never 
submitted  a  resolution  to  the  House  for  a  Legis- 
lative approbation  of  his  conduct,  during  even 
that  four  years  of  perfection  ;  no  such  resolution 
was  submitted  or  passed  respecting  the  conduct 


of  Wabbinoton,  with  respect  to  the  choice  <^ 
whom  there  were  no  parties ;  no  such  resolution 
was  submitted  or  passed  with  respect  to  Adamj 
by  the  majority,  who  were  the  fneods  and  sq^ 
porters  of  his  Administration  ;  in  short,  there  i\ 
no  example  of  the  kind  on  the  Jonraalb ;  therefor^ 
I  am  justified  in  calUnjg;  this  resolution  a  novelty 
But  it  may  be  asked,  has  this  House  no  methoi 
within  its  power  of  approving  of  the  ExecutiTJ 
measures  ?    It  certainly  has.  | 

Let  Cpngress,  sir,  pass  laws  to  carry  the  roeas 
ures  of  the  Szecutive  into  effect,  as  to  corresponj 
with  them.  This,  a,nd  this  only,  is  a  Legidaii?! 
expression  of  approbation,  and  the  highest  tbi 
can  be  given.  Law  is  the  only  language  of 
Legislature;  it  is  the  only  Language  Uiat  ca^ 
command  obedience  or  respect.  Any  equal  nuol 
her  of  citizens  met  in  a  tavern,  and  there  pasuiu 
a  resolution  of  approbation,  would  have  equa 
force  with  such  a  resolution  passed  in  this  Hou  J 
and  would  be  more  in  character.  For,  admittis 
and  discussing  this  resolution,  the  House  is  na 
acting  in  its  legislative  character,  but  as  iodi?i(i 
ual  citizens,  and  in  fact  degrading  the  legislativi 
character.  They  are  acting  without  authorit 
from  the  Constitution  or  the  rulea  of  this  Hous^ 

ViThen  this  Government  commenced,  after  tbi 
example  of  the  British.  Parliament,  the  Presided 
made  his  communication  to  both  Houses  at  tu 
opening  of  a  session,  in  a  speech,  to  which  th 
Houses  prepared  an  answer ;  and  frequently  sac 
an  answer  as  anticipated  the  most  promioea 
measures  of  the  session,  to  which  such  amen^ 
ments  were  generally  moved  and  discussed,  ^ 
brought  forward  all  the  party  artillery  and  irriuj 
tion  which  the  House  contained,  before  any  prd 
gress  was  made  in  the  proper  business  of  the  L^ 

gislature.  We  have  seen,  sir,  two  m*eeks  of  tb| 
eginninflp  of  a  session  spent  in  thi^  way,  and  pal 
ty  irritation  excited  to  the  greatest  height,  n^ 
only  in  but  out  of  the  House,  before  legislaiioj 
commenced.  I  confess  I  rejoiced  when  this  metii 
od  of  corresponding  with  the  Executive  w^ 
changed.  i 

In  support  of  the  resolution,  however,  the  gently 
man  states  that  there  is  a  difference  of  opinion  o| 
this  subject,  both  within  and  without  this  HoosC 
and  to  prove  this  has  read  part  of  a  paragrapi 
out  of  a  newspaper,  conducted  by  an  influenti^ 
military  officer;  but  I  confess -so  much  of  this  a 
he  read  comes  short  of  proving  the  truth  of  thi^ 
in  my  opinion.  I  have  said  when  I  was  up  be 
fore,  ana  I  repeat  it  again,  that  I  know  of  no  suc| 
difference  of  opinion,  and  since  the  measure  wa 
made  public,  I  have  conversed  with  many  citj 
zens  of  different  counties  and  States,  and  real 
many  newspapers.  All  I  have  conversed  will 
agree  that  the  President  did  his  duty  in  exercisiojl 
the  authority  vested  in  him  by  Congress  on  thi 
occasion,  and  as  far  as  I  am  acquainted,  it  is  ihi 
general  opinion  that  the  late  President  equal!] 
discharged  his  duty  with  respect  to  the  same  sufa 
ject ;  this  is  fully  testified  by  the  present  Presi 
dent  in  the  correspondence  with  the  British  Mio 
ister.  If  this  .is  true,  as  I  certainly  believe  it  i^ 
he  is  equally  entitled  to  a  vote  of  approbation  ^ 
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be  present  PretidenU  Bat  the  gentleman  (Mr, 
Uhdoltb)  has  exerted  bis  iDffenuitjr  to  prove 
kat  this  is  sot  true.  Here  is  a  difference  of  bpin« 
90,  bot  not  sach  as  can  have  any  effect  on  the 
leasures  now  before  Congress. 

If  we  sanction  this  resolution  by  oar  vote,  where 
fill  it  end  7  In  what  instances  shall  we  give  a 
nte  of  approbntioo,  or  in  what  shall  we  with- 
nU  it?  The  gentiemaa  knows  well  that,  by 
rotiDg  in  the  negative,  it  will  appear  to  be  a  vote 
if  eeosore  against  what  we  really  approve.  It 
poold  be  easy,  in  the  course  of  a  session,  to  pro- 
Bote  twenty  or  fifty  such  votes.  If  we  have  a 
right  to  pass  abstract  votes  of  approbation,  we 
bre  tbe  same  right  to  pass  votes  of  censare,  and 
toeoodemn,  anheard,  by  a  hasty  resolution  oi  one 
BoQse,  and,  by  so  doins ,  tarn  this  House  into  a 
MNuicil  of  censors.  Such  Pennsylvania  once  had, 
iDwbich  I  sat,  bat  it  had  the  power  of  eeosore 
oolf.tod  not  of  approbation ;  this  the  people  kept 
io  il^ir  own  bands,  and  officially  expressed  it  at 
tkeir  elections. 

Is  the  gentleman  (Mr.  R.)  really  so  fond  of 

Krtf  contests  as  to  urge  this  unprecedented  reso- 
ioo,  merely  for  cariosity,  to  find  some  new 
naree  of  party  divisions  1  This  will  be  fairly  put 
B  the  test  on  passing  the  laws  on  the  subjects  aU 
mdy  referred  to  sekct  committees,  for  carrying 
lie  meaBOfes  communicated  by  the  President 
■to  effect,  on  which,  I  trust,  there  will  be  little 
ii&reaee  of  opinion.  I  will  vote  for  postpone* 
■eot;  if  not  postponed,  for  the  amendment  of- 
fered by  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts.  The 
Dembers  wiU  eertainlv  take  time  to  deliberate 
before  they  vote  for  such  a  useless  and  such  a  dan- 
Serom  precedent ;  they  will  reflect  that  such  re- 
wltttioos  as  these,  not  warranted  by  the  Consti- 
totioD)  are  iM>t  subject  to  tiie  revision  of  the  other 
inodi,  Dor  to  that  course  of  deliberation  in  this 
House  that  i»  necessary  on  passing  laws.  They 
«ill  reflect  dMt  agreeing  to  the  resoluiion  can  do 
M  good,  but  that  tbe  eiamj^e,  if  drawn  into  pre- 
eedeat,  most  do  much  harm.  With  respect  to 
iidiridiial  aacmbers,  they  have  aboiidaot  oppor- 
tttity  of  eenanring  or  of  approbating  in  their  de- 
fies on  the^por.  of  which  they  frequently  avail 
ibemselTes  fP^l  uttle  restraint. 

Whea  Mr.  F.  had  concluded,  an  adjournment 
*u  called  for,  and  carried. 


Saturday,  May  27. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  BaaaETT,  a  committee  was 
if^ioted,  jointly,  with  a  committee  of  the  Sen- 
tte,  to  inquire  wnat  business  it  is  requisite  should 
W  done  at  the  present  session,  and  report  to 
ie  House.  Mr.  Basbstt,  Mr.  Richaros,  Mr. 
Wbeatom,  Mr.  Cox,  and  Mr.  Crist,  were  ap- 
poioted  the  committee. 

Mr.  Newton,  from  the  Committee  on  Com- 
Beree  and  Manufactures,  presented  a  bill  au* 
^zing  the  issuing  of  debentures  in  certain 
casts;  which  was  read  twice,  and  committed  to  a 
Committee  of  the  Whole  on  Wednesday  next. 

Mr.  (itoiHCT  presented  a  petition  of  tbe  sugar 
ttfi&en  in  the  town  of  Boston,  State  of  Blaasar 


chusetts,  praying  that  a  law  may  be  passed  granc- 
iog  a  drawback  on  refined  sugar  exported  tu  any 
foreign  port  or  plsce,  equal  to  the  duties  paid  on 
the  importation  of  brown  sugar. — Referred  to  the 
Committee  of  Commerce  and  Manufactures. 

Mr.  PoiNOEXTER  presented  a  report  of  tbe 
Land  Commissioners  West  of  Pearl  River,  in  the 
Mississippi  Territory,  together  with  abstracts  of 
their  decisions  in  the  case  of  non-resident  British 
grants;  which  were  referred  to  the  Cou^mitte^ 
on  the  Public  Lands. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Nicholas  R.  Moore, 

JReaolved^  That  Thomas.  Ctaxton  be,  and  he  is 
hereby,  authorized  to  employ,  under  his  immedt- 
ate  direction, one  additional  assistant,  five  servants, 
and  two  horses,  for  the  purpose  of  performing 
such  services  and  duties  as  are  usually  required 
by  the  Honse  of  Representatives,  during  the 
present  and  next  session  of  Congress,  and  for  four 
days  after  the  terminations  of  each ;  and  that  he 
be  allowed  therefor  nine  dollars  per  day,  and  be 
paid  out  the  fund  appropriated  for  the  contingent 
expenses  of  the  House. 

On  amotion  of  Mr.  Burwell, 

Besolved^  That  tbe  President  of  the  United 
States  he  reqaested  to  cause  the  Seefetary  of  War 
to  lay  before  this  House  an  estimate  of  the  sums 
necessary  to  complete  the  fortifications  com- 
menced or  (Contemplated;  and,  also,  the  amount 
of  any  deficiency  of  former  appropriations  for  this 
object. 

•  On  motion  of  Mr.  Nawroii,  the  unfinished  bosi- 
ness  depending  yesterday  at  the  time  of  adjoarn* 
ment  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

The  House  then  resolved  itself  into  a  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole  on  the  bill  respecting  the  ships 
or  vessels  owned  by  citizens  or  subjects  of  foreign 
nations  with  which  commercial  intercourse  is 
permitted;  and,  after  some  lime  spent  therein, 
the  btil  was  reported  without  amendment,  and 
ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  tinhs 
this  day. 

The  House  proceeded,  by  ballot,  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Chaplain  to  Congress,  on  their  part  ^ 
and,  upon  examining  the  ballots,  a  majority  of 
the  rotes  of  the  whole  House  was  found  in  favor 
of  the  Rev.  Jessb  Lee. 

Tbe  following  Message  was  received  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States: 

To  the  House  of  Representatives .» 

I  now  lay  before  Congress  the  report  of  the  SecrsUiy 
of  War,  showing  the  progress  made  in  carrying  into 
effect  the  set  of  April,  one  thousand  eight  hundred 
and  eight,  for  raising  sn  additional  military  force*  and 
the  disposition  of  the  troops. 

JAMES  MADISON. 

Mat  26, 1809. 

The  Message  and  report  were  read,  and  re- 
ferred to  the  committee  on  that  part  of  the  Mes* 
sage  of  the  President  of  the  United  States  which 
relates  to  the  Military  Establishment. 

An  engrossed  bill  respectin|[  the  ships  or  ves« 
sels  owned  by  citizens  or  subjects  of  foreign  na- 
tions, with  which  commercial  intercourse  is  per* 
mitted,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


119 


HISTORY  OP  CONGRESS. 


120 


H.  OF  R. 


Sufferers  under  the  Sedition  Law, 


MAT,1809i 


Oa  motion  of  Mr.  Randolph,  a  committee  was 
appointed  to  take  into  consideration  the  act,  en- 
titled *^An  act  for  establishing  rales  and  articles 
for  the  government  of  the  armies  of  the  United 
States,^'  and  to  report  whether  any,  and  what, 
alteration  it  is  expedient  to  make  in  the  same. 

Mr.  Randolph,  Mr.  Stanford,  Mr.  Camp- 
bell, Mr.  HfiiSTER,  Mr.  Gold,  Mr.  Pickhan, 
apd  Mr.  Huftt,  were  appointed  a  committee, 
pursuant  to  the  said  resolution,  with  leave  to  re- 
port thereon  by  bill,  or  otherwise. 

VOTE  OF  APPROBATION. 

Mr.  Randolph  called  for  the  consideration  of 
the  unfinished  business  of  yesterday ;  and  on  the 
question,  will  the  House  resume  the  consideration 
of  the  subject,  the  House  divided  54  to  54;  and 
the  Speaker  voting  in  the  negative,  the  motion 
was  lost.  Mr.  Randolph  subsequently  gave  no- 
tice that  he  should  call  it  up  every  day  during 
the  session  if  he  had  an  opportunity,  and  require 
the  yeas  and  nays  each  time,  unless  the  House 
should  agree  to  take  it  up. 

SEDITION  LAW. 

Mr.  Stanford  said  he  had  risen  to  offer  a  res- 
olution, which  he  wanted  to  have  offered  imme- 
diately after  that  which  had  been  offered  by  a 
gentleman  from  Virginia,  (Mr.  Randolph,)  and 
adopted  by  the  House,  on  the  subject  of  prosecu- 
tions for  libel  at  common  law  ;  but  not  being  able 
to  get  the  floor,  he  would  now  beg  leave  to  move 
his  by  way  of  instruction  to  the  same  committee. 
That  committee,  Mr.  S.  said,  had  been  charged 
with  an  Inquiry  into  what  prosecutions  for  libel  at 
common  law  had  been  instituted  in  the  courts  of 
the  United  States,  which  he  hoped  the  committee 
would  duly  make,  and  lay  before  the  House. 
Thus  the  House  would  see  what  system  of  perse- 
cution, if  any,  had  been  resorted' to,  and  cherished 
by  the  late  Administration  or  its  friends,  in  any 
part  of  the  United  States;  and  he  equally  hoped 
some  remedy  might  be  devised  at  this  time,  the 
beginning  of  a  new  Administration,  to  obviate  any 
like  occurrence  in  future.  But,  said  Mr.  S.,  let  it 
not  be  that  anything  be  done  partially.  While 
we  are  about  to  bring  to  our  view  all  tne  cases  of 
prosecution  for  libel  under  the  common  law,  we 
are  not  likely  to  know  anything  about  prosecu- 
tions for  libel,  which  had  occurred  under  the  se- 
dition law,  and  that  too  under  a  different  Admin- 
istration. We  have  not  authorized  any  such  in- 
quiry. That  abuses  have  occurred  under  both,  Is 
but  too  probable,  and  1  think  it  will  be  liberal,  as 
it  is  just  and  fair,  to  make  the  inquiry  more  gen- 
eral on  the  subject.  If  any  citizen  has  been  op- 
pressed or  iniured  by  such  prosecutions,  let  it  be 
known,  and  Jet  justice  be  done  him  ;  even  now, 
if  with  propriety,  any  way  can  be  devised  to  do 
so.  Inquiry,  however,  is  ail  that  is  asked  for  the 
present. 

It  may  be  perceived,  said  Mr.  S.,  and  if  not,  I 
wish  it  should  be  understood,  when  I  speak  of 
J4i8tice  beipg  done,  that  I  speak  with  rather  pe- 


sedition  law.  I  think  it  never  too  lafe  to  do  jastiecj 
under  whatever  circumstances  or  motives  of  pot) 
icy  it  may  have  been  withheld  for  a  time.  I  trasi 
no  gentleman  will,  upon  this  occasion,  saspeel 
me  of  a  design  to  excite  any  party  feelings.  I( 
certainly  is  not  my  wish,  whatever  may  be  tlu 
effect.  The  resolution  I  am  about  to  offer  is  ooi 
so  framed,  nor  would  it  necessarily  invoire  tb( 
question  of  the  constitutionality  of  tne  law.  I  feel 
persuaded,  therefore,  that  the  different  gentlemeii 
of  the  House  may,  from  a  spirit  of  liberality  aod 
fair  concession,  indulge  the  inquiry  asked  for. 

But,  sir,  said  he,  since  the  other  inquiry  has  beet 
^one  into,  it  cannot  be  unfair  to  say  that  the  m» 
jority  of  the  House  owe  it  to  themselves  to  ex  ted 
the  inquiry,  as  well  to  cases  of  prosecution  undei 
the  sedition  law,  as  to  those  under  the  commoi 
law ;  and  I  shall  be  permitted  to  say  also,  the] 
owe  it  as  well  to  the  feelings  and  sufferings  of  tht 
gentleman  to  whom  I  have  alluded.  WhateTcl 
may  be  the  aspect  of  political  opinions  and  partiei 
now,  it  is  known  to  you,  sir.  and  a  few  others  o^ 
this  floor,  that  to  him  much  is  due  for  the  preseal 
ascendency  of  the  majority ;  perhaps  to  no  on^ 
more,to  the  extent  of  his  sphere  of  action  and  inflo 
ence.  In  the  famous  contested  dection  for  Pre< 
sident  in  this  House,  eight  or  nine  years  ago,  hi 
gave  the  vote  of  a  State,  which  sufficed  to  decidi 
the  contest ;  and  more  especially  so,  if  the  blaa] 
votes  of  the  State  of  Maryland  could  have  ren 
dered  that  vote  doubtful.  But,  however  sacl 
considerations  may  or  may  not  avail,  nothing  il 
more  clear  to  me  tnan  that  the  inquiry  should  bl 
indulged  on  the  most  liberal  principles. 

Reaohed,  That  the  committBe,  appointed  to  ioqair 
into  what  prosecutions  for  libels  at  common  law  hat 
been  instituted  before  the  courts  of  the  United  Stttet 
be  instructed  to  inqoire  what  proeecutionB  for  libel 
have  been  instituted  before  the  ooorts  of  the  Unite 
States  onder  the  second  section  of  the  act  entitled ''A^ 
act  in  addition  to  an  act,  entitled  'An  act  for  the  pox 
ishment  of  certain  crimes  against  the  United  Stateit 
passed  the  14th  day  of  July,  1708,  and  theexpediene 
of  remunerating  the  tufieren  under  su6h  proaecution 

Mr.  Sawyer  moved  to  amend  the  resolution  b 
adding,  at  the  end  of  it,  the  words J^nd  that  tb 
'  committee  also  inquire  whether^Hf  and  whs 
'  private  compensation  has  been  made  to  sue 
*  suffering  persons." 

Mr.  Macon  said  he  did  not  know  how  the  cos 
mittee  could  go  about  to  make  such  an  inquiry  i 
that  contemplated  by  the  amendment.  The  get 
tleman  must  be  well  satisfied  that  the  Ooren 
ment  could  not  rightfully  inquire  into  traosai 
tions  between  individuals. 

Mr.  Dana  said  that  he  had  no  particular  ol 
jection  to  meet  this  inquiry.  As  to  the  disclosui 
of  faetsas  to  the  reimbursement  bv  individual coi 
tribution,  it  might  be  amusing,  it  this  House  ha 
authority  to  make  it.  He  said  he  should  like  i 
know  who  contributed  to  the  relief  of  Jam< 
Thompson  Callender,  when  he  was  prosecuted 
but  he  had  some  doubt  whether  it  was  proper 


-   ,.        ^   ^  ,     .  r       enter  mto  any  inquiry,  or  whether  it  was  prop  I 

ctiliar  reference  to  a  gentleman  of  this  House,  who    to  pass  the  resolution  pointing  to  the  remuneratio 
has  been  a  principal  sufferer  under  the  well  known  |  of  sufferers  under  the  sedition  law.    He  shoul 
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Jure  sapposed  that  it  might  be  proper  to  leave  it 
ai  large  loi  the  committee  to  report.  He  said  be 
bad  certiialr  do  objection  to  inquire,  though  be 
coDceired  that  prosecutions  at  common  law  and 
uoder  the  sedition  law  were  essentially  different ; 
because,  supposins  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  to  pass  such  a  law,  the  courts  of  the  Uni- 
ted States  might  take  cognizance  of  it ;  but.  with- 
out such  a  law,  it  did  not  belong  to  the  judiciary 
to  extend  its  care  to  the  protection  of  the  Goyern- 
ment  from  slander.  Buch  was  the  decision  of 
Jadge  Chase  (said  Mr.  D.)  who  decided  that  the 
coort  bad  no  jurisdiction  at  common  law  in  suits 
for  libel;  and  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States  oever  did  decide  the  question.  The  strong 
eooinst  is  this ;  that  while  there  was  a  descrip- 
tion of  men  who  said  that  no  prosecution  could 
be  had  at  common  law  for  libel,  nor  under  the 
staiQte  which  modified  the  common  law  so  as  to 
allow  the  truth  to  be  given  in  evidence — who, 
vhiiethe^ excited  indignation  against  this  statute, 
shoald  afterwards  undertake  to  institute  prosecu- 
tioosat  common  law  where  there  was  no  limita-. 
tion  io  favor  of  the  defendant.  There  is  this  dif- 
ference in  the  cases  ;  that  we  find  practice  pre- 
cisely different  from  professions.  I  do  not  say 
thai  the  heads  of  departments  were  instrumental 
in  instituting  these  prosecutions;  but  it  marks 
lome  of  the  subordinate  men  who  were  active  in 
making  professions.  I  am  very  willing  that  the 
proposed  inquiry  should  be  made ;  but  I  cannot 
lee  the  propriety  of  our  undertakinff  to  give  any 
opinion  as  to  remunerating  those  who  suffered. 

Mr.  Stanford  said  :-^Mr.  Speaker,  I  would  ask 
if  mj  colleague's  motion  of  amendment  can  be 
in  order  ?  It  is  no  concern  of  this  House,  or  of  the 
Govefoment,  what  private  contributions  .may 
have  been  made  to  the  gentleman  from  Eentuckv ; 
and,  if  it  was,  the  inquiry  is  impossible.  [The 
SpEiKEB  said,  not  being  able  to  enter  into  the 
Tiews  of  the  mover  of  the  amendment,  he  con- 
sidered the  motion  in  order.]  Then,  said  Mr. 
S.,  if  my  colleague  is  anxious  to  know  what  he 
cooid  not  otherwise  know,  I  will  tell  him  I  had 
eontributed  a  small  sum  to  the  gentleman  from 
KeoCQcky,  as  a  sufferer  in  what  was  then  consid- 
ered a  common  cause ;  but,  upon  his  return  to  his 
seat  in  the  House,  he  could  not  brook  the  idea  of 
loch  a  contribution,  and  returned  the  amount  to 
myielf  1  know,  and  to  others  I  ftdieve.  My  col- 
league wonld  do  well  to  tell  us  how  much  he  con- 
tribated.  It  was. well  known  contributions  were 
Bude  in  a  quarter. not  far  from  him ;  and  if  he 
4id  not  I  am  well  persuaded  it  was  not  for  the 
vant  of  symj^thy  on  his  part,  or  extreme  zeal  in 
the  democratic  cause;  for  I  am  confident  I  have 
seen  as  moch  or  more  seditious  matter  from  under 
ius  pen,  than  I  ever  saw  from  nnder  that  of  tfie 
pntlems^n  from  Kentucky.  Be  that,  however,  as 
>tmay,  I  am  for  one  willing,  if  no  Constitutional 
^uliv  can  be  shown,  tor  emunerate  the  suffer- 
sn— at  least  to  take  such  money  out  of  the  Tret* 
nry,  and  restore  it  to  its  original,  rightful  own- 
ers-,  and  if  it  cannot  be  consistently  done,  why 
^  inqairy  can  do  no  harm.  BuL  indeed,  we 
vre  great  examples  in  the  case  before  us.    Did 


not  the  late  President,  when  he  came  into  place, 
refuse  to  let  such  money  come  into  the  Treasury 
in  the  case  of  the  worthless  Callender  ?  As  the 
proper  authority,  he  thrust  it  from  him  as  unwor- 
th]^  the  coffers  of  his  country ;  and  did  not  his 
doing  so  meet  general  approbation  ?  I  confess  it 
met  mine  most  cordially,  and  I  believe  it  did  that 
of  my  colleague  also.  Have  we  not,  moreover, 
the  best  recorded  proof  that  the  present  President 
holds  similar  opinions  on  this  subject?  His 
splendid  opposition  to  the  sedition  law  is  the  proof 
to  which  I  allude^nd  is,  in  my  mind,  conclusive 
on  this  subject.  But  if  it  were  not,  where  is  the 
impropriety  of  an  inquiry?  The  House  will  be 
better  able  to  decide  when  the  whole  matter  shall 
come  fairly  before  them. 

Mr.  dniMCY  said  this  appeared  to  be  a  propo- 
sition to  aid  a  single  individual;  and,  by  the 
amendment,  gentlemen  who  had  aided  that  in* 
dividual  were  anxious  to  prevent  him  from  gain- 
ing more  than  he  had  paid.  It  was  a  kind  of  ap- 
plication to  the  House  to  repay  to  those  persons 
who  relieved  the  suffereai. under  the  sedition  act, 
the  sums  which  they  had  paid.  If  this  were  the 
object,  Mr.  Q^  suggested  whether  it  would  not  be 
projper  for  them  to  come  forward  and  lay  their 
claim  in  the  ordinary. form  before  the  House. 

Mr.  Sawy£R  said  he  was,  as  he  always  had 
been,  willing  to  contribute  his  mite  to  the  relief 
of  the  sufferers ;  but  he  did  not  wish  to  see  them 
remunerated  from  the  public  Treasurv. 

Mr.  Lyon. — I  have  tor  some  time  Seen  in  sus- 
pense whether  I  ought,  or  ouffhtnot  to  make  any  ob- 
servationson  the  subject  before  the  House ;  delica- 
cy on  the  one  hand  bids  me  be  silent,  while  a  duty  I 
owe  to  myself,  to  my  family,  and  to  the  nation,  re- 
quires (that  since  myparticular  C^se  has  beenaUu- 
ded  to,)  the  members  of  this  House  and  the  public 
should  be  made  acquainted  with  many  of  the  cir- 
cumstances of  that  case,  which  have  either  never 
come  to  their  knowledge,  or  have  long  been  buried 
up  among  the  consumed  heap  of  political  occur- 
rences, disputations  and  publications  of  these  days. 
Besides,  sir,  I  have  It  in  my  power  to  throw  much 
light  on  the  subject  of  the  inquiry  wished  for,  by 
the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina  (Mr.  Sawyer) 
who  has  proposed  the  amendment  under  consid- 
eration, and  I  will  assure  the  gentleman  that  I 
shall  not  be  backward  in  doing  so.  It  is  true,  sir, 
that  I  was  unjustly  condemned  to  pay  a  fine  of 
one  thousand  dollars  and  to  suffer  an  iff  nominious 
imprisonment  of  four  months  in  a  loatnsome  dun- 
geon— the  common  receptacle  of  felons,  runaway 
negroes,  or  the  vilest  malefactors — ^and  this  when 
I  was  the  Representative  of  the  people  of  Vermont 
in  this  House  of  Congress.  It  cannot  be  said 
there  was  no  other  room  in  the  prison,  there  were 
rooms  enough  ;  yes,  sir.  one  of  my  judges  during 
my  imprisonment  found  another  room  in  the  same 

{*ail  to  be  imprisoned  for  debt  in,  until  he  gave 
»onds  for  the  liberty  of  the  yard.  To  heighten 
the  picture  exhibited  by  official  tyranny,  and  to 
add  to  the  cruel  vexation  of  this  transaction,  I  was 
carried  out  of  the  county  in  which  I  lived,  fifty 
miles  from  my  family,  kept  six  weeks  without 
fire  in  the  months  of  October  and  November, 
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nearly  the  whole  of  which  time  the  Northwest 
wind  had  free  admittance  into  the  dungeon, 
through  the  same  aperture  that  admitted  the  light 
of  heaven  into  that  dreary  cell.  And  let  it  he 
asked,  in  these  days  of  the  mild  reign  of  Repah- 
licanism,  for  what  crime  was  all  this  extraor- 
dinary, this  ignominious  punishment  inflicted? 

I  bold  a  copy  of  the  indictment  in  my  hand 
which  includes  the  charge  against  me.  I  will  not 
trouble  tbe  House  with  a  recital  of  the  technical 
jargon  and  tedious  repetition  of  words,  of  course, 
which  constitute  the  bulk  of  sdch  instruments. 
No,  bir,  but  I  will  read  the  identical  words  of  the 
charge,  which  says,  that  on  the  20th  of  June  1796. 
Bfatthew  Lyon  wrote  a  letter  to  Alden  Spooner 
of  Windsor,  Vermont,  in  which  he  said,  ^as  to  the 
'  Ezecotire,  when  I  shall  see  the  efforts  of  that 

*  power  b^nt  on  the  promotion  of  the  comfort,  the 

*  nappines8.and  accommodation  of  the  people,  that 

*  Eiecutive  shall  have  my  zealous  and  uniform 

*  support.  But  whenerer  I  shall,  on  the  part  of 
Mhe  Executive,  see  every  consideration  of  the 
'  public  welfare swallo#ed  up  in  a  continual  grasp 
'  for  power,  in  an  unbounded  thirst  for  ridiculous 

*  pomp,  foolish  adulation,  and  'selflsb  avarice — 
'when  I  shall  behold  men  of  real  merit  daily 
'  tamed  out  of  oflSce  for  no  other  cause  but  inde< 
'  pendeoce  of  sentiment — when  I  shall  see  men  of 
''firmness,  merit,  years,  abilities,  and  experience, 
^  discarded  in  their  application  for  oflBces  for  fear 
'they  possess  that  independence;  and  men  of 
'  meanness  preferred  for  the  ease  with  which  they 
'  take  up  and  advocate  opinions  the  consequence 

*  of  which  they  know  but  little  of— when  I  shall 

*  see  the  sacred  name  of  religion  employed  as  a 

*  stateengtne  to  make  mankind  hate  and  persecute 

*  one  another,  I  shall  not  be  their  humble  advo- 

*  cate.**^ 

This  is  the  whole  of  my  crime,  and  what  do 
those  words  amount  to.  Who  is  here  that  hears 
these  words,  but  what  approves  the  sentiment  they 
contain  ?  Whtft  do  I  say  in  these  words,  other,  or 
more,  or  less,  than  that  when  the  Executive  is 
doing  right.  I  will  support  him-^when  doing 
wrong  I  will  not  be  his  humble  advocate  ?  This 
ought  to  be  the  creed  of  every  member  who  enters 
these  walls.  Was  there  to  be  an  oath  or  abju- 
ration  added  to  the  Constitutional  oath  to  be  taken 
'by  the  members  of  this  House,  can  any  person  who 
bears  4ne,  devise  a  better,  or  one  more  proper  ? 
Could  any  person  who  really  thought  Mr.  Adams 
quite  clear  from  all  those  improprieties,  as  merely 

f possible  from  tbe  nature  of  man,  mentioned  in  my 
ett^r,  have  thought  of  my  libelling  the  President 
by  this  declaration  ?  I  presume  not,  sir.  Yet 
this  my  crime,  received  one  of  the  condemnations 
which  you  are  called  upon  by  this  motion  to  con* 
stitute  an  inquirv  into-*an  inquiry  1  cannot  per- 
auade  myself  will  be  refused.  The  letter, sir,  was 
an  answer  to  a  violent  invective  against  me,  pub- 
lished in  the  same  paper  a  short  time  before,  in 
which  besides  a  number  of  other  charges  against 
me,  it  was  imputed  to  me  as  a  crime  that  I  acted 
in  opposition  to  tbe  Executive. 

I  did  not  begin  the  altercation.  A  person  who 
was  a  friend  to  the  Adams'  adminbtration,  in  the 


act  of  libelling  me,  (one  of  the  constituted  aotboi 
fties.)  usfaereu  the  Executive  into  his  performtoci 
My  character,  ever  dearer  to  me  than  life,  w« 
cooeemed.  I  deigpied  to  answer  him,  after  expo| 
tulating  with  him  on  mv  right  as  one  of  the  cd 
stitnted  authorities  of  the  nation  to  exercise  m 
own  judgment  in  my  official  conduct,  and  shown 
that  my  merely  differing  with  the  Ezeeum 
proved  no  more  than  that  the  Executive  Mm 
with  me.  I  incidentally  ptoeeeded  in  the  words  { 
which  I  was  indicted,  the  verjr  words  I  just  do 
read.  I  was  charged  with  neither  more  or  less  i 
coming  from  my  pen.  As  if  to  outrye  era 
principle  of  law  and  every  sentiment  oft  deeem 
and  propriety,  this  indictment, founded  od  ihti 
dition  mw  passed  on  the  14th  day  of  Julf,  179 
charges  me  with  having  in  Phtladetphiaon  tbe3(n 
of  June  prior,  written  a  letter  to  Alden  Spoon 
of  Vermont,  which  contained  those  words  I  hd 
bcfen  reciting.  My  letter  was  produced  in  cod 
and  carried  the  Philadelphia  post-mark  of  sod 
day  in  the  same  June.  I  do  not  recollect  wbi^ 
day ;  Jud^  Patterson  himself  admitted  this  m 
and  that  it  was  out  of  my  power  and  coatrol 
the  June  before  the  sedition  law  was  passed.  Tb 
the  indictment,  which  was  the  foundation  of  tl 
barbarous  treatment  I  received,  carried  on  itsfrd 
its  own  condemnation ;  but  this  defect  was  tti 
edied  by  the  ingenuity  of  the  party  jadge,  w| 
dextrously  mingled  his  assertions  that  the  crid 
was  co^izable  under  the  common  law,  with  b 
admonitions  to  a  pliant  jury  not  to  be  deters 
from  finding  a  verdict  where  the  man  who  wro 
was  a  member  of  Congress,  and  knew  the  sediu^ 
law  was  about  to  be  passed,  and  probably  hurrij 
his  letter  to  evade  the  law. 

It  may  be  said,  sir,  that  I  was  chaiged  lo 
indictment  with  publishing  a  copy  of  a  letter,  fn 
an  American  diplomatic  character  in  France, 
a  member  of  Congress,  commonly  called  the  Bi 
low  letter.  I  was  so,  and  there  was  a  third  eoH 
in  the  indictment  for  aidiiig  and  abetting  inr 
publication  of  said  letter.  The  words  selccied 
seditious  were  as  follow :  •  The  mistraderstaodii 

*  between  the  two  Gbvemmcnts  has  become 

*  tremely  alarming:  confidence  is  completely 

*  stroyed ;  mistrust,  jealousy,  and  a  wrong  tW 

*  bution  of  motives,  are  so  apparent  as  to  reqaj 

*  the  utmost  c|Ution  in  every  word  and  acw 

*  that  arc  to  come  from  your  Executive;  I©«^ 

*  if  your  object  is  to  avoid  hostilities.    Had  w 

*  truth  been  understood  with  you  before  the  recall 
-  Monroe,  before  the  coming  and  the  second  comi 

*  of  Pinkney,  had  it  guided  the  pens  that  wroteti 
«  bullying  speech  of  your  President,  and  ^^^^}^t 

*  answer  of  your  Senate,  in  November  last,  1  sboo 
1  probably  have  had  no  occasion  to  address  you  tQ 

*  letter;  but  when  we  found  hrm  borrowing  the  la 

<  guage  of  Edmund  Burke,  and  telling  the  m 

<  that  although  he  shoufd  succeed  in  treatiog^i 
'  the  French  j'there  wasno  dependence  to  be  pUc^ 

<  on  their  engagements;  that  their  religion  or  ox 

<  rality  was  at  an  end.  and  they  had  turned  pttnt 
'  and  plunderers ;  and  it  would  be  necessarvto 

'  perpetually  armed  against  them,  though  v 

*  were  .at  potee,  we  wondered  that  the  answer 
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both  Houses  had  not  been  an  order  to  send  him 
to  a  mad-house !     Instead  of  this,  the  Senate 
hare  echoed  his  speech  with  more  serriiity  than 
erer  Qeorire  the  Third  experienced  from  either 
hooae  of  PaTliament."    No  proof  appeared  on 
fce  trial  of  my  printing,  or  aiding  or  abetting  in 
jimung,  or  circulating  a  printed  copy  of  this  fa- 
Doms  letter.    I  had  read  the  copy  of  the  letter 
&  compsoy,  bat  the  advocates  of  the  sedition  law 
vould  never  admit  that  snch  reading  was  panish- 
lUe  bj  that  law.     The  printer  who  printed  the 
letter,  swore  that  be  had  been  anxioas  to  get  the 
letter  from  me,  and  that  I  had  refused  to  suffer  it 
to  be  printed,  and  repelled  every  attempt  to  per- 
soade  me  to  the  printing ;  that  he  had  obtained 
tbe  copy  of  the  letter  in  my  absence.  The  fact  was, 
tbit  my  wife  was  persuaded  by  a  gentleman  who 
b  soar  a  member  of  this  House,  that  the  Repub- 
licso  eanse  and  my  election  (which  was  pending) 
iroaid  be  injured  if  the  letter  was  not  published; 
and. as  I  understood,  she  gave  it  to  him,  the  letter 
vis  printed,  and  that  gentleman  had  same  of  the 
copies  before  I  came  home.   I  suppressed  the  re- 
saioder  of  the  edition.    The  judge,  finding  no 
proof  to  support  ^his  part  of  the  charge,  directed 
dte  jary  to  find  a  verdict  of  guilty  generally,  as 
Ibere  could  be  no'  donbt  of  my  being  guilty  on  the 
fm  count     I  had  acknowledged  my  having 
vritteo  the  letter  to  Alden  Spooner.'  Thej  did 
10.   I  will  not  detain  the  House  by  going  into  a 
detail  of  the  manner  in  which   that  jury  was 
picked.    After  all  the  care  and  management  in 
the  original  selection,  there  was  one  man  on  it 
Vbo%  honesty  my  persecutors  feared  ;  and,  to  get 
\im  off,  a  wretch  falsely  swore  that  the  summoned 
jvrymao  had  expressed  to  him  something  like  an 
opmioD  that  I  could  not  be  f^und  guilty.    I  will 
Boihere  dwell  upon  the  judge's  denial  to  me  of  a 
eballeo^e  upon  the  jury — as  great  a  crime  as  any 
Jod^e  Chase  was  charged  with.    I  look  for  an 
isvestigatiottoflhis  business  when  all  the  features 
of  it  shall  come  fairly  to  public  view.    Should 
(ht  investigation  be  refused  at  this  time,  I  shall 
lot  fail  to  look  for  it  at  some  future  time.    I  can 
lerer  forgive  the  unjust  stigma  that  has  been 
placed  on  my  character ;  and  should  justice  be 
lefused  me  diiring  my  Whole  life,  I  will  leave  it 
^th  my  children  and  theit's  to  seek  it.    When 
ttf  enemies  wounded  my  feelings,  robbed  me  of 
By  property,  and  affected  temporarily  my  repu- 
istioQ,  I  consoled  myself  that  ttiy  friends  would 
noQ  be  in  power,  and  they  would  make  every- 
tiiiog  right.    My  wounded  honor  would  be  coo* 
nled  I  the  wound  would  be  healed — a  share  at 
bst  of  the  property  of  which  I  had  been  deprived, 
voold  be  reimbursed.    How  cruelly  have  I  been 
'•has  far  disappointed  !  Gknerous  men,  at  the  time 
Isoffered,  said  it  is  enough  for  you  to  bear  the 
aortification  of  the  temporary  insult-^we  will 
Aire  with  yon  the  loss  of  property.    Under  this 
iapressioD  much  money  was  collected,  the  greater 
|an  of  which  went  to  relieve  oppressed  Repub- 
ucaa  printers — it  has  all  been  charged  to  me.    I 
Bern  asked,  nor  would  I  have  received  a  cent  of 
ilii^  gratuity,  could  I  have  avoided  it  ifvithout  in- 
<«l(iBg  the  benerolent  riews  of  the  good  man 


(Gen.  Stevens  Thompson  Mason,  deceased)  who 
set  the  subscription  on  foot.  That  good  man  gave 
me  a  list  of  those  to  whom  he  considered  me  be* 
holden,  and  the  amount;  while  the  thing  was 
fresh  in  every  one's  mind  I  made  a  compliment, 
which  he  considered  ample, and  more  than  ample, 
to  every  one  of  those  on  that  list  that  was  within 
my  reach ;  to  those  few  that  remain  on  that  list 
uncompensated,  I  feel  beholden  and  much  indebt- 
ed. As  the  thing  has  grown  old,  and  as  I  have 
come  in  contact  with  those  gentlemen^  I  have 
felt  myself  in  an  embarrassed,  awkward  situation, 
from  which  I  wished  to  be  relieved  by  being  abhs 
to  say  to  them^  the  public  have  restored  your 
money -*-here  it  is — it  is  yours,  not  mine.  Judging 
other  men  to  have  feelings  like  myself,  I  am  at  a 
loss  how  to  get  rid  of  the  obligation  I  feel,  in  any 
other  way  than  the  restoration  of  their  money 
when  it  comes  in  a  way  they  cannotrefuse  it.  Prom 
this  source  my  anxiety  for  the  restoration  of  the 
money  unjustly  taken  from  me,  arises  more  than 
any  other ;  and  on  every  review  of  the  subject,  I 
am  bound  to  say  that  I  have  been  more  cruelly 
treated  by  the  neglect  of  a  duty  to  which  my 
friends  had  pledged  themselves,  when  they  de- 
clared me  innocent  and  patriotic,  than  by  enemies 
who  thought  me  guilty,  and  found  me  goading 
them  in  their  progress  toward  the  destruction  of 
(he  liberty  and  republicanism  of  this  country. 
As  if  to  make  their  cruelty  more  insupportable^  in- 
sult is  added  to  the  injury,  by  daily  insinuations 
that  I  am  bound  by  ffraiiiude  to  stand  by  those 
who  call  themselves  Republicans,  in  all  their  pro- 
jects, right  or  wrone.  Before  I  was  elected  u 
member  of  Congress  from  the  State  of  Kentucky, 
I  sent  to  a  member  of  this  House,  who  had  pro- 
mised me  to  bring  it  forward,  a  petition  to  be  laid 
before  the  House  of  Representatives  for  redress 
in  this  case.  He  returned  the  petition  to  my  son 
in  a  letter,  which  I  have  in  my  hand — in  which 
he  says,  **  I  am  sorry  and  ashamed  that  I  have  not 

*  presented  the  petition.  I  have  not  wrote  to  your 

*  father,  and  confess  I  am  ashamed;  pray  you.  the 

*  first  time  you  write  to  Colonel  Lyon,  do  endea- 

*  vor  to  maae  an  excuse  for  me.''  Such  I  believe 
was  the  impression  of  most  of  those  I  had  acted 
with  in  the  reign  of  terror,  as  we  called  it ;  but 
that  impression  has  been  wearing  ofi^  it  seems, 
while  my  feelings  have  been  every  day  increasing 
in  their  poignancy  at  their  neglect  of  a  duty,  to 
which  they  had  solemnly  pledged  themselves, 
while  they  were  struggling  with  their  adversaries 
for  pre-eminence  and  power.  Happily  the  awful 
silence  which  surrounded  tbiaf  extraordinary  busi- 
ness has  been  broken.  I  consider  this  a  prelude 
to  investigation  and  a  correct  issue ;  and,  let  the 
event  of  the  vote  now  about  to  be  taken  be  what 
it  may,  I  shall  not  despair. 

I  shall  at  this  time  say  no  more  on  this  subject 
than  to  declare  I  wish  not  to  have  my  case  singled 
out  for  reparation.  I  wish  the  investigation  gen- 
eral ;  the  provision  for  remuneration  general,  to 
all  who  suffered  under  the  lash  of  that  unconsti- 
tutional sedition  law. 

Mr.  Sawtbr's  amendment  was  negatived  with- 
out a  division. 
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Mr.  Ross  rose  to  propose  another  ameodment 
to  the  resolution.  It  was  a  fact,  he  said,  well 
known  in  almost  every  part  of  the  United  States, 
that  the  people  in  the  district  from  which  he  had 
just  been  returned,  had  suffered  as  much  in  the 
cause  of  democracy  as  that  of  any  other;  that 
hey  had  presented  as  firm  a  barrier  to  Federal 
oppression,  and  perhaps  had  as  just  claims  as  any 
other  people  in  the  United  States  to  remuneration 
for  losses  in  the  cause.  It  was  well  known  that 
at  the  time  that  high-handed  measures  were  taken 
in  this  country,  an  insurrection. had  taken  place 
in  Pennsylvania,  commonly  known  by  the  name 
of  the  Hot- water  Insurrection ;  that  it  occurred  in 
consequence  of  the  oppression  of  the  law  for  the 
collection  of  a  direct  tax.  Many  persons  who  had 
opposed  the  law,  under  the  idea  of  its  being  un- 
constitutional, were  prosecuted,  punished,  and 
some  of  th^m,  in  consequence  of  those  prosecutions 
and  the  sentence  resulting  from  them,  expired  in 
prison.  To  some  who  remained  after  the  aspect 
of  the  afiairs  of  the  country  was  changed,  mercy 
was  extended  by  the  United  States ;  but  to  those 
whose  prosecutions  and  convictions  were  of  an 
earlier  date,  lenity  was  not  extended ;  they  were 
compelled  to  pay  their  fines  before  they  could  be 
relieved  from  imprisonment.  Mr.  R.  declared 
his  object  in  rising  to  be,  to  move  to  amend  the 
resolution  in  such  a  way  as  to  instruct  the  com- 
mittee to  inquire  whether  any,  and  if  any,  what 
compensation  and  remuneration  should  be  made 
to  the  persons  who  suffered  and  were  punished 
in  consequence  of  an  act  to  lay  and  collect  a  di- 
rect tax  in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  Dana  said  the  gentleman's  amendment 
contemtplated  remunerating  those  who  suffered  by 
their  opposition  to  a  statute.  He  would  propose 
an  amendment  to  inquire  into  the  propriety  of 
remunerating  those  who  had  suffered  by  their  sub- 
mission (not  by  their  opposition)  to  the  several 
acts  respecting  the  embargo,  certainly  so  much 
more  meritorious  conduct  than  that  of  opposition. 
As  respected  the  whole  of  this  subject,  he  said  he 
was  very  free  to  declare  that  as  regarded  those 
who  had  been  prosecuted  at  common  law  in  the 
iState  of  Connecticut,  who  had  certainly  been  at 
YerjT  considerable  expenscL  their  defence  perhaps 
having  cost  them  several  tnousand  dollars,  yet,  on 
the  principle  of  correct  legislation,  he  had  not  the 
least  idea  of  remunerating  them.  Where  shall 
we  stop,  said  Mr.  D.,  if  we  tread  back  on  the  steps 
of  each  other.  We  shall  have  opportunity  enough 
for  censure  in  reviewing  our  own  conduct.  Per- 
haps it  might  be  as  well  to  draw  the  veil  of  ob- 
livion over  past  transactions,  and  learn  from  ex- 
perience to  err  no  more. 

Mr.  Johnson  said,  that  however  much  the. act 
laying  a  direct  tax  was  disapproved,  and  arose 
from  measures  which  were  improper '  yet  he  had 
never  deemed  it  an  unconstitutional  law,  as  he 
had  the  sedition  law.  He  should  therefore  vote 
against  the  amendment  and  for  the  resolution. 

Mr.  Qardenier  suggested  to  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania,  since  he  had  brousbt  the  sub- 
ject before  the  House,  the  propriety  of  going  the 
whole  length  of  his  principle.    To  my  mind  it  is 


very  clear,  said  he,  that  if  those  who  oppose  tbi 
law  are  to  be  remunerated^  for  what  it  cost  theq 
in  consequence  of  prosecution,  you  must  go  oq1{ 
on  the  principle  that  the  direct  tax  never  ougk 
to  have  been  laid  at  alL  If  the  law  was  right,  \ 
was  improper  to  oppose  iL  If  it  was  impropei 
perhaps  according  to  modern  democrafcy,  j 
might  be  proper  to  oppose  it  by  force.  Thai  i 
my  mind,  is  a  very  dangerous  doctrine  for  legi^ 
lators  to  broach  ;  it  is  a  doctrine  to  which  I  m] 
self  can  never  agree,  for  it  is  making  Groveromen 
a  nullity.  The  suggestion  which  Twish  to  mai 
is  this :  that  if  those  men  who  suffered  ia  ilj 
Hot-water  Insurrection  are  to  be  remunerated  J 
is  no  more  than  fair  that  those  should  be  remane 
rated  who  have  quietly  paid  this  tax.  They  wet 
at  least  respectful  to  the  laws.  The  commiue 
therefore  ought  to  be  instructed  to  inquire  into  ti^ 
propriety  of  repaying  to  the  several  contributoi 
in  tne  various  States  the  direct  tax,  collected  froi 
them,  unless  there  be  something  so  admirable,  \ 
lovely,  so  worthy  of  encouragement  in  iosurre^ 
tion,  that  those  concerned,  u  it  have  pecalii 
claims  to  encouragement  by  Government.  \ 
that  be  the  case,  the  gentleman  stopped  at  tii 
proper  point.  If  there  was  nothing  in  iosarree 
tion,  however,  which  the  Legislature  woold  feel 
proper  to  cherish,  the  ^ntleman  should  either^ 
the  whole  length  of  his  principle  or  not  toach  \ 
at  all. 

Mr.  Ross  said  he  had  not  undertaken  to  sui 
any  principle  at  all.  His  object  was  to  refer  th 
subject  to  a  committee  to  decide  upon.  He  ha| 
not  said  that  he  considered  the  original  resolatia 
to  contain  a  correct  principle ;  it  was  a  point  lei 
for  the  committee  to  consider  and  for  the  HoaJ 
to  determine  on.  .But  if  it.  waa  a  correct  priocl 
pie  that  those  who  suffered  under  the  sedition  lal 
should  be  remunerated,  he  said  he  had  no  besiti 
tion  in  saying  that  his  constituents,  who  had  stt] 
fered  as  materially  and  as  much  as  any  for  tl^ 
democratic  interest  in  this  country,  should  \ 
placed  on  the  same  ground  as  those  who  wa 
asking  for  the  favor  of  the  House  for  no  bett^ 
reason ;  and  when  thegentleman  calls  upon  me,sa| 
Mr.  R..  to  go  the  whole  length  of  a  priacipj 
which  he  states,  it  is  calling  upon  me  to  do  th^ 
which  is  consequent  on  a  principle  which  I  ha^ 
not  assumed.  The  ^tleman  from  Kentac^ 
conceives  that  there  is  a  difference  between  \\ 
cases  alluded  to  in  mj  amendment  and  thlcas< 
arising  under  the  sedition  law.  Where  is  the  d^ 
ference,  sir  ?  In  both  cases  they  were  laws  of  t^ 
United  States:  in  both  cases  the  judges  of  x\ 
courts  of  the  United  States  were  authorized  1 
proceed.  In  neither  of  the  cases  did  they  deciij 
the  law  unconstitutional.  If,  then«  persons  wei 
punished  by  the  sedition  law  in  its  full  operatioi 
carried  into  effect  bv  the  constituted  authoriti^ 
where,  I  ask,  is  the  distinction  between  that  ao 
any  other  Uw  ?  To  all  the  purposes  of  legalitj 
that  law  is .  as  much  legal  as  that  under  whic 
the  direct  tax  was  instituted.  Whether  the  lai 
under  which  a  direct  tax  was  collected,  was  Col 
stitutional  or  not,  has  it  not  as  equally  receiv^ 
the  disapl^robation  of  the  Republicans  of  the  Ua 
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ltd  Slates  as  the  sedition  law  ?  If  then  it  was 
i^e  object  of  the  democratic  party  to  rid  the 
eouDtrjr  of  such  a  law,  as  much  as  of  the  sedition 
hw,  I  ask  whether  those  who  suffered  under  each 
iaw  baye  not  equal  claims  1  There  can  be  no 
kgai claim  upon  the  House  under  either  law; 
bat  we  know  that  it  was  the  hardy  yeomanry  who 
presaDied  a  firm  phalanx  to  the  irresistible  torrent 
of  iojarious  laws  of  the  Federal  Administration, 
and  who  gare  tlie  present  party  the  ascendency, 
and  many  of  them  have  not,  as  the  eentleman 
from  Kentucky  has  been,  compensated  for  their 
sufering  by  a  long  continuance  in  an  honorable 
aod  locrative  office  which  he  enjoys  by  the  con- 
fideoce  of  his  constituents. 

Mr.  PoTTSR  declared  himself  at  a  loss  to  know 
whether  the  House  was  sitting  here  as  a  branch 
of  tbe  Legislature  to  pass  laws,  or  as  a  body  to 
reffianerate  those  concerned  in  the  violation  of 
them.  The  House  sit  here  to  make  laws  and  not 
to  eoconrage  those  who  resisted  them ;  but  if  they 
delennined  to  give  premiums  for  the  violations  of 
hws,  they  had  better  depart  home  at  once. 

Mr.  Rhea  wished  the  House  to  get  rid  of  this 
notion  and  the  amendment  as  speedily  as  possi- 
ble. If  the  House  were  to  ffo  on  as  it  had  com- 
Deoced  tbe  session,  the  whole  time  of  the  House 
would  be  spent  about  nothing,  discussing  propo- 
sitions which  could  not  possibly  produce  good  to 
the  nation.  He  therefore  moved  to  postpone  the 
whole  subject  indefinitely. 

Mr.  Macon  said  he  haci  in  been  hopes  when  this 
motion  had  been  made,  that  it  would  be  one  of 
the  happy  days  of  the  House ;  that  the  question 
{ffoposed  would  occupy  the  whole  day  in  debate, 
sad  that  all  would  agree  in  it  at  last.  As  to  com- 
pariD^  this  case  with  that  of  the  direct  tax,  it  was 
BotorioQs  that  the  discussion  on  the  sedition  law 
aad  the  public  opinion  also  took  a  very  different 
tBTD  from  that  which  it  took  on  any  other  law. 
The  whole  discussion  (said  Mr.  M.)  as  well  as  I 
recollect,  turned  upon  the  constitutionality  of  the 
hw.  Then,  if  it  is  still  believed  that  the  law  was 
ucoQstitutional,  I  leave  it  to  gentlemen  to  say 
whether  it  can  be  viewed  in  the  same  light  as  a 
law,  tbe  constitationality  of  which  is  not  dispu- 
ted. In  the  one  case,  trials  took  place  for  speak- 
iag  and  writing ;  in  the  other  case  for  opposing 
the  execution  of  a  law.  I  wish  this  question  to 
be  settled  for  this  reason.  In  all  Govern  men  ts 
vhere  liberty  and  freedom  have  existed,  parties 
tiso  have  had  existence.  Thinking  honestly  pro- 
^Dces  parties.  That  those  gentlemen  who  were 
ia  power  when  the  sedition  law  was  passed,  should 
ttp  a  little  too  far,  was  not  so  much  to  be  won- 
^red  at  as  that  those  who  came  after  them  should 
fe  so;  because  they  were  making  the  first  experi- 
Beot  of  the  instrument.  I  then  believed,  and  do 
ttill  believe,  that  the  law  was  unconstitutional. 
Taking  op  this  <}uestion,  the  original  resolution 
tf  in]r  colleague  is,  that  remuneration  .should  be 
Bade  to  those  people  who  suffered  under  it ;  but 
seeing  that  the  question  with  respect  to  the  con- 
nitotionality  of  the  law  had  always  been  matter 
cf  dispute,  it  proposes  that  a  committee  shall  in- 
qoire  into  the  subject.    The  House  is  jio  farther 

llthCoN.  IstSsss.— 5 


committed  by  passing  this  resolution,  than  to  con- 
sent to  tbe  inquiry  being  made.    I  submit  it  to 
the  candor  and  reflection  of  gentlemen  of  all  par- 
ties, whether  this  thing,  in  a  national  point  of 
view,  can  produce  any  evil — on  the  contrary,  may 
it  not  produce  good?    All  that  has  been  said 
about  the  direct  tax  laws  can  have  no  other  ef- 
fect than  to  draw  off  the  attention  of  the  House 
from  the  true  question  before  them.    The  ques- 
tion on  this  law.  in  my  mind,  is  a  different  one 
from  any  other  law  wnich  has  been  passed.    I 
feel  no  hesitation  in  acknowledging  that  it  is  my 
opinion  that  all  the  sufferers  ought  to  be  remune* 
rated,  both  those  who  suffered  under  the  sedition 
law,  and  those  who  suffered  under  the  common 
law.    It  is  the  business  of  all  parties  to  settle 
amicably  as  they  can  any  subject  of  contention 
between  persons  of  dif&rent  political  persuasions. 
If  this  first  resolution  should  be  referred  to  a  com-* 
mittee,  and  they  report  that  the  law  was  uncon- 
stitutional, I  will  venture  to  pronounce  that  no 
majority  will  ever  again  make  a  law  of  tliat  kind. 
If,  sir,  the  sufferers  under  tbe  sedition  law  did 
suffer  contrary  to  the  Constitution,  ought  not  their 
expenses  to  be  reimbursed  ?    On  the  subject  of 
contribution,  I  know  that  that  party  to  which  I 
was  attached,  did  contribute,  and  did  consider  it 
an  honorable  cause.    I  was  willing  (and  there  are 
gentlemen  in  this  House  who  know  it)  to  open 
my  purse  when  a*man  of  a  very  different  politi* 
cat  creed  from  myself,  Peter  Porcupine,  was  op- 
pressed.   I  care  not  of  what  party  a  man  be  that 
is  oppressed.    I  can  prove  that  tbe  party  opposed 
to  me  in  politics  have  also  subscribed.    It  is  all  no 
more  than  the  subscriptions  for  printing  speeches 
which  are  occasionally  made  in  the  House,  in 
which  gentlemen  of  all  parties  unite.    Suppose 
that  the  whole  fine  in  any  particular  case  had 
been  paid  by  individual  subscription,  what  has 
the  Government  to  do  with  that?    Will  it  be 
contended,  because  an  old  soldier  who  received  a 
pension  also  received  individual  contributions, 
that  the  pension  should  be  taken  from  him,  or 
that  the  Qovernmentis  thereby  acquitted  of  what 
it  owed  him  ?    Surely  not ;  the  Government  has 
nothing  to  do  with  transactions  between  individ- 
uals.   As  to  the  particular  gentleman  brought 
into  this  discussion^  I  believe  that  every  man  that 
contributed  anything  towards  payings  the  fine 
levied  on  him,  was  remunerated  to  has  satisfac* 
tion.    I  have  thought  proper  to  state  these  opin« 
ions  of  mine,  and  to  avow  myself  in  favor  or  re« 
imborsing  the  sufferers.    But  before  I  sit  down,  I 
must  say  that  mv  opinion  of  modern  democracy  is 
very  different  from  that  of  the  gentleman  from 
New  York.    I  consider  it  as  neither  leading  to 
insurrection,  rebellion,  or  any  such  thing.    I  be* 
lieve  that  the  true  principle  of  every  modern 
democrat,  is,  that  the  law  constitutionally  made 
is  supreme^  and  is  to  be  obeyed ;  that  it  has  no- 
thing to  do  with  riots,  rebellion,  and  insttrrectioii<. 
I  know  very  well,  and  shall  not  deny  it,  that  there 
are  times  when  insurrection  is  a  holy  thing,  but 
it  is  not  peculiarly  attributable  to  democracy. 
With  us,  elections  put  everything  to  rights ;  and 
on  them  every  man  of  pure  democratic  principlea 
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d«|»ends.    h  is  doubtfol  whether  the  qoestion  of 
the  coostitutioDality  of  the  sedition  law  can  be 
settled  in  a  more  easy  way,  and  in  a  mode  less 
liable  to  irritation,  than  that  proposed  by  my  col- 
leaflTue.    If  the  committee  report  as  I  wish,  h  is 
well ;  if  not,  it  settles  the  question  for  ever ;  and 
it  is  sarely  desirable  that  the  question  should  be 
settled.    However  gentlemen  may  differ  as  to  the 
principle  proposed  to  be  investigated,  they  might 
with  propriety  vote  for  the  inquiry,  as  it  is  the 
ordinary  course  of  every  day.    I  do  not  consider 
this  as  proposing  to  give  a  premium  to  violators 
of  the  laws.    I  know  that  much  depends  in  this 
world  on  names;  and  that  if  you  give  any  man 
or  thing  a  bad  name,  whether  merited  or  not,  it 
is  difficult  to  get  rid  of  it.    I  hope  the  House  will 
DOt  be  deterred  from  this  inquiry  by  any  name 
attempted  to  be  given  to  it.    It  is  proper  that  this 
question  should  be  settled ;  and  if  considered  now, 
it  will  be  settled  by  a  body  which  did  not  partake 
of  the  heats  of  those  times,  and  when,  to  say  the 
least  of  it,  there  is  a  little  division  in  the  great 
parties  of  the  nation ;  and  it  seems  to  me  that  the 
gentleman  who  moved  it  has  been  fortunate  in 
the  selection  of  his  time.  Eight  years  have  elapsed, 
^    a  new  President  is  just  inducted,  and  the  question 
is  now  brought  up  for  our  decision.    I  am  sorry 
that  any  member  of  this  House  should  make  a 
motion  with  no  other  view  but  for  procrastination. 
I  do  not  believe  that  ray  colleague  who  made 
this  motion  is  more  in  the  habit  of  procrastina- 
ting the  public  business  than  other  members  of 
the  House ;  and  I  was  in  hopes  that  there  would 
have  been  no  dissentient  voice  to  his  motion.    He 
only  asks  of  you  to  let  the  inquiry  be  made.    He 
dot*s  not  ask  a  single  member  of  the  House  to 
commit  himself  upon  the  question,  but  merely 
asks  that  a  committee  may  be  permitted  to  inquire 
into  it ;  and  this,  it  seems  to  me  is  no  extraordi- 
nary request.    I  hope  that  the  resolution,  without 
being  trammelled  with  any  extraneous  matter, 
wiH  be  passed. 

Bome  further observationswere made  by  Messrs. 
Gold,  Pickman,  Porter,  and  Rbca,  aeainst  the 
resolution  ;  and  by  Mr.  Stanpord  in  favor  of  it. 

Mr.  Key  said  he  should  vote  for  indefinite  post- 
pooement  of  the  resolution.  What  good  purpose 
could  its  adoption  answer,  unless  the  House  had 
the  power  to  take  i^oney  from  the  Treasury  of 
the  United  States  for  the  purpose  of  remunerating 
any  person  who  had  suffered  ?  Had  Congress 
that  power  ?  He  apprehended  not.  He  could  sec 
no  such  power  amongst  those  delegated  to  Con- 
gress. The  gentleman  from  North  Carolina  ad- 
mitted the  House  were  under  no  obligation  to  re- 
munerate the  sufferers;  and  if  the  gentleman  would 
turn  to  the  rules  laid  down  for  the  definition  of 
the  powers  of  Congress,  he  would  see  that  there 
wan  no  authority  to  draw  money  from  the  Trea- 
sury for  this  purpose.  Under  that  view  of  the 
Constitution,  Mr.  K.  said  he  must  vote  for  in- 
definite poHtponemeot. 

Mr.  Macok  asked  under  what  clause  of  the 
Constitution  Captain  Murray  and  others  had  been 
remunerated?  Under  what  clause  money  paid 
into  the  Treasury  had  been  returned  in  various 


iostances  1  The  right  to  take,  gave  the  right  to 
return  that  which  was  taken.  In  many  instaiices 
this  principle  had  been  practised  on.  There  was 
no  law  to  authorize  the  ponishment  of  a  man  for 
robbing  the  mail ;  but  it  was  derived  from  the 
power  of  establishing  post  roads.  The  power  of 
refunding  money  was  one  which  had  been  often 
exercised. 

Mr.  Gardbnier  was  in  favor  of  an  inqairy.  It 
was  not  only  proper  that  aa  inquiry  shoold  be 
made,  hot  it  was  the  bounden  duty  of  the  Hooie 
to  make  it.  A  member  of  the  House  in  his  place 
had  suited  facts  which  if  true  oadoubtedly  enti- 
tied  him  to  their  interferettce.  Our  duty  (said 
Mr.  G.)  is  imperative.  The  case  of  the  geotle- 
maa  does  not  rest  upon  the  question  whether 
the  sedition  law  was  CooatitutioDal  or  udcod- 
stitutional,  but  upon  the  fact  that  he  was  not  a 
proper  object  for  the  exercise  of  that  law.  For, 
if  the  statement  made  be  correct,  he  was  paoished 
for  uttering  a  creed  which  would  not  be  improper 
for  every  member  of  the  House ;  and  I  will  saf 
that  subsequent  events  have  shown  the  sinceritf 
with  which  the  gentleman  did  make  it;  that  be 
has  kept  his  prooMse  most  religiously;  that  it 
was  not  applicable  to  those  men,  or  that  time,aD| 
more  than  to  the  present,  hot  was  a  creed  ob 
which  he  practised  before  and  ever  since,  so  fat 
as  his  political  course  is  known  to  me.  It  is  i 
case  in  which  the  privileges  of  the  members  o{ 
this  House  are  materially  concerned.  If  aodd 
the  sedition  law  for  a  letter  written  by  a  member  ol 
this  House  to  his  constituents^  giving  his  viewol 
public  measures,  he  has  been  punish^,  it  coDcerDl 
the  safety  of  this  House  that  complete  and  per> 
feet  remuneration  should  be  made.  It  is  as  iw 
portant  that  every  member  should  be  permitted 
to  speak  freely  to  his  constituents,  as  that  h< 
should  without  restraint  address  the  Chair  of  thj 
Honse.  It  was  a  case,  therefore,  which  nerel 
ought  to  have  been  the  subject  or  a  jttdicial  ia 
vestigation,  much  less  considered  as  a  crime 
The  gentleman  at  the  time  followed  the  dictate 
of  his  conscience.  To  bis  conscience  and  hi 
Grod  alone  should  he  be  responsible.  Sir,  shoulJ 
we  refuse  an  inquiry  into  this  case,  when  i^ 
know  that  the  fine  of  James  Thompson  Callendel 
for  one  of  the  most  atrocious  libels  ever  wriiteDil 
the  United  States,  was  remitted?  Wheo  ^ 
know  that  it  was  remitted  by  the  President  c 
the  United  States,  after  the  money  had  been  r^ 
ceived  by  the  proper  receiringofficer  of  the  Unite 
States,  when  it  had  passed  out  of  the  hands  c 
James  Thompson  Callender  into  the  hands  of  th 
officer  of  Government,  and  was,  to  all  intents  an 
purposes,  in  the  Treasury  of  the  United  ^tate 
because  there  is  no  such  thing  as  a  treasury  i 
which  money  is  actually  deposited — for  a  libe 
too,  in  which  the  great  Father  of  his  Country  v^ 
treated  with  a  shameless  indignity,  which  coal 
not  but  have  gone  to  the  heart  of  every  man 
When  the  President  of  the  United  States  was  i 
that  libel  called  a  hoary-headed  incendiary,  shottl 
that  fine  be  returned,  and  shall  a  gentleman  i 
this  House  be  fined  and  imprisoned  for  that  whiti 
was  not  even  improper  ?    Shall  we  not  restore! 
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him  that  which  others  hare  keen  suffered  to  re- 
tain, BDd  for  which  we  hare  not  brought  to  ques- 
tion him  who  restored  it  after  it  was  io  possession 
of  the  receiriog  officer  of  the  United  States — in 
fact,  after  it  was  in  the  Treasury  ?    Let  os  not 
be  gailty  of  this  inconsistency.    If  the  sedition 
law  has  gone  to  the  tomb  of  the  Capulets,  and  I 
beliere  it  has,  I  am  not  one  who  wishes  to  bear  op 
against  the  people's  voice:  the  QoTemment  is 
theirs,  and  when  they  speak  we  obey.    If  nader 
that  law  the  €k>vernmeot  has  received  money  for 
an  aet  which  realiy,  if  the  statement  of  the  gen- 
tiemao  be  true,  cooid  scarely  be  considered  an  of- 
fence within  the  purview  of  that  law,  will  you 
not  give  it  back  to  him  ?    Either  give  back  the 
noney  in  the  case,  or  take  measures  to  recover 
that  money  which  was  given  back  in  the  other. 
I  sm  not  for  makiag  fish  of  one  and  flesh  of  an- 
other.   Whilst  on  this  subject  I  will  declare  that 
1  perer  did  consider  the  sedition  law  as  uncon- 
stitutional.   Congress  were  competent  to  pass  it 
But,  that  parties  will  sometimes  in  the  ardor  of 
their  course  exceed  the  limits  of  discretion,  and  do 
Tiolence  to  the  milder  feelings  of  the  community 
io  which  they  live,  has  been  proved  in  the  Ad- 
ams Administration,  and  in  that  which  has  lately 
disappeared ;  and  when  they  have  cooled  down, 
it  is  bat  rendering  justice  to  the  sense  of  the 
couutTj  to  acknowledge  their  errors.    No,  sir.  I 
am  satisfied  that  all  prosecutions  for  libels  on  Cne 
Gorernment  should  be  at  least  very  hesitatingly 
lostained.    You  cannot  draw  a  precise  line  by 
which  you  shall  limit  the  right  of  investigation. 
The  two  things  are  so  blended  together  that  you 
caoQot  separate  them.    You  most  either  make 
the  Oovernmeat  supreme  or  the  people  supreme. 
I  am  for  the  latter.    As  Dr.  Johnson  makes  Lord 
Che3ter6eld  say,  liberty  and  licentiousness  are 
hleaded  like  the  colors  in  the  rainbow ;  it  is  im- 
possible to  tell  where  one  ends  and  the  other  be- 
gios.    Licentiousness  is  a  speck  on  the  eye  of  the 
political  body,  which  you  can  never  touch  with- 
oot  injuring  the  eye  itself.    I  hope  and  trtitt 
that  with  this  investigation  will  be  connected  an 
iaqoirf  into  the  nrosecations  at  common  law  in 
Conoecttcot.    I  have  seen  io  the  State  of  New 
Torlr,  but  not  under  the  present  Administration,  a 
defendant  coming  into  court,  begging  only  to  be 
permitted  to  prove  that  what  he  had  said  was 
true ;  I  have  seen  also  an  Attorney  General  rise 
to  prevent  it:  1  haveeeen  the  truth  smothered  on 
the  trial  by  men  who  were  as  clamorous  against 
tbesedition  la  was  any  loud-mouthed-  patriot  in  the 
eouDtry.    I  hareseen  them  bringing  almost  to  the 
block  the  victim  who  may  only  wish  to  prove 
tbe  truth  of  what  he  said — which  was  denied  him. 
1  meiition  this  to  show  that  where  parties  are  con- 
leading  sgainst  each  other,  where  there  is  a  ma- 
jority on  one  hand  and  a  minority  on  the  other, 
^'*t  whteh  appears  on  paper  proper  for  the  pro- 
t^tion  of  the  Government,  turns  out  to  be  for  the 
<)ppression  of  the  minority.    In  the  nature  of  par- 
^^i  it  canuot  be  other wise^    Therefore,  in  my 
i^pinion,  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
f^naot  render  a  greater  service  than  by  declaring 
It  will  not  be  accessary  to  aoy  diminvtioa  of  the 


rights  of  the  citizen ;  that  free  investigation  shall 
in  all  cases  be  permitted.  Mr.  G.  made  some 
further  observations  on  the  particular  case  of  Mr« 
Lton,  and  concluded  by  expressing  his  hope  that 
the  resolution  would  pass. 

The  question  that  the  resolution  be  postponed 
indefinitely,  was  decided  by  yeas  and  nays— yeas 
69.  nays  50,  as  follows : 

YxAs— WUlis  AlstoBjr.»  William  Aadensa,  David 
Berd,  BurweU  Bsssett,  Williem  W.  Bibb,  Dsaiel 
BJaisdelly  Adam  Beyd,  Janass  Bieckenndge,  John 
Brown,  WilKaa  Batler,  John  CaaipbeU,  Epaphroditoa 
ChaBkpioB,  Wiltiaoi  Crawford,  John  Davenport,  jr.» 
John  Dawson,  James  Emott,  WiUiaai  Findley,  Jona- 
than Fisk,  Meshack  FranUhi,  Charles  OoMsborough, 
Thoeaas  R.  Gold,  WUliam  Hals,  Nathanial  A.  Haven, 
Daniel  Heiater,  WilUaai  Helms,  Jonathan  H«  Hub- 
bard, Jacob  Hofty,  Bobert  Jenkins,  Walter  Jones, 
Thomas  Kenan,  Philip  B.  Key,  Herman  Kniekei^ 
backer,  Joseph  Lewis,  jr.,  Robert  Le  Roy  LivingstMit 
Aaron  Lyle,  Vincent  Matthews,  Alexander  McKun, 
Pleasant  M.  Miller,  William  Milnor,  John  Montgom- 
ery, Nicholas  K  Moore,  Thomas  Moore,  Roger  NeU 
son,  Thomas  Newbold,  John  Nicholson,  Joseph  Pear- 
son, Benjamin  Piekman,  jr.,  Peter  B.  Porter,  Joaiah 
Quiney,  John  Rhea  of  Tennessee,  Matthiss  Richards, 
Ebeneser  Sage,  Thomas  Samiaons,  Lemuel  Sawyer, 
Daniel  Shefiey,  Dennis  Smelt,  Gecvge  Smith,  Heaiy 
Smithard,  John  Stanley,  Jaaaes  Stephenson,  Lewis  B. 
Sturges,  Jacob  Swoope,  Samuel  Taggart,  Benjamin 
Tallmadge,  Uri  Tracy,  George  M.  Troup,  Laban 
Wheaton,  Robert  Weakley,  and  Robert  Withenpoon. 

Nat»— Eiekiel  Baeon,  William  Baylies,  Robert 
Brown,  William  A.  BurweU,  John  C.  Chamberl«n, 
William  Charaberlin,  Martin  Chittenden,  Howell  Cobb, 
James  Cochrani  Jamas  Cox,  Henry  Crist,  Samuel  W. 
Dana,  Joseph  Desha,  Baitillai  Gannett,  Barent  Gar> 
denier,  Thomas  Gholson,  jr.,  Peterson  Goodwyn, 
Edwin  Gray,  James  Holland,  Benjamin  Howard,  J<^ 
G.  Jackson,  Richard  Jackson,  jr.,  Richard  M«  Johnson, 
William  Kennedy,  Edwaid  St  Loe  Livennore,  N^ 
thaniel  Maeoa,  Robert  Marion,  Archibald  McBride, 
Samuel  MeKee,  Jenmiah  Morrow,  Jonathan  O.  MoMly, 
Thomas  Newton,  Timothy  Pitkin,  jr.,  John  Porter, 
filiaha  R.  Potter,  John  Randolph,  John  Rea  of  Penn- 
sylvania,  John  Roane,  John  Ross,  Samuel  Shaw, 
John  Smith,  Samuel  Smith,  Richard  Staafiwd,  Wil- 
liam Stedmsn,  John  Taylos,  John  Thompson,  Jabea 
Uf^aa,  Archibald  Van  Horn,  KiUian  K.  Van  Rens- 
selaer, and  James  Wilson* 

Monday,  May  39« 

Several  other  members,  to  wit:  from  Massa- 
chusetts, OiiCRaRD  Cook;  and  from  PennsyN 
vania.  Benjamin  Sat  and  John  Shilie;  ap- 
peared, produced  their  credentials,  were  qualified, 
and  took  their  seats. 

VOTE  OF  APPROBATION. 

Mr.  RANDOLrn  called  for  the  consideration  of 
his  resolution  on  the  subject  of  the  conduct  of  the 
President  in  the  late  accommodation  with  Great 
Britain. 

The  Speaker  decided  that  the  motion  was  not 
in  order,  iaasmuoh  as  it  was  a  settled  practice  of 
the  House  Io  devote  the  first  hour  of  each  day's 
session  to  the  receiving  netitions,  reports,  ^. 
Mr.  Hanooupa  lippeaied  orom  hia  decision,  and 
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mfter  a  conTersation  od  the  poiDt  of  order,  which 
occupied  nearly  twct  hoors,  in  which  Messrs. 
Rakdolph,  SmiliBi  W.  Alstow,  Dana,  Bacon, 
J.  G.  Jackson,  Botd,  Obolson,  CIuirct,  Potter, 
(R.  I.,)  Pitkin,  Gardenier,  and  Key,  took  a 
part,  the  Speaker's  decision  was  affirmed  by  yeas 
mod  nays — 77  to  48,  as  follows : 

TxAs«— Lemuel  J.  Alston,  Willis  Alston,  jnn.,  Wil- 
liam Anderson,  Esekiel  Bacon,  DsTid  Bard,  Burwell 
Bassett,  William  W.  Bibb,  Adam  Boyd,  John  Brown, 
Bobert  Brown,  WUliam  A.  BnrweU,  WUIiam  Bntler, 
Joseph  Calhoun,  Matthew  Clay,  Howell  Cobb,  James 
Cochran,  James  Cox,  William  Crawford,  Henry  Crist, 
Bichard  Cutts,  Samuel  W.  Dana,  Joseph  Desha,  John 
W.  Eppes,  William  Findley,  Jonathan  Pisk,  Meshack 
FranUin,  Bandllai  Gannett^  Gideon  Gardner,  Thomas 
-Gholson,  Jan.,  Peterson  Goodwyn,  Thomas  R.  Gold, 
William  Hale,  WUlUm  Helms,  James  HoUand,  Ben- 
jamin  Howard,  Jacob  Hufty,  John  G.  Jackson,  Richard 
M.  JiAinson,  Walter  Jones,  Thomas  Kenan,  William 
Kennedy,  Matthew  Lyon,  Aaron  Lyie,  Robert  Marion, 
Samuel  McKee,  Alexander  MciCim,  John  Mont- 
^mevy,  Nicholas  R.  Moore,  Thomas  Moore,  Jeremiah 
Morrow,  Gordon  S.  Mumfoiid,  Roger  Nelson,  Thomas 
Nowbold,  Thomas  Newton,  John  Nicholson,  John 
Porter,  Peter  B.  Porter,  John  Rhea  of  Tennessee, 
Matthias  Richards,  John  Roane,  John  Ross,  Ebenezer 
Sage,  Lemuel  Sawyer,  Benjamin  Say,  Eboiezer  Seaver, 
Samnel  Shaw,  John  Smilie,  George  Smith,  Henry 
Southard,  Samuel  Taggart,  John  Taylor,  John  Thomp- 
flon,  Uri  Tracy,  George  M.  Troup,  Robert  Whitehill, 
•James  Wilson,  and  Robert  Witherspoon. 

NATs^WiDiam  Baylies,  Daniel  Blaisdell,  James 
Bveckenridge,  John  Campbell,  John  C.  Chamberlain, 
WUliam  Chamberlin,  Martin  Chittenden,  John  Dav- 
onport,  iun.,  William  Ely,  James  Emott,  Barent  Gaide- 
nUr,  Charles  Goldsborough,  Edwin  Gray,  Nathaniel 
A.  Haven,  Daniel  Heister,  Jonathan  H.  Hubbard, 
Robert  Jenkins,  Philip  B.  Key;  Herman  Knickerbacker, 
Joseph  Lewis,  jun.,  Edward  St.  Loe  Livermore,  Rob- 
ert Le  Roy  Livingston,  Nathaniel  Macon,  Vincent 
Matthews,  Archibald  McBride,  Pleasant  M.  MtUer, 
William  Milnor,  Joseph  Pearson,  Benjamin  Pickman, 
Jon.,  Timothy  Pitkin,  jun.,  Ehsha  R.  Potter,  Josiah 
Quincy,  John  Randolph,  Thomas  Sammons,  Daniel 
8hefiey,John  Smith,  Samuel  Smith,  Richard  Stanibrd, 
John  Stanley,  William  Stedman,  James  Stephenson, 
Lewis  B.  Sturges,  Jacob  Swoope,  Benjamin  Tallmadge, 
Jabei  Upham,  Archibald  Van  Horn,  KilUan  K.  Van 
Rensselaer.  Laban  Wheaton. 

The  hour  having  more  than  passed, 

Mr.  Randolph  again  called  tor  the  considera- 
tion of  his  resolution,  and  the  House  agreed  to 
lake  it  op  by  yeas  and  nay 9,  66  to  62. 

The  motion  pending  at  the  time  of  adjourn- 
ment on  Friday  last,  was  for  an  indefinite  post- 
ponement of  the  subject. 

Mr.  Dana  protested  against  the  indefinite  post- 
ponement, whatever  he  might  thiok  of  the  pro- 
priety of  adopting  the  motion  of  the  gentleman 
from  Virginia,  he  was  certainly  against  postpon- 
ing it  indefinitely.  What  woald  be  the  effect  of 
such  a  course?  That  the  subject  could  not  be 
meted  upon  during  the  present  session. 

Why  should  a  subject  be  postponed  from  one 
session  to  another  7  If  it  were  premature  to  act 
upon  it  this  session,  it  might  be  proper  to  dispose 
of  it  in  this  manner^  but  such  reaaoning could 


not  apply  to  the  motion  in  question.  If  it  coold 
be  ever  proper  to  adopt  a  measure  of  this  kiod.  it 
most  be  peculiarly  proper  that  it  should  be  dooe 
at  the  present  session  of  Congress. 

There  can  be,  said  he,  but  one  further  reasoa 
why  it  should  be  postponed  indefinitely ;  and  that 
18,  that  we  are  against  the  proposition  itself,  sod 
postponing  it  is  a  more  delicate  mode  of  rejection, 
than  a  Tote  meeting  it  directly.  I  do  not  wisk 
to  avoid  the  question.  If  my  opinion  be  against 
the  President  of  the  United  States,  I  have  cer- 
tainly nothihg  to  fear  from  him  so  as  to  prerent 
me  from  expressing  that  opinion ;  if  it  be  lo  faror 
of  him,  I  bare  certainly  nothing  to  hope  for  from 
him,  so  as  to  tempt  me  to  express  it  improperly. 
In  my  place  here,  sir,  I  cannot,  for  one  momeot, 
admit  that  the  President,  or  any  member  of  the 
Cabinet,  would  suppose  that  I  should  be  indaeed 
by  any  fear  or  hope  to  vary  in  the  least  from  the 
course  which  I  deem  proper  in  the  performance 
of  the  trust  with  which  I  am  honored  by  the 
freemen  who  sent  me  here.  Whether  the  pres* 
ent  President  be  the  person  whom,  in  preference 
to  all  others^  I  would  hare  wished  to  see  placed 
in  the  Presidential  chair,  it  is  not  for  me  to  ex- 
press at  this  time.  It  is  enough,  that  be  is  placed 
at  the  head  of  the  nation  according  to  theConsti* 
tution ;  and,  in  my  phiee  as  a  public  man,  it  be- 
comes me  to  observe  that  decorum  towards  him 
which  is  due  from  the  Legislature  to  the  Execu- 
tive Magistrate. 

On  the  general  question,  respecting  the  propri- 
ety or  expediency  of  passing  the  tribute  of  appro- 
bation to  our  officers  on  any  occasion,  I  hare  li»- 
tened  with  much  attention  to  the  objections ;  and 
it  is  very  true,  in  my  opinion,  that,  in  the  ordina- 
ry course  of  public  affairs,  it  would  be  unworthy 
of  the  Legislature  to  express  approbation  of  the 
conduct  of  the  Executive,  especially  in  every  in- 
stance in  which  he  may  be  supposed  to  have  acted 
correctly.  If  he  has  performed  merely  an  ordi- 
nary dutv,  at  an  ordinary  time,  it  is  needless  to 
aay  anytning  about  it ;  and  yet  I  do  not  say  that 
I  would  always  refuse  approlMition  when  he  has 
done  his  doty.  Neither  do  1  admit,  if  it  be  proper 
to  express  approbation  at  any  time,  that  the  con- 
verse is  true,  that  we  may  express  censure.  As 
respects  the  conduct  of  gentlemen  holdiog  com- 
missions in  the  Army  or  Navy,  who  have  done 
their  duty  in  a  manner  aseful  to  their  couoirf 
and  creditable  to  themselves,  or  affording  good 
examples  to  others,  the  Legislature  may  express 
its  approbatioii,when  every  gentleman  composiog 
it  may  reprobate  an  adulatory  address. 

The  real  question,  therefore,  as  to  the  propriety 
or  impropriety  of  adoptinff  the  resolution  is,  whe* 
ther  there  be  anything,  «itner  in  the  nature  of  the 
time  or  in  the  character  of  the  transaction,  which 
renders  it  proper  for  the  Legislature  to  expresi 
an  opinion  on  the  subject  1  If  it  were  but  an  o^ 
dinary  time,  and  if  the  Chief  Magistrate  hasoalf 
performed  an  ordinary  Executive  duty  with  or' 
dinary  propriety,  it  must  be  admitted  that  thert 
is  nothing  in  this  case  worthy  of  being  distio' 
guished  by  the  Legislative  approbation.  Is  tberei 
then,  anything  olmrrable  in  the  nature  of  tb( 
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time  ?  What  was  the  state  of  things  prior  to  this 
aetof  the  Execatire,  both  in  relation  to  domestic 
iDd  foreign  concerns  ?  What  was  it  in  relation 
to  the  constituted  authorities  of  the  country? 
Were  not  questions  agitated  of  the  most  serioas 
import  ?  Were  we  not  presenting  to  the  world 
the  afflietiYe  spectacle  of  a  nation  rent  by  internal 
discord?  Did  it  not  seem  as  if  the  potent  spell 
of  some  mighty  enchanter  had  arrested  oar  facal- 
ties  of  tction  ?  What  has  been  the  result  of  the 
recent  arrangements?  The  reproaches  of  party, 
Bod  the  stigmatizing  imputations  o£  attachment 
to  ooe  or  another  foreign  Power,  ha^e  been 
hasbed ;  industry  is  revived ;  mutual  gratulations 
hare  succeeded  to  the  roice  of  reproach.  The 
joy  of  hope  succeeds  to  apprehension  and  anxiety 
throQghout  the  nation.  And  all  this  is  witnessed 
soon  after  the  accession  of  a  new  Chief  Magis- 
trate to  the  head  of  afiairs.  Can  there  be  named 
aay  one  act  of  any  Chief  Magistrate  of  the  United 
Sutes.  which  has  made  a  greater  change  than 
liiis?  ' 

The  character  of  the  transaction  is  not  that  of 
an  ordinary  performance  of  an  ordinary  Execu- 
tire  trust.  What,  sir,  are  the  powers  which  the 
President  has  undertaken  to  execute?  One  is, 
the  power  in  relation  to  the  restoration  of  inter- 
course between  this  country  and  the  British  do- 
mioions.  By  statute,  this  intercourse  was  inter- 
dicted. The  President  was  authorized  by  the 
same  statute  to  declare  the  renewal  of  intercourse 
on  certain  conditions :  he  was  thus  authorized  to 
suspend  the  operation  of  an  act  of  Congress.  Has 
he,  then,  exercised  this  dispensing  power  accord- 
ing to  the  conditions  limited  in  the  act  ?  This 
being  the  nature  of  the  transaction,  there  seems 
to  be  a  propriety  in  the  Legislature's  expressing 
an  opinion,  because,  in  the  execution  of  his  duty, 
his  act  was  to  hare  a  legislatire  effect. 

Bf  the  section  of  the  non-intercourse  act  un- 
der which  the  President  issued  his  late  proclama- 
tion, "in  case  either  France  or  Great  Britain 
shall  so  rerokeor  modify  their  edicts  as  that  they 
skall  cease  to  violate  the  lawful  commerce  of 
the  United  States,"  the  President  of  the  United 
States  is  authorized  "  to  declare  the  same  by 
proclamation  ;  after  which  the  trade  of  the  Uni- 
ted States  may  be  renewed  with  the  nation  so 
doing."   On  this  phraseology  arises  the  Question : 
Was  the  President  authorized  to  proclaim  the 
existence  of  a  fact  af^er  its  taking  place,  or  was 
he  to  predict  that  a  fact  could  exist?    Was  he 
to  declare  an  actual  revocation  of  the  Orders  in 
Council,  or  to  predict  that  they  would  be  re- 
Toked  ?     Look  at  the  section,  sir !     Authority 
was  given  to  the  President  of  the  United  States 
to  declare  the  fact  by  procl^ation,  in  case  Brit- 
tin  or  France  should  revoke  or  modify  their  edicts 
10  as  not  to  violate  the  neutral  commerce  of  tiie 
United  States.    Must  not  the  fact  have  existed 
before  he  could  legally  declare  it  ?    Tet,  at  tl}e 
time  when  the  President  issued  his  proclamation, 
Great  Britain  had  not  revoked  or  modified  her 
edicu  at  all.    The  question  therefore  is,  whether 
this  section  authorized  him  to  proclaim  the  re- 
tewal  of  the  trade,  as  he  has  doiie  ?    I  am  not 


saying  that  he  has  not  conformed  to  the  spirit  of 
the  act.  I  am  not  disposed  to  pronounce  a  cen- 
sure on  his  conduct.  But  the  question  is,  sir, 
whether  his  procedure  be  strictly  legal  ?  If  it  be 
not,  and  we  approbate  his  conduct,  it  might,  per- 
haps, be  proper  to  pass  some  act  giving  validity 
to  what  he  has  done;  in  the  same  manner,  aa 
when  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  under  the  direc- 
tion of  the  late  President,  expended  several  hun- 
dred thousand  dollars  for  naval  sunplies,  for  which 
no  appropriation  had  been  made,  we  passed  a  law 
giving  validity  to  the  transaction.  An  assurance 
was  given  by  the  British  Minister  Plenipotentiary! 
that  the  Orders  in  Council  will  have  been  with- 
drawn, as  respects  the  United  States,  on  the  tenth 
day  of  June  next.  Was  the  President  of*  the 
United  States  authorized  to  accept  the  assurance 
instead  of  the  fact  ?  I  admit  that  it  was  scarcely 
to  be  expected  that  an  actual  revocation  should 
be  made  a  long  time  prior  to  a  renewal  of  inter- 
course, and  I  should  suppose  that  the  phraseol- 
ogy of  this  section  must  have  occasioned  difficul- 
ty in  negotiation.  How  the  fact  was,  I  do  not 
pretend  to  have  any  information*  I  am  perfectly 
willing  to  ^ive  the  officers  concerned  full  credit 
for  attempting  to  avoid  the  difficulty  arising  from 
the  terms  of  tne  law ;  and  if  the  proceeding  was 
not  strictly  legal,  I  am  willing  to  sive  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  full  credit  for  the  dis- 
position which  he  has  manifested ;  and  if  the  state 
of  things  had  been  anticipated  by  Congress,  I 
presume  they  would  have  been  willing  to  adopt 
provisions  proper  for  giving  validity  to  the  trans- 
action. When  I  reflect  on  the  great  variety  of 
constructions  given  to  this  non-intercourse  act,  I 
admit  it  to  be  so  confused  and  obscure,  that  even 
the  first  officer  of  the  Treasury  Department  has 
given  opinions  on  some  of  its  sections  completely 
contradictory,  and  some  of  the  constructions  given 
to  the  act  have  made  the  Congress  guilty  of  extrav- 
agant absurdity;  to  remedy  bart  of^ which  we 
have  already  passed  one  act  tnis  session ;  such, 
for  instance,  as  the  construction  which  permitted 
foreign  vessels  to  return  home  with  cargoes ;  but 
if  they  were  bound  elsewhere,  compelled  them  to 

five  bond  and  security  not  to  ^o  home.  If  the 
^resident  has  done  a  substantial  benefit  to  the 
country  in  the  spirit  of  the  law,  although  in  cor- 
rectness of  legal  construction  the  act  of  Congress 
did  not  give  him  the  power,  I  would  approbate 
the  spirit  in  which  he  has  acted. 

So  much,  sir,  as  respects  one  j>art  of  the  sub- 
ject to  which  the  resolution  or  the  gentleman 
from  Virginia  refers.  On  examination  of  the  re- 
solution, I  find  it  expressed  with  a  precision  which 
completely  applies  to  the  two  great  acts  of  the 
President  of  the  United  States;  one  of  which  is 
the  opening  of  intercourse  with  Qreat  Britain, 
and  the  other  is  the  adjusting  of  the  controversy 
as  to  the  frigate  Chesapeake.  With  respect  to 
the  latter  case,  I  should  have  considered  that, 
while  remaining  unsatisfied  and  unatoned,  as  an 
insuperable  obstacle  to  the  adjustment  of  other 
matters  in  question  between  the  two  countries. 
It  was  an  obstacle  presenting  itself  at  the  thres- 
hold of  every  negotiation ;  and  we  could  not,  wIUl 
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propriety,  oegotiate  on  other  matters  while  that 
remained  unadjusted.  It  was,  perhaps,  one  of 
the  first  questions  of  the  kind  that  ever  occurred 
under  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States.  It 
respected  an  attack  on  the  honor  of  the  national 
flag,  which,  if  unez plated,  would  be  considered  in 
the  national  estimation  as  sufficient  cause  for 
public  war,  an  attack  which  would  authorize  ac- 
tive measures  of  hostility  as  much  as  an  attack 
on  a  garrison  within  our  frontiers;  an  attack, 
"which,  in  its  nature,  is  to  be  completely  distin- 
guished from  the  searching  of  private  merchant 
vessels,  on  board  of  which  no  public  autfaoritv 
was  exercised  by  the  Qovernment,  and  for  whicn 
the  Government  b  not  responsible. 

In  .what  branch  of  the  Government,  sir,  is  vest- 
ed tLe  full  power  of  accepting  national  satisfac- 
tion for  an  injury  to  our  national  flag?    In  what 
branch  is  vested  the  authority  of  accepting  repa- 
ration for  an  insult  which  might  be  complete 
justification  of  war  on  our  part  T   We  know  full 
well  that,  in  Governments  where  the  Chief  Ma- 
gistrate wears  the  diadem  or  the  crown,  his  dig- 
nity and  the  honor  of  his  flag  are  supposed  to  be 
aflected  hv  an  insult  or  outrage  from  a  foreign 
Power.    But  here  the  question  concerns  the  dig^ 
nitjr  of  the  United  States  and  the  honor  of  the 
national  flag.    To  whom  has  the  Constitution 
given  the  power  of  deciding  Uie  Question  of  war 
and  of  peace,  on  the  part  of  the  United  States  ? 
Certainly  the  power  of  making  war  does  not  con- 
atitutionallv  appertain  to  the  President ;  neither 
can  he  make  a  valid  treaty  of  peace,  except  by 
concurrence  of  the  Senate.    Yet  we  know  that 
negotiations  must  be  conducted  by  means  of  the 
Executive  as  the  organ  of  communication  with 
foreign  Powers.    As  the  President  has  not  the 
authority  to  make  war  and  peace  exclusively,  has 
he  the  exclusive  power  to  accept  satisfaction  for 
an  outrage  whicn,  if  unatoned,  might  be  valid 
cause  of  war  ?    The  general  question  therefore 
is,  whether  it  would  or  would  not  be  proper,  when 
the  President  has  undertaken  to  accept  such  satis- 
faction, to  confirm  his  acceptance  by  the  legisla- 
tive sanction?  Is  this  an  ordinary  case,  to  be  con- 
sidered as  an  affair  of  course  7   We  have  to  reflect 
whether  it  should  be  declared,  in  consequence  of 
the  public  reparation,  that  the  attack  on  the  Ches- 
apeake frigate  shall  no  longer  be  noticed  as  a 
question  in  any  difference  between  the  United 
States  and  Great  Britain,  but  that  it  shall  never 
hereafter  be  brought  into  account.    By  approbat- 
ing the  acceptance  of  satisfaction,  the  transaction 
is  finished  on  the  part  of  Congress.    If  it  be  not 
approbated,  the  President  himself  is  pledged  in 
|;ood  faith  not  to  give  his  consent  to  any  act  mak- 
ing war  or  authorizing  hostility  on  account  6f 
their  outrage.   But  if  the  Congress  approbate  the 
accommodation,  it  becomes  unquestionably  com- 
plete. 

So  much,  sir,  as  respects  the  question  relative 
to  the  acceptance  of  satisfaction  for  an  insult  to 
the  national  flag  of  the  United  States.  There 
remains  a  more  particular  view  of  the  subject, 
with  respect  to  the  terms  of  satisfaction  which 
bave  been  accepted  by  the  President  now  in  office. 


If  thev  were  precisely  the  whole  terms  which  bad 
been  formerly  demanded,  there  might  be  lefs  rea- 
son for  expressing  oar  opinion  as  it  respects  the 
particular  terms  of  satisfaction.  But  it  will  be 
recollected  that,  formerly,  the  Minister  of  (be 
United  States  at  the  Court  of  London  had  de- 
manded reparation  for  the  attack  on  ihe  Chesa- 
peake, when  first  heard  of;  and  that  he  thought 
It  improfier  to  mingle  other  subjects  with  this 
more  serious  cause  of  complaint.  His  instruc- 
tions, subsequently  received,  directed  him  to  in- 
troduce with  this  subject  that  of  impressment 
from  merchant  vessels ;  and.  in  obedience  to  his 
instructions,  he  made  additions  to  his  demands. 
The  points  on  which  he  was  instrMCted  to  iosist, 
were  a  formal  disavowal  of  the  attack,  the  restor- 
ation of  the  men  taken  from  the  frigate  Chesa- 
peake, an  entire  abolition  of  impressment  from 
vessels  under  the  flag  of  the  United  States,  and 
the  solemnity  of  a  legation  exlniordinary  for  com- 
pleting the  reparation. 

To  require  the  suppression  of  impressments  as 
the  condition  of  being  admitted  to  make  hoBo^ 
able  reparation  for  an  acknowledged  injury,  was 
a  demand  which,  in  the  language  of  the  British 
Government,  could  be  answered  no  otherwise  thaa 
by  an  unqualified  refusaL  A  Minister  Sxtraor- 
dmary  was  afterward*  sent  to  this  coimtry ;  aod 
then  the  suppression  of  impressments  was  oot 
specifically  insisted  on  as  an  indispensable  coodi- 
tton  of  any  adjustment.  But  it  was  pr<^>osed,  oo 
the  part  of  the  late  Administration  of  the  Uoited 
Sutes,  that  the  British  Minister  Extraordinary 
should  disclose  the  terms  of  reparation  on  which 
he  was  authorized  to  agree ;  and  if  they  should 
appear  to  be  satisfactory,  then  the  President  would 
consider  them  as  a  pledge  for  preventing  other 
alleged  abuses,  and  that  the  interdictory  proclam- 
ation affainst  the  British  navy  might  then  be  re- 
voked by  an  act  of  the  same  date  with  the  act  of 
reparation.  We  now  find  that  terms  of  repara- 
tion are  accepted,  without  any  stipulation  as  i^ 
the  suppression  of  impressments,  and  without  con- 
sidering these  terms  as  a  pledge  for  giving  satis- 
faction on  any  other  point. 

The  terms  accepted  being  thus  variant  from 
the  terms  formerly  insisted  on,  is  there  not  pecu- 
liar reason  for  expressing  our  opinion  upon  the 
change  which  has  taken  place?  For  myself, al- 
though the  difference  has  not  been  accommodated 
in  a  style  bo  highly  honorable  as  I  could  have 
wished,  I  much  doubt  whether  reasonable  men, 
under  the  circumstances  ultimately  attending  the 
case,  would  insist  on  terms  more  advaatageons 
than  those  which  the  President  in  office  has  ac- 
cepted ;  for  doubtless  there  was  difficulty  in  set- 
tling them.  The  main  points  desirable  were,  that 
the  inadmissible  pretension,  which  gave  rise  to 
the  attack  on  the  Chesapeake,  should  lie  solemolf 
disclaimed  forever;  and  that  the  adjustment 
should  be  so  finished  as  that  neither  nation  should 
experience  any  sentiment  of  peculiar  morti&ca* 
tion  01  debasement  in  consequence  of  the  settle- 
ment. I  incline  to  the  opinion,  sir,  that  when  the 
subject  came  to  be  examined,  it  was  so  circum- 
stanced that  no  reasonable  naan  could  have  eX' 
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MCted  it  to  be  tcUled  on  better  terms  tbaii  it  had 

been,  for  the  Uoited  States.  1  thereibre  am  ready 
to  declare  my  approbation  of  the  conduct  of  the 
Presideot  of  the  United  States  in  relation  to  the 
jMOfflptitude  and  frankness  with  which  he  has  met 
ihe  over  tares  of  the  British  GSoverament. 

Mr.  R^icooLFH  said  it  was  no  part  of  his  in- 
tration  DOW  to  enter  into  anything  like  a  coo- 
tiderttion  of  Ihe  great  points  supposed  to  be  in 
dk<pate  between  those  who  approved  the  conduct 
of  the  President  of  the  Unitea  States  in  issuing 
kis  proelamatioo,  and  giving  the  construction 
vbich  he  had  given  to  the  non-intercourse  act 
And,  indeed,  if,  on  the  lest  vote  which  had  been 
ttken,  (for  considering  his  motion,)  he  could 
with  aof  sense  of  decorum  or  propriety  have 
Toted  against  himself,  if  he  could  have  voted  in 
the  oegattve  on  his  own  motion,  be  should  have 
taken  a  pleasure  in  so  doing.    For  he,  as  much 
at  any  member  of  this  House,  wished  to  hear  the 
coinmanieations  lying  on  the  table,  but  be  was 
also  aoxions  to  see  a  question  of  right  with  re- 
ipeetto  himself  decided  ;  and  to  his  perfect  sat- 
isfaction, the  House  bad  supported  tne  decision 
of  the  Chair,  and  yet  the  course  which  the  busi- 
aesi  would  take  was  preciaely  the  same  as  if  the 
House  bad  admitted  his  motion  in  the  first  in- 
ftaaee  to  be  in  order,  except  that  some  three- 
qoarterB  of  an  hour  or  more  had  been  occupied 
in  discossing  the  point  of  order.    I  wish  ^said  Mi*. 
R.)  to  make  some  answer  to  the  objections  of  a 
my  Tenerable  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania, 
(Ur.  FixDLiT,)  on  tbe  motion  which  it  is  now 
yvoposed  to  postpone.    I  think  the  prioci|>al  objec- 
tioa  of  that  gentleman  was,  that  it  was  improper 
at  any  time  to  discuss  or  entertain  such  proposi- 
tioDs— that  motions  in  approbation  or  disappro- 
halloo  of  the  conduct  or  tbe  Executive  of  the 
United  States  ought  not  to  be  agitated  here ;  that 
tbej  are  wrong  in  principle ;  and  that  how  much 
Merer  he  might  be  disposed  to  applaud  the  oon- 
dactof  the  President  in  this  or  in  that  particular, 
he  woold  not  countenance  a  motion  approving 
that  conduct.    What  weight  it  will  have  with 
the  other  members  of  this  Hoase  (said  Mr.  R.)  I 
bow  not,  but  there  is  a  precedent  on  file  which 
Might  not  to  be  destitute  of  weight  with  that  gen- 
iiemaojfrom  the  first  session  of  the  third  Congress, 
whieh  met  at  Philadelphia  in  November,  1793, 
mm  after  the  late  General  Wabbinoton   had 
issued  his  celebrated  proclamation  of  neutrality  ; 
and  I  beg  the  House  to  carry  along  with  them  in 
their  minds  the  similitude  of  the  two  occasions, 
ud  tbe  dissimilitude  too,  and  to  keep  in  recol lec- 
tion that  wherever  there  is  a  difference  between 
the  two  cases,  the  advantage  is  on  the  side  of  the 
notioQ  which  I  have  had  the  honor  to  lay  before 
Toa.   For  example :  in  the  year  1793,  previous 
to  the  first  session  of  the  third  Congress,  the  late 
Qeoeral  Wabbinoton,  conceiving  himself  to  be 
Rqnired  by  his  doty  as  President  of  tbe  United 
States  to  issue  a  certain  proclamation — ^and  recol- 
lect that  tbe  present  motion  is  relative  to  a  procla- 
nation,  and  binges  entirely  on  it— which  procla- 
oatioQ  Qeoeral  Wabbinoton  was  not  required 
u»  isiQe  by  any  law  of  the  land ;  I  find  that  at  that 


time  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania,  and  an- 
other gentleman  from  Penhsyivania,  an  ancient 
colleague  of  his,  (Mr.  Smilib,)  acd  several  other 
meml^rs  of  the  present  Congress,  were  then  mem- 
bers of  the  House  of  Representatives;  and  it  ap* 
pears  on  the  Journal,  that  on  that  day  the  Com* 
mittee  of  Elections  did  report  that  the  creden- 
tials of  these  gentlemen  entitled  them  to  their* 
seats.    I  am  consequently  to  suppose  their  pres- 
ence, except  I  were  to  suppose  (what  I  have  no- 
right  or  disposition  to  do)  that  there  was  some 
dereliction  of  duty  on  their  part,  and  that  they 
were  absent  from  their  seats.    The  yeas  and  nays, . 
indeed,  were^iot  taken;  but  on  Friday  the  26th, 
the  House  resolved  unanimously  to  address  the- 
President  of  the  United  States  in  the  words > 
following — 1  do  not  mean  to  fatigue  the  House  or 
myself  with  reading  the  whole  of  it,  but  will  read 
extracts : 

**  The  United  States  having  taken  no  pot  in  the 
war  which  had  embraced  in  Europe  the  Powers  with 
whom  they  have  the  most  extensiTe  relations,  the 
maintenance  of  peace  was  justly  to  be  regarded  as 
one  of  the  most  important  duties  of  the  magistrals 
charged  with  the  faithful  execution  of  the  laws«  We 
accordingly  witnessed  with  approbation  and  plessnra 
the  vigilance  widk  which  yon  have  guarded  against  an 
intermption  of  that  blessing  by  your  proclamation,  ad* 
monishing  our  citixens  of  the  consequences  of  illicit  or 
hostile  acts  towards  the  belligsrsnt  psrties,  and  pro- 
moting by  a  declaration  of  the  existing  legal  state  of 
things  an  eaner  admission  of  our  right  to  the  immuni- 
ties belonging  to  our  situation." 

Now  here,  sir,  is  a  vote  of  approbation  proposed 
on  the  subject  of  a  proclamation  which  the  rreai- 
deat  of  the  United  Sutes  was  called  upon  by  no 
law  of  the  land  to  issue,  and  on  the  execution  of 
which  duty,  in  a  manner  comporting  with  their 
sense  of  that  duty^  depended  the  approbation  or  dis- 
approbation of  this  House;  and  surely,  str,if  it  was 
competent  for  the  House  of  RepresenUtives  in 
the  year  1793,  to  the  gentleman  from  Pennsyl- 
vania, and  other  gentlemen,  now  members  of  this 
House,  to  approbate  the  conduct  of  President 
Wabbinoton  in  issuing  that  proclamation,  which 
he  was  not  reouired  to  do  by  any  specific  statute, 
it  is  surely  at  least  as  proper  now  to  approve  the 
conduct  of  President  Madison  in  a  case  in  which 
it  was  his  special  duty  to  do  it.  Where  there  is  a 
variance  between  the  two  cases,  it  is  in  favor  of 
the  motion  which  I  have  the  honor  to  submit. 
But  perhaps  I  shall  be  told  by  some  of  those 
youthful  spirits  who  have  lately  made  their  ap- 
pearance in  this  House,  that  this  is  a  precedent 
taken  from  foieral  times,  and  therefore  ought  not 
to  be  relied  on  by  good  Democrats.  But,  sir,  it 
unfortunately  happens  for  those  gentlemen  who 
would  thus  evade  the  force  of  it,  that  in  the  very 
zenith  of  democracy,  a  precedent  perfectly  analo- 
gous, or  even  stronger  than  the  one  now  con- 
tended for,  was  entered  upon  our  Journal.  At 
the  second  session  of  the  seventh  Congress,  (.the 
first  which  convened  after  the  election  of  Mr. 
Jefferson  to  the  Chief  Magistracy,)  the  House  of 
Representatives  were  moved  to  come  to  the  fol- 
lowing resolution  in  relation  to  the  obstrucuon  of 
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the  naTigatioQ  of  the  rirer  Mississippi,  and  of  the 
eight  of  deposite  at  New  Orleans  by  the  Spanish 
'government  of  Louisiana : 

**  Retohed,  lliat  this  House  receire  with  great  sen- 
^iibility  the  information  of  a  dispoBition  in  certain  offi- 
cers of  the  Spanish  government  at  New  Orleans  to  ob- 
struct the  navigation  of  the  river  Mississippi^  as  se- 
•cured  to  the  United  States  by  the  most  solemn  stipu- 
lations : 

"  That,  adhering  to  that  humane  and  wise  policy 
which  ought  evor  to  characterize  a  free  people,  .and  by 
which  the  United  States  have  always  professed  to  be 
governed ;  willing  at  the  same  time  to  ascribe  this 
breach  of  compact  to  the  unauthorized  misconduct  of 
certain  individuals,  rather  than  to  a  want  of  good  faith 
-on  the  part  of  His  Cstholic  Majesty,  and  relying  with 
perfect  confidence  on  the  vigilance  and  wisdom  of  the 
Executive,  they  will  wait  the  issue  of  such  measures 
>as  thai  deforimeni  of  the  Government  shall  have  pur- 
sued for  asserting  the  rights  and  vindicating  the  tnju- 
sies  of  the  UnitM  Staies;  holding  it  to  be  their  duty 
at  the  same  time  to  express  their  unalterable  deter- 
mination to  maintain  the  boundaries  and  the  rights 
of  navigation  and  commerce  through  the  river  Missis- 
sippi,  as  established  by  existing  treaties" 

On  that  occasion  it  did  unfortunately  happen 
that  there  were  gentlemen  in  this  House  who  had 
no  disposition  to  express  any  such  confidence  in 
the  Presidekit  of  the  United  Slates,  as  I  am  afraid, 
and  do  verily  and  in  my  conscience  believ^e.  there 
are  now  gentlemen  who  have  no  disposition  to 
express  approbation  (because  they  feel  none)  of 
the  late  conduct  of  the  President  of  the  United 
States.  These  gentlemen  then  moved  to  strike 
out  these  words,  (the  words  in  italicin  the  above 
resolution,)  which  passed  in  the  negative — yeas 
30,  nays  53.  Mr.  R.  here  read  the  names  of  toose 
who  had  voted  for  or  against.  Now,  he  said,  he 
was  not  at  all  surprised  that  the  gentleman  from 
Connecticut,  (Mr.  Dana,])  and  others,  who  did 
not  feel  that  confidence  in  the  late  President, 
therefore  voted  against  expressing  it;  and  now, 
also,  he  presumed,  the  gentleman  would  vote,  as 
others  would,  according  to  the  sentiment  he  felt. 
But,  said  Mr.  R.,  we,  who  did  feel  confidence, 
and  had  none  of  that  punctilious  repugnance  at 
expressing  what  we  felt,  and  could  not  see  any- 
thing in  principle  against  expressing  it,  (not  hav- 
ing at  that  time  the  benefit  of  the  light  shed  on 
this  subject  by  the  venerable  and  reverend  gen- 
tleman from  Pennsylvania,)  voted  in  the  nega- 
tive. So  much  upon  the  question,  whether  there 
ever  existed  a  case  in  which  this  House  under- 
took to  approve  the  conduct  of  the  Executive  of 
the  United  States  in  a  delicate  and  critical  junc- 
ture, particularly  of  our  foreign  afiairs ;  the  evi- 
dence which  I  have  produced  is  conclusive ;  and 
the  fact  is.  that  if  we  get  rid  of  this  motion  after 
the  preceaents  which  have  been  cited — I  do  not 
aay  that  they  are  binding;  I  do  not  feel  them  so; 
if  I  thought  it  wrong  I  should  vote  against  it 
without  reference  to  former  precedent — but  if  we 
do  become  all  of  a  sudden,  and,  in  this  particular 
point,  so  very  squeamish,  the  fact  is,  that  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  if  endowed  with 
half  the  penetration  which  I  presume  he  does  pos- 
1688.  must  take  the  hint;  he  must  feel  that  there 


exists  in  this  body  a  disapprobation  of  his  condoct, 
although  there  be  no  disposition  to  express  thtt 
disapprobation.  For«  sir,  we  should  not  have  to 
go  lar  back  to  seek  for  precedent  to  find  a  case 
where,  in  point  of  practice,  a  decision  is  cod- 
demned,  and  in  point  of  vote  upheld. 

We  have  gotten  all  of  a  sudden,  sir.  into  a  sorti 
of  pAodta  of  abstract  proposition  ;  we  hearagreit 
deal  of  passing. votes,  out  of  which  nothing  is  to 

frow.  1  would  ask  the  worthy  gentleman  froo^ 
Pennsylvania — I  would  not  put  that  question  to 
any  other  member  but  the  worthy  gendemin 
from  Pennsylvania, '  because  I  understand  bis 
ground  to  be,  that  there  does  not  exist  the  rigbt^ 
if  there  exists  the  power,  in  this  House  to  ente^ 
into  a  series  of  psopositions  which  lead  tonolaw^ 
Now,  sir,  at  the  last  session,  when  a  member  go^ 
up  and  moved  that  the  thanks  of  the  House  be 
given  to  the  Speaker  for  the  faithful  and  able  dU^ 
charge  and  so  forth  of  his  duties,  that  was  ootiiH 
tended  to  originate  a  bill;  nothing  wastogrov 
out  of  it,  except  a  very  unpleasant  situatiuD  tO| 
the  House  and  the  gentleman  in  the  CbaiL 
Would  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  tbeoi 
have  contended  that  such  a  motion  was  inadmisi 
sible,  and  therefore  ought  to  be  indefinitely  postH 
poned  ?  If  I  am  not  much  misinformed,  there  was 
a  motion  indefinitely  to  postpone  that  proposi* 
tion,  which  was  negatived.  Then  it  seems,  sir, 
that  we  have  an  unlimited  power  of  complimeDt- 
ing  ourselves;  that  we  may  be  guilty  of  selfi 
flattery  to  any  extent — for  what  is  the  Speaketj 
of  this  House,  in  fact,  but  ourself  ?  He  is  tb« 
creature  of  the  House  ;  they  make  him.  Wbea 
they  compliment  the  Speaker,  they  complimcDC 
their  own  sagacity  in  selecting  a  person  so  com- 
petent to  the  discharge  of  his  duty.  For  wba^ 
does  the  Speaker  say  when  conducted  to  tbe 
Chair  ?  That  he  will  discharge  the  duties  of  hi^ 
office  agreeably  to  the  wishes  of  the  House;  foi| 
whichj  I  presume,  he  receives  the  vote  of  thanks^ 
Now,  in  this  case,  the  President  of  the  UDiie4 
States  has  discharged  the  duties  of  bis  office,  lE 
not  agreeably  to  the  wishes  of  the  House,  cer^ 
tainly  agreeably  to  mine;  and,  therefore,!  would 
express  my  approbation—why?  That  it  maf 
stand  on  the  Journals  as  an  expression  o(  mf 
opinion ;  although,  let  me  tell  you,  Mr.  Speaker* 
that  some  twenty  or  thirty  years  hence,  when  tbe 
little  bickerings  of  this  day  are  past  and  forgot- 
ten, that  vote  will  be  of  value.  It  will  tell ;  it 
will  weigh  heavily  in  the  estimate  of  the  charac^ 
ter  of  the  person  in  respect  to  whom  it  is  passed ; 
for  when  we  go  back  to  the  Journals,  and  look  at 
the  Administration  of  General  Wabhinoton, 
twenty  years  ago,  do  we  think  of  the  little  partf 
disputes  of  that  time?  We  scarcely  give  our- 
selves trouble  to  consider  how  men  were  morea 
to  their  actions.  It  is  of  consequence  to  posterity 
too.  What  will  the  historian  do  in  relation  to 
the  transactions  of  this  Administration  ?  He  wm 
find  that  the  first  act  was  to  restore  harmony  ^n<^ 
intercourse  between  the  United  States  and  ^ 
foreign  nation.  Is  he  to  be  met  at  the  threshold; 
is  this  conduct  to  be  qualified  bv  a  vote  upon  Jo"' 
Journals,  from  which  he  wili  inevitably  dra^ 
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^  iofereoce,  that  aithoiurh  there  did  not  exist 
.  disposition  openljr  to  coodemn  the  Ministryr, 
bere  existed  a  majority  of  a  different  way  of 
iiinkiog;  and  'who  therefore  got  rid  of  this  ques- 
bo  as  dexterously  as  they  conld  ?  No,  sir ;  this 
ote  (I  hope  I  shall  be  pardoned  for  saying  so) 
ifiers  to  its  adrantsge  from  the  vote  for  return- 
oe  thaoks  to  the  Speaker  of  this  House  at  the 
fld  of  the  last  session  of  Congress.  It  is  a  rote 
otof  which  some  practical  good  is  to  grow— a 
wt  bir  which  the  President  of  the  United  States 
I  to  6e  strengthened  in  the  course  which  he  is 
lOwparsoiDg.  and  encouraged  and  invi|rorated 
B  persisting  in  that  course  hereafter.  It  is  not  a 
Bere  motion  in  course,  like  a  motion  for  a  rote 
Itbaaks  to  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
estatires,  'which  is  at  last  considered  as  a  matter 
if  form,  and  has  ceased  to  be  a  source  df  anything 
rat  QDplea!tant  sensation  to  the  House ;  for  I  be- 
leTe  that  from  the  time  of  the  first  Speaker,  a 
nember  from  Pennsylvania,  (Mr.  Muhlenburg,) 
irbo  vas  succeeded  by  a  member  from'  Connec- 
kai  (Mr.  Trcmbcll,)  and  afterwards  by  a  gen- 
lemso  from  New  Jersey,  f Mr.  Datton,)  subse-. 
(Dcntly  by  a  colleague  ot  yours,  Mr.  Speaker, 
Mr.  Sedgwick,)  and  finally  until*  the  last  Con- 
|res9,  by  my  worthy  friend  from  North  Carolina, 
Berery  case  this  motion  of  thanks  to  the  Speaker, 
rbicb,  if  my  motion  be  abstract,  is  equally  ab- 
inct,has  been  made  and  carried;  although  I 
Klieve  that  the  first  time  the  motion  was  made 
ifter  1  obtained  a  seat  in  Congress,  it  was  merely 
iceidental  that  it  was  carried  at  all,  although  no 
netical  result  npon  gentlemen's  own  principles 
!OQld  ensue,  and  it  ouffht  therefore  (as  they  say) 
0  bare  been  qnashed.  I,  on  the  contrary,  con- 
end  that  practical  good  can  ensue  from  ray  mo- 
ioD;  and  1  think  that  my  friend  from  North  Caro- 
ioa,  wbom  I  do  not  see  in  his  place,  (and  I  am 
fbd  tbat  he  is  not  in  his  place,)  must  have  felt 
lis  toils  in  the  Chair,  and  even  a  broken  consti- 
HfiioD,  to  have  been  amply  compensated  by  three 
bstinct  and  unanimous  rotes  of  three  sereral 
3oQses  of  Congress,  returning  thanks  to  him  for 
^able  and  impartial  conduct  in  the  Chair. 
Although,  sir,  it  be  no  part  of  my  intention,  as 
(aid  when  I  rose,  to  enter  into  the  merits  of  the 
Bun  question,  I  think  it  necessary  to  say  a  few 
vords  in  explanation  of  what  fell  ffom  me  a  few 
f^T'  Ago,  when  unprepared  to  discuss  this  sub- 
ject, when,  perhaps,  I  was  misunderstood,  and, 
nrf  probably,  because  I  may  not  have  expressed 
fifseif  as  accurately  as  I  could  hare  wished.  It 
ns  been  stated  that  this  offer  on  the  part  of  the 
British  Government  and  acceptance  on  the  part 
«  cars — this  truce,  or  call  it  what  you  will, 
faiehed  up  between  the  two  countries,  is  more 
iaadrantageous  to  Qreat  Britain  thavthe  late 
Bfer  to  suspend  the  embargo  as  to  Qreat  Britain. 
^  keep  it  on  as  to  France,  would  have^  been  it 
accepted.  This  is  one  of  the  cases  in  which  my 
vgoment  is  fairly  met— as  far  at  least  as  it  can 
iemet  by  mere  assertion ;  and,  after  the  decision 
ef  {bis  motion  for  indefinite  postponement  (which 
Iperceirewill  be  lost)  on  the  discussion  of  the 
>^  question,  all  I  atk  of  gentlemen  is  to  state 


the  argument  as  it  really  was  offered,  and  if  ther 
refute  it  they  shall  have  my  best  thaoks ;  I  shall 
listen  to  them  with  a  mind  perfectly  open  to  con- 
viction. But  if  gentlemen  state  something  else, 
they  cannot  suppose  that  I  will  interrupt  them 
in  ^the  course  ot  their  career  of  success  against 
arguments  not  of  my  creation  but  of  their  own. 
I  shall,  therefore,  in  the  course  of  my  discussion, 
take  no  kind  of  notice  of  any  statement  of  my 
argument  that  can  be  made  unless  it  be  a  per- 
fectly fair  statement,  and  the  true  matter  be  met, 
any  further  than  finally  to  recapitulate  by  way 
of  reply  what  I  conceive  to  be  the  true  pomts  in 
dispute.  Here  is  one  point:  that  as  far  as  we 
have  gone  in  the  present  adjustment,  it  is  more 
disadvantageous  to  Great  Britain  than  the  pro* 
posal  for  suspending  th^e  embarffo.  That  is  a  fact 
on  which  every  man  in  the  House  is  competent 
to  decide,  and  one  on  which  I  deem  the  area- 
ments>  offered  by  me  to  you  to  be  so  irresistibly 
conclusive  that  1  will  not  notice  anything  in  the 
way  of  assef  tion  on  this  point  farther  than  to  sug« 
gest  that  this  has  been  thrown  out  in  the  spirit  of 
the  proverb,  that  good  wine  needs  no  hush,  Noth* 
ing  IS  more  common,  in  the  State  which  L  repre- 
sent, than  for  a  horse-dealer,  having  two  horses  to 
dispose  of,  to  give  praise  to  the  inost  indifferent, 
in  proportion  precisely  as  it  is  inferior  to  the 
other,  because  it  is  supposed  that  the  good  horse 
will  always  sell  himself,  and  it  is  necessary  to  re- 
commend the  other  by  all  the  address  of  which 
that  sort  of  people  are  never  destitute.  Now,  in 
the  present  case  of  the  late  adjustment,  of  which 
nobody  complains,  it  is  supposed  to  be  one  which 
meets  so  eeneral  an  approbation  that  it  is  not 
worth  while  to  say  much  in  its  commendation. 
Now,  sir,  as  this  old  horse  is  to  be  linked  in  the 
same  team,  if  the  jockey  can  once  establish  that 
he  is  a  better  naff  than  the  grey  mare,  than  that 
which  is  generally  acknowledged  to  be  good,  his 
point  is  gained.  That  is  the  question  in  dispute; 
and  until  I  hear  the  argument  which  I  submitted 
to  you  last  week  answered,  I  shall  say  not  one 
word  upon  it.  To  be  sure,  sir,  if  we  allow  that 
the  proposition  to  suspend  the  embargo  as  to 
Great  Britain  was  more  advantageous  for  her 
than  the  late  one,  we  must  admit  tbat  it  is  more 
advantaffeous  to  Great  Britain  to  have  her  ships 
excluded  from  our  waters  than  admitted  into 
them  \  that  it  is  more  advantageous  to  have  the 
old  non-importation  act  in  force  than  to  have  it 
repealed ;  that  it  is  more  advantaffeous  for  her  to 
have  a  diflicolt  and  hampered  trade,  and  her  ships 
of  war  excluded,  whilst  those  of  France  were  ad- 
mitted in- perfect  freedom,  than  to  have  her  trade 
with  us  put  on  the  footing  on  which  it  stood 
prior  to  the  old  non-importation  act,  and  our  trade 
to  France  cut  off  and  French  ships  excluded.  If 
gentlemen  believe  this  it  is  ver^  well ;  I  admire 
their  faith.  There  is  a  point  of  faction  which  it 
unfortunately  happens  tbat  there  has  been  and 
does  exist  in  this  House  too  much  difference  of 
opinion.  It  is  a  fact  which  can  be  established 
conclusively  by  your  Journals ;  and  the  reading 
of  the  documents  received  from  the  Bxeeutive 
when  he  recommended  the  embargo  will  con* 
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Tinee  seotlemen  of  it.  Gentlemeo  aay  that  the 
fact  of  the  existence  of  the  Orders  io  Coancil 
was  known  here,  when  they  are  compelled  to 
confess  the  President  intimated  nothine  of  it  in 
his  Message.  Produce  the  National  Intelligencer ; 
produce  the  passage  so  often  alluded  to  m  rela- 
tion to  these  orders ;  and  what  conclusion  is  to 
be  drawn  from  it?  Why,  sir,  that  some  specula* 
tion  might  have  been  hazarded  on  the  subject, 
somethiiig  in  the  way  of  conjecture.  Do  gentle- 
men believe  that  the  late  President  of  the  United 
States  had  a  peculiar  diffidence  in  the  National 
Intelligencer  ?  Had  he  any  peculiar  diffidence  in 
that  paper,  of  all  the  papers  in  the  world,  that, 
when  he  sent  the  proclamation,  cut  out  of  a  Brit- 
ish newspaper,  he  would  not  have  sent  us  a  ile 
of  the  National  Intelligencer,  or  that  article  from 
it  which  the]r  say  went  to  establish  the  existence  of 
the  Orders  in  Council?  Had  he  any  cause  for 
peculiar  diffidence  in  the  National  Intelligencer, 
that  he  would  not  send  us  an  extract  from  that 

Siper  while  he  sent  us  extracts  from  cyhers — even 
ritish  papers?  Or,  are  gentlemen  prepared  to  say 
that  the  conductors  of  that  gazette  have  more 
certain  information  on  the  subject  of  our  foreign 
concerns  than  is  possessed  by  the  President  of  the 
United  States  himself?  I  hope  not,  sir.  The  fact 
of  the  Orders  in  Council  being  known  in  this 
country  by  our  Cbvernment,  they  mifht  have 
been  known  by  the  British  Minister ;  but  their 
being  known  by  our  Qovemment  and  by  us,  and 
the  embargo  growing  out  of  them,  is  the  point  at 
issue.  A  gentleman  told  me  the  other  day,  ^  you 
forget  that  though  they  were  not  known,  the  pro* 
bability  of  them  was  known."  This  is  a  new 
discovery  ;  what  kind  of  knowledge  is  this  same 
knowledge  of  probability,  sir^  Their  probability 
might  have  been  conjecture;  but  did  that  imply 
a  knowledge  that  such  orders  had  issued,  or  would 
issue  ?  And  can  you  assume  that  fact  without 
throwing  on  the  late  President  of  the  United 
States  a  dep^ree  of  odium  which,  in  my  opinion, 
he  is  not  fairly  entitled  to?  I  think  it  is  treating 
him  unjustly  and  cruelly  to  suppose  that  they 
were  known.  For,  in  supposing  it,  you  presup* 
pose  that  he  has  failed  in  bis  duty  in  communi- 
cating it  in  that  Message  which  recommended 
the  embargo.  The  Orders  in  Council  were  not 
known  in  this  city  or  in  this  House  when  the 
President  of  the  United  States  recommended  that 
embargo.  I  protest  upon  my  honor  that  they 
were  not  known  to  me ;  nor  did  1  hear  them  men- 
tioned  <m  that  day.  As  to  their  having  been 
known  io  New  York,  you  might  as  well  say  that 
they  were  known  in  Quebec  or  Halifax,  or  even 
London  itself.  What  does  the  fact  of  their  hav- 
ing been  known  in  New  York  prove  but  that 
they  were  known  in  New  York?  Could  that 
knowledge  at  New  York  be  a  rule  of  conduct  for 
us  ?  If  the  Orders  in  Council  were  known  at  the 
time  that  the  President  recommended  the  em- 
bargo, let  the  proofs  be  produced  ;  and  though  I 
should  not  be  willing  to  vote  either  approbation 
or  disapprobation  on  this  subject,*!  should  be  at 
a  loss  how  to  refuse  a  vote  of  disapprobation  on 
the  conduct  of  the  late  President  or  the  United 


States  for  neglecting  to  apprize  ns  of  their  ei 
ence.  But  h«  did  hie  duty.  He  knew  not  of 
Orders  in  Council, and  mentioned  none;  the 
bargo  grew  out  of  the  state  of  affairs  which 
isted  when  we  were  in  perfect  ignorance  of 
Orders  in  Council,  out  of  the  correspond! 
from  Paris,  in  relation  to  the  Berlin  decree, 
the  British  proclamation  respecting  seamen. 

Sir,  in  speaking  oi  the  amendment  moved  \ 
the  worthy  gentleman  from  Massachusetts,  whq 
I  see  in  his  place,  and  my  reluctance  to  vote  I 
it,  my  meaning  OMy  have  been  misnndersto^ 
and  probably  because  it  was  not  very  correct 
expressed.  When  we  speak  of  the  Gk>vemiiM 
of  the  United  Sutes,  what  do  we  mean  ?  Do  ^ 
mean  the  President  of  the  United  States  and  Ij 
Secretaries,  or  the  Executive,  Legislative,  a| 
Judiciary,  but  more  especially  the  Bxecotive  a| 
Legislature  ?  Now,  when  I  spoke  of  the  dispoi 
tion  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
had  particularly  in  my  eye  the  manifestation] 
a  spirit  in  the  other  House  of  Congress,  and  | 
this  also,  which  demonstrated  most  conclusive 
to  my  mind  that  notwithstanding  our  celebrai 
vote  of  "  and  France" — bringing  up  France 
the  rear  like  a  needless  Alexandrine,  like  the  1^ 
ter  part  of  a  wounded  snake,  dragging  its  sk 
length  along — that  there  did,  under  all  this  sm<^ 
of  hostility  to  both  belligerents,  exist  a  cool,  i 
liberate  disposition  to  go  to  war  with  one  ool] 
and  I  take  modons  made  in  the  other  branch 
(he  Legislature,  and  motions  and  speeches  ma^ 
on  this  floor,  and  on  record,  as  a  proof  of  so^ 
dispoaitioni  I  infer  the  disposition  of  Glovei 
tnent  not  merely  from  declarations  of  the  Pre 
dent  of  the  United  States  himself,  but  from  tl 
semi*official  oracular  sayings  of  gentlemen  sq 
posed  to  be,  and  in  fact  known  to  be,  in  his  eo 
fidence.  I  did  hear,  and  I  confess  1  heard  it  wi 
some  pleasure,  that  there  existed  a  difference 
opinion  on  this  subject  in  the  Cabinet  at  the  la 
session  of  Congress ;  and  that  the  late  Preside 
of  the  United  States  (Gk>d  bless  him  for  it !)  < 
that  question  was  with  us,  and  would  not 
driven  into  a  war  with  England;  and  that  t 
leaders  of  the  war  party  were  deplorably  chagrin 
and  disappointed  by  it.  So,  when  I  speak  of  t 
(Government  of  the  United  States,  I  wiab  not 
be  understood  as  alluding  to  any  disposition  whi 
the  late  President  of  the  United  States  had  to 
to  war  with  Great  Britain.  But,  sir,  I  do  thii 
after  hearing  the  report  of  the  late  Committee 
Foreign  ReFations,  declaring  that  there  were  b 
two  alternatives,  embargo  or  war,  and  seeing ; 
the  members  but  two  vote  to  this  effect,  that  n 
with  one  of  these  nations  was  submission,  a 
submission  the  most  base  and  abjeet,  too,  to  t 
other ;  and  then  hearing  gentlemen  declare  th 
were  for  war  with  one  of  those ^lationa,  the  cc 
elusion  is  irresistible  that  they  were  for  maki 
that  abjeat  submission  to  the  other  nation,  or  tli 
it  was  mere  hollow  hypocrisy  for  covering  i 
design  of  going  to  war  with  one  of  those  belli| 
rents,  and  succumbing  to  the  other.  I  should 
childish  not  to  believe  that  there  did  exist  a  d 
position  such  as  the  gentleman  from  Virgii 
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fr.  Jackson)  inUinates  did  oot  exist  in  what  be 
tis  the  Qoreroracfit  of  the  Uoiied  States. 
Odc  other  sabjeet  I  must  touch  before  1  sit 
ivn.  The  chapge  in  the  relations  of  the  Uni- 
i  Slates  is  ascribed  to  the  noQ-intercourse  law. 
piast  that  law  I  most  certainly  voted.  If  the 
mt  of  that  change  is  to  be  ascribed  to  the  non- 
tercoarse  law,  be*  it  so.  I  have  no  objection. 
K  who  were  the  adTocates  of  that  poor  misera- 
rneasnre?  Oar  worthy  chairman  of  the  Com* 
iitee  of  Ways  and  Means  (Mr.  Eppes)  por- 
ifed  in  hideoos  colors'  the  horrible  features  of 
It  law;  and  another  gentleman  from  the  same 
Me  (Mr.  Jackson)  made  motion  after  motion 
II  a  very  late  hour  in  the  night  to  defeat  the 
V.  wbim  I  sat  still  voting[  tn  its  favor  until  the 
M  stige ;  and  I  voted  a^inst  it  eventually,  not 
mase  I  felt  any  opposition  to  the  law  on  the 
ivoods  which  those  gentlemen  did,  but  because 
bdiefed  if  we  had  not  got  rid  of  the  embargo 
I  tiMse  terms,  that  we  should  have  got  rid  of  it 
I  better.  Mine  was  a  sort  of  negative  opposi- 
DO  (0  the  law ;  tkeirs  positive  and  unqualified ; 
ley  aid  it  was  absolute  disgrace.  Now,  there- 
Ipe.sir,  if  the  change  in  our  foretgo  relations  ia 
\  tie  ascribed  to  that  law,  I  wish  the  advocates 
fit  to  rise  up  and  assert  their  share  in  it  in  the 
Useoce  of  the  House.  The  lact  is,  that  uobody 
Suld  advocate  it ;  that  though  it  was  carried  by 
aajority  of  two  to  one.  those  who  finally  voted 
kucoodemoed  it,and  all  parties  seeined  ashamed 
F  it ;  and  that,  prior  to  the  late  restoration  of 
M  Qoderstandin^,  all  the  high*toned  men  and 
||h-toQed  presses  in  this  cooatr^r  denoanced  the 
Bjority  of  this  House  for  passing  that  law,  as 
iTiDg  utterly  disgraced  themselves.  If,  there* 
te.  any  credit  be  due  to  the  non-intereourse  law, 
do  ootwbh  it  to  be  run  away  with  by  those  who 
lere  enemies  to  the  naeasure.  I  voted  against  the 
l»  beesose  I  thought  we  could  have  got  rid  of 
ie  embargo  on  better  terms.  Are  those  to  have 
k  credit  of  it  who  said  that,  if  their  opinion  was 

twed,  they  were  for  immediate  war,  and  with 
It  Britain;  hut  who,  finding  their  friends 
Nld  Qot  be  screwed  up  to  the  war-pitch,  had 
We  a  sort  of  compromise  of  their  wishes,  and 
peed  to  accept  this  stupid  unmeaning  non- 
Pereoorse  law  by  way  of  appearing  to  be  doing 
betbiog?  No,  sir.  Are  those  to  have  the  merit 
i  the  reconciliation  who  moved  to  issue  letters 
f  marque  and  reprisal — a  scheme  which,  thank 
H I  bad  some  share  in  defeating  ?  Are  those 
iint  the  merit  of  the  eood  consequences  which 

tiiieged  to  hare  flowed  from  the  non- intercourse 
^  Uertainly  not.  I  really  think,  sir,  that  if 
^  be  any  merit  anywhere,  it  belongs  to  those 
^  who  prevented  a  powerful  and  energetic 
|Wy  in  this  and  the  other  House  of  Congress-— 
t?triy,  too,  standing  high,  in  Executive  coofi- 
^Bce^from  dragging  tfaie  Executive,  against  his 
vdUod  this  House,  and  this  nation,  into  a  war 
^i  Great  Britain.  It  is  those  men  who  deserve 
^  eredit ;  and  I,  for  one,  although  a  desultory 
^>d  of  partisan,  acting  on  my  own  impulse, 
ehiin  my  share;  for  if  the -great  leaders  could 
^Te  been  gratified,  according  to  their  own  show- 


ing, thev  would  have  dragged  this  country  into  a 
war  with  Great  Britain,  which  certainly  would 
have  closed  the  door  to  the  present  happv  arrange* 
ment.  Their  war-speeches  were  printed  by  sub* 
scripcion  and  bound  up;  and  I  venture  to  say  that 
some  fifty  years  hence  they  will  form  a  ouriositv 
in  literature ;  they  stand  on  recond  against  thetr 
authocs.  Now,  to  be  sure,  sir,  those  persons  who 
undertook  to  stop  their  wild  career  were  con- 
posed  of  heceio^neoos  materials — even  those  who 
have  been  designated  (I  know  not  why)  as  ultra* 
federalists  and  citra-federalists,  if  any  such  there 
be,  united  on  this  vote.  There  were  minoritf 
men,  caoctts  nen,  protesters— in  fact,  sir,  all  par^ 
ties,  Catholics,  Protestants,  Seceders,  and  alL 
were  united  in  the  effort  to  prevent  the  leaders  or 
both  Houses  from  plnuffing  the  nation  into  a  war 
with,  one  jfower.  and  knuckling  to  the  other^ 
from  ri vetting  toe  chains  of  French  influence, 
perhaps  of  French  alliance,  npon  as.  Thank  God 
that  their  designs  were  proclaimed  to  the  nation, 
that  the  President  did  aotsive  his  consent,  which 
would  have  made  us  kick  the  beam.  Yes,  sir. 
federalists,  minority  men,  protesters  and  all 
would  have  kicked  the  beam  if  it  had  ever  ema* 
nated  from  the  Cabinet  that  the  President  waf 
for  war.  It  was  as  mneh  aa  old  Nestor,  with 
trnstr  Sthenelns  by  his  side,  and  all  the  train 
eoold  do,  to  arrest  thsoe  fiery  hotheaded  steeds 
who  were  hnrryioff  the  state^arriage  down  the 
precipice  of  French  alliance.  Suppose  that  wa 
had  given  them  the  reins,  where  should  we  have 
been, and  what  doing,  at  this  time,  sir  ?  We  should 
have  been  here,  indeed-*-disc«SBing  abstract  pron« 
ositions,  as  they  are  called  1  No,  sir,  we  should 
have  been  voting  supplies  ;  we  should  have  gone 
in  full  committee  of  supply  and  of  ways  and 
means,  and  come  out  of  it  almost  as  soon  as  wa 
did  out  oi  the  Committee  on  the  state  of  the 
Union  on  the  President's  Message ;  for  our  whole 
arcana  of  raising  money  appears  to  consist  in 
borrowing ;  loans,  loans,  loans,  are  the  alpha  and 
ome^,  the  sam  and  substance  of  our  system  of 
political  economy ;  and  the  worthy  gentleman  who 

K resides  at  the  bead  of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
leans  would  now  have  been  calling  for  loans  with 
all  his  might.  We  should  have  laeen  marching 
troops  to  Canada,  passing  acts  for  the  relief  of 
sufferers  in  the  bombardment  of  New  York,  di»- 
ctissing  whether  the  owners  of  slaves  stolen  from 
the  seaboard  should  be  compensated  by  the  Gen^ 
ml  Government  or  not.  This  is  the  situation  in 
which  we  should  have  been  in  fact,  instead  of 
beioj^  in  the  situation  in  which  we  now  are — the 
merit  of  which,  if  any  there  be,  is  not  due  to  those 
who  arrogate  it  to  themselves,  but  to  the  late 
President  of  the  United  States  and  that  majority, 
however  discordant  the  materials  composing  itl 
who  defeated  the  cabal  in  the  two  Houses  of 
Congress,  that  was  determined  to  plunge  us  into 
a  war;  who  restrained  what  have  been  called 
(and  it  is  no  nomenclature  of  mine)  thelnvineiblea; 
who  curbed  what  has  been  called  (and  I  am  not 
the  sponsor)  the  Family  Compact. 

Before  I  sit  down,  sir,  permit  me  to  state  ex- 
pressly and  unequivocally,  and  I  deem  it  more 
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especially  my  duty  to  state  it  because  the  gentle- 
man is  not  present,  that  in  the  conrse  of  that  dis- 
cassion  and  the  rotes  on  the  subject,  the  Chair- 
man of  the  Committee  of  Foreign  Relations 
(Mr.  Q.  W.  Campbell.')  did  act,  as  I  conceived, 
a  consistent  and  open  part;  that  after  declaring 
that  we  could  not  go  to  war  without  going  to  a 
war  with  both  France  and  Eugland,  that  we  could 
not  go  to  war  with  one  without  the  most  abject 
submission  to  the  other ;  he  was  not  willing,  if  I 
understood  him  aright,  to  make  that  submission 
by  going  to  war  with  that  other.  Other  gentle- 
men, perhaps,  to  whom  my  attention  was  not  so 
much  called,  not  being  placed  in  so  conspicuous 
a  station  in  the  House  as  that  gentleman,  may 
have  done  the  same.  There  was  another  gentle- 
man in  the  House,  in  respect  to  whom  i  feel  it 
incumbent  on  me  to  say  something.  He  was  one 
of  those  who  hare  been  marked  and  branded^  and 
are  suspected  of  being  minority  men.  I  allude 
particularly  to  a  worthy  friend  of  mine,  now  no 
longer  a  member  of  this  House,  (Mr.  D.  R.  Wil- 
LiAMe.)  than  whom,  I  beliere,  there  is  not  a  more 
honest  man  breathing,  who  was  not  only  a  mi- 
nority man,  but,  worse  than  all  that,  ^  one  of  the 
protesters,"  and  whose  speech  was  very  much 
relied  on  as  the  best  speech  made  in  favor  of  the 
war  party.  Sir,  you  recollect  that  that  gentle- 
men declared  his  disposition,  together  with  my 
friend  who  sits  before  me,  of  clinging  to  the  em- 
bargo, and  that  was  the  great  point  of  difference 
between  us ;  and  as  to  the  gentleman  who  sits 
before  me,  ^Mr.  Macon,)  it  is  only  the  third  point 
in  which  I  nave  had  the  misfortune  to  differ  with 
him  since  I  came  into  public  life.  When  they, 
therefore,  advocated  this  warlike  doctrine,  it  was 
under  the  belief  that  nothing  was  left,  if  the  em- 
bairgo  was  raised,  but  submission  or  war ;  and 
they  preferred  the  embargo  to  war,  but  they  pre- 
fen^d  war  to  submission.  It  was  particularly 
the  doctrine  of  the  gentleman  from  South  Caro- 
lina who  is  no  longer  a  member  of  this  House, 
and  10  whom,  these  observations,  loose  and  un- 
satisfactory as  they  may  be,  are  more  especially 
applied.  But  there  is  no  other  pomt  of  contact,  as 
far  as  within  my  knowledge,  but  his  partiality  to 
the  embargo,  and  his  disposition  to  go  to  war,  if 
it  were  raised,  between  him  and  those  who,  thank 
Qody  defeated  the  war  purposes. 

On  the  subject  of  a  desire  to  excite  a  war  spirit, 
ft  think  it  necessary  to  state  that  motions  and 
speeches  were  not  only  made  with  that  tendency, 
but* with  that  avowed  disposition  in  both  Houses 
of  Congress.  And  I  lepeat  it,  to  whatever  source 
the  present  situation  of  the  country  is  to  be  as- 
cribed, it  is  not  to  those  who  were  termed  thor- 
ough-going men  in  this  House  in  the  last  Con- 
gress, nor  to  those  of  the  same  description  in  the 
Sene^te,  though  they  have  been  checked,  to  be 
sure,  by  an  opposition  of  the  strangest  kind  $  but, 
it  is  unimportant  of  what  materials  it  was  com- 
posed, since  it  had  the  effect  of  saving  the  nation 
frona  war  with  one  of  the  belli^rents,  and  of  pro- 
ducing the  present  state  of  things,  which  gentle- 
men themselves  tell  us  was  the  consequence  of 
our  having  avoided  war. 


When  Mr.  Randolph  concladed,  a  motion  li 
made  by  Mr.  Shilie  to  adjpurn,  and  carried 
yeas  70. 


TuEsoAT,  May  30. 

A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Randolph,  to  | 
punge  from  the  iovrnal  of  the  proceedings  of  | 
terday,  so  much  of  that  part  of  the  Speab 
decision  as  is  contained  in  the  following  worj 
"As  the  hour  which  the  Honse  had  usually  | 
'  propriated  for  the  presentation  of  petitions  i 

*  communications  had  not  elapsed ;  and  that 

*  had  some  conimunications  to  lay  before  the  Ho 
'  from  some  of  the  Executive  Departments :" 

And  the  question  being  taken  thereupon,  it  i 
determined  in  the  negative.. 

Mr.  Lewis  presented  a  memorial  of  manuij 
turers  of  hats,  in  .the  town  of  Alexandria,  in  | 
District  of  Columbia,  to  the  lik^  effect  with  a  i] 
morial  of  the  manufacturers  of  bats  in  Fil 
ericktown,  Stale  of  Maryland,  presented  to  | 
House  on  the  twenty-fifth  ii^stant. 

The  Speaker  laid  before  the  House  a  I 
from  the  Governor  of  the  State  of  Virginia, 
closing  the  certificate  of  the  election  of  J(j 
Dawson,  to  serve  as  one  of  the  Representati| 
of  that  State  in  the  Eleventh  Congress  of 
United  States;  which  were  referred  to  theC<| 
mittee  of  EUections.  i 

Mr.  Morrow,  from  the  Committee  on  | 
Public  Lands,  presented  a  bill  sQppiementar| 
an  act,  entitled  ^'An  act  making  appropriatij 
for  carrying  into  effect  a  treaty  t^lween  the  p 
ted  States  and  the  Chickasaw  tribe  of  Indis 
and  to  establish  a  Land  Office  in  the  Mississij 
Territory  ;  which  was  read  twice  and  commi^ 
to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  to-morrow. 

Mr.  John  Q.  Jackson,  from  the  eommil 
appointed  on  so  much  of  the  Message  from 
President  of.  the  United  States  as  respects 
foreign  relations,  presented  a  bill  to  repeal 
act  laying  an  embargo  on  all  ships  and  vessel 
the  ports  and  harbors  of  the  United  States, 
the  several  acts  supplementarjr  thereto,  and 
revive  and  amend  the  act,  entitled  '^An  act 
interdict  the  commercial  intercourse  between  | 
United  States  and  Great  Briuin  and  France,  i 
their   dependencies,   and  for  other    purpos^ 
which  was  read  twice  and  committed  to  a  C(j 
mittee  of  the  Whole  on  Friday  next. 

Mr.  Sat  presented  a  petition  of  the  sugar 
finers  in  the  city  of  Philadelphia,  of  the  like  te^ 
and  to  the  same  effect  with  a  petition  of  the  soj 
refiners  of  Boston,  in  the  State  of  MaasachusQ 
presented  on  the  twenty-seventh  instant. 

Mr.  Sat  ako  presented  a  memorial  of  the  m| 
ufacturers  of  hats  in  the  city  and  county  of  P| 
adelphia,  to  the  like  effect  with  the  petitions  fii 
the  manufacturers  of  hats  before  stated. 

Mr.  McKiM  presented  a  memorial  of  the  mi 
ufacturers  of  cotton  goods  in  the  city  of  Bd 
more,  State  of  Maryland,  praying  that  an  i 
ditional  duty  may  be  imposed  on.  the  importa^ 
from  any  foreign  port  or  place  of  articles  ma| 
factured  from  cotton. 
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Mr.  Men FOBD  presented  two  memorials  of  tke 
noafactiirers  of  hats  iD  the  city  of  New  York, 
(the  like  effect  with  the  memorials  from  the 
Moufaetarera  of  hats  before  stated. 

Mr.  John  Portes  presented  a  petition  of  sun- 
^  maoafactarers  and  bottlers  of  malt  liquors, 
I  ibe  city  of  Philadelphia,  whose  names  are 
(ereanto  subscribed,  praving  that  black  glass 
ptdes  maj  be  imported  free  of  dutv ;  and  that 
)mucb  of  a  law  which  prohibits  tne  importa- 
bo  of  certain  goods,  wares,  and  merchandise, 
id  which  presents  the  introduction  of  malt 
jguors  from  foreign  countries,  may  be  continued 
1  force,  or  that  an  additional  duty  may  be  im- 
psed  upoQ  the  importation  thereof. 

Ordendj  That  the  said  memorials  and  peti- 
JDDs  be  severally  referred  to  the  Committee  of 
^maierce  and  Manufactures. 

A  message  from  the  Senate  informed  the 
loose  that  the  Senate  have  appointed  Mr.  Giles, 
It.  FiAMKLiN,  and  Mr.  Hillbouse,  a  commit- 
ttoa  their  part,  jointly,  with  the  committee  ap- 
mted  on  the  part  of  this  House,  to  inquire  what 
fesioess  it  is  requisite  should  be  done  at  the  pres- 
^  session. 

lUr.  WiTHBRBPOoif  presented  a  petition  of  John 
irioe,  on  behalf  of  himself,  James  Gregg,  and 
K^er  Roberts,  of  the  State  of  South  Carolina, 
ifiog  to  be  i»id  the  amount  of  his  account  as 
icipai  assessor,  and  of  the  accounts  of  the  said 
^g  and  Roberts,  as  assistant  assessors,  under 
act  laying  and  collecting  a  direct  tax  within 
Uoited  States,  for  the  county  of  Liberty,  in 
said  Sute  of  South  Carolina. 
[The  petition  was  read  and  referred  to  the  Com- 
ittee  of  Claims. 

,Mr.  GoLO  presented  the  petition  of  Mrs.  Ham- 
DO.  widow  of  the  late  General  Alexander  Ham- 
poo  of  New  York,  stating  that  her  husband  was 
'ColoDet  dnrinff  the  Revolutionary  war,  and  as 
Nh  entitled  to  half  pay ;  but  that  from  bis  deli- 

Esitnation  as  a  member  of  Congress  he  had 
iquished  his  claim,  the  amount  of  which  the 
Hitioner  prays  may  be  allowed  to  her.  Mr. 
ko  moved  a  ^reference  tp  the  Committee  of 
aims.  Mr.  Ghol9on  moved  to  refer  the  peti- 
H;  together  with  one  which  he  conceived  to  be 

tilar,  to  a  select  committee.  On  this  motion  a 
ite  of  near  two  hoars,  upon  the  sulnect  of 
^ms  generally,  took  place,  in  which  Messrs. 
■OLSON,  Gold,  Macon,  Soutbabd,  Lton, 
kuiADOE,  Nblson,  Q,uincy,  Smilib,  Gardb- 
FR,aod  Randolph,  pirtook.  The  petition  was 
^taally  referred  to  the  Committee  of  Claims 
fa  small  mtjority. 

fHnU)  CENSUS  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 

Mr.  Ranoolpb  said  that  it  was  now  precisely 
tyears  since  he  had  the  honor  of  being  a  mem- 
R  of  this  House.  The  first  session  of  the  sixth 
^gress  was  fceld  at  Philadelphia  in  December, 
W;  and  at  that  session  a  law  was  passed  for 
I^Qgthe  aecond  census  of  the  inhabitants  of  the 
laited  Suites.  It  had  been  then  allowed  on  all 
isds  that  that  law  was  delayed  so  long,  that  the 


marshals  bad  not  time  to  make  the  proper  enu- 
meration  rn  as  accurate  and  faithful  manner  as 
it  ought  to  have  been  done.  On  the  third  census  oif 
the  people  of  the  United  States  would  depend 
not  merely  the  gross  numbers  of  this  House,  but 
the  relative  weight  of  the  Southern  and  Western, 
and,  in  fact,  of  the  Middle  and  Eastern  States, 
for  perhaps  none  were  increasing  with  greater 
rapidity  than  the  two  great  Middle  States  of 
New  York  and  Pennsylvania.  He  thought  it 
proper  that  provision  should  be  made  at  this  ses- 
sion for  taking  the  third  census.  Such  a  provi- 
sion could  not  accelerate  the  time,  but  would 
enable  the  officers  of  the  United  States  to  take 
proper  means  to  insure  the  excellence  of  the 
work.    He,  therefore,  moved-^ 

«That  provision  ought  to  bo  made  by  lawibr  taking 
Ae  third  census  of  the  inhabitants  of  the  Ukiited 
Sfatse." 

Mr.  Lyon  expressed  his  pleasure  at  seemg  this 
proposition  in troduced.  He  said  it  was  important 
that  the  people  of  the  United  States  should  be 
represented  according  to  their  numbers.  The 
district  which  he  had  the  honor  to  represent  con- 
tained more  than  100,000  souls.  The  State  of 
Ohio  had  by  this  time  a  population  of  200,000 
souls,  and  had  but  one  Representative ;  the  State 
of  Tennessee  had  perhaps  doubled  its  population. 
It  behooved  Congress  to  set  about  the  business  as 
soon  as  thev  could. 

Mr.  W.  Alston  conceived  that  it  was  neces- 
sary that  the  census  should  be  taken  in  every 
part  of  the  Union  as  nearly  at  the  safue  time  as 
possible.  Were  the  law  now  to  be  passed,  it 
might  be  taken  in  some  parts  of  the  United  States 
between  now  and  January  next,  and  in  other 
parts  in  not  less  than  three  years.  He  hoped,  he 
said,  that  the  House  would  not  be  thus  troubled 
with  unnecessary  business.  If  the  passage  of 
the  law  were  deferred  for  a  session  or  two,  the 
different  parts  would  be  more  equally  represented, 
though  an  immediate  census  might  be  favorable 
to  his  part  of  the  country,  because  he  was  con- 
vinced that  it  was  losing  ffround  in  the  general 
scale  of  population  of  the  United  States. 

On  the  suggestion  of  Mr.  Auinot,  with  the 
consent  of  Mr.  Randolph,  the  motion  was  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  table— ^yeas  101. 

AMERICAN  SEAMEN. 

Mr.  Dana  said  that  he  ro^e  for  the  purpose  of 
calling  the  attention  of  the  House  to  a  subject 
which  could  not  but  be  interesting  to  the  Coun- 
cils of  the  nation.  It  related  to  American  seamen. 
He  wished  to  propose  a  resolution,  the  objeet  of 
which  was  to  designate  American  seamen,  and  to 
insure  to  them  the  benefits  properly  appertaining  to 
that  character.  It  was  a  proposition  which  could 
not  impede  any  object  which  the  Administration 
could  have  in  view,  or  embarrass  any  negotiation 
with  foreign  Powers.  He  was  the  more  desirous 
to  bring  up  this  subject,  because  it  was  extremely 
difficult  to  ascertain  the  number  of  foreign  sea- 
men in  the  service  of  the  United  States.  In  an- 
swer to  an  inquiry  made  at  the  lut  session,  with 
a  view  to  aseertaiu  the  number  of  foreign  seamen 
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who  had  been  nataralized.  an  answer  had  been 
received,  which,  ahboagh  he  knew  much  decep- 
tion had  been  practiced,  astonished  him.  He  said 
it  might  be  presumed  that  there  were  on  board 
American  shipping,  between  ten  and  twenty  thov- 
sand  seamen,  who  were  not  natires  of  America. 
In  the  course  of  twelve  years,  the  whole  number 
of  persons  naturalized  according  to  the  laws  of 
the  United  States,  and  registered  as  seamen,  did 
Bot  amount  to  four  hundred  and  fifty  1  It  might 
be  set  down  for  fact,  Mr.  D.  said,  that  under  our 
existing  laws  not  less  than  tea  thousand  certifi- 
cates of  protection  are  annuaUy  afloat,  which  are 
obtained  by  false  swearing.  To  this  fraud  he  wished 
to  pot  an  end.  At  present  vessels  might  claim 
the  privilege  of  carrying  the  American  flag,  with- 
out a  single  Americaa  mariner  on  board,  a.  per- 
mission contrary  to  the  usage  of  all  civilized  na- 
tions. For  the  security  and  encouragement  of 
our  seamen,  therefore,  he  proposed  the  following 
resolution : 

Resohed,  That,  for  the  benefit  of  the  seamen  of  the 
United  States,  it  is  proper  to  make  provimon,  that  reg- 
istered ships  or  vessels  shall  not  be  entitled  to  the  priv- 
ilege of  ships  or  vessels  of  the  United  States,  unless  a 
certain  proportion  of  marinen  on  board  the  same  ahall 
be  citisens  of  the  United  States. 

On  the  suggestion  of  Mr.  Burwbll,  with  the 
consent  of  Mr.  Dana,  the  resolution  wbs  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  table. 

ARMED  TRADE. 

Mr.  Da^a  said  he  wished  to  propose  another 
resolution,  the  object  of  which  contemplated  a  pro- 
vision for  arming  the  commerce  of  the  United 
States,  not  as  against  any  particular  Power,  but 
it  was  an  attempt  to  draw  a  line  of  discrimination 
between  armaments  for  defence  and  armaments 
for  attack,  between  the  principle  of  resistanee  to 
aggression  of  foreign  nations,  and  the  principle 
of  reprisal ;  in  fact,  an  attempt  at  experiment, 
whether  we  could  not  transfer  to  the  water  thirt 
system  which  exists  on  the  land,  for  a  practical 
demonstration  of  which  he  would  refer  to  gentle- 
men from  the  Western  country,  where  he  under- 
atood  that  the  citizens,  individually  or  combined, 
armed  for  their  defence  against  predatory  incur- 
sions or  attack.  This  was  a  speciea  of  arming 
distinct  from  arming  for  attack  or  plunder.  The 
resolution  wbich  he  held  in  his  hand  was  similar 
to  one  proposed  at  a  late  day  last  session ;  it  was 
however  directed  against  one  principle,  and  that 
was  the  principle  of  blockade  by  proclamation. 
It  completely  contravened  the  principle  of  the 
French  decrees  as  to  British  ports,  and  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  British  Orders  in  Council.  The  reso- 
lution was  as  follows : 

Reaolvtdt  That  it  is  expedient  to  make  provision,  by 
law,  to  allow  merchant  vessels  of  the  United  States  to 
be  armed  for  defence  in  voyages  to  ports  of  Enrope, 
the  West  Indies,  and  Atlantic  coast  of  America,  and, 
accordingly,  to  furnish  the  docnmentaiy  evidence,  whieh 
nay  be  proper  in  any  such  case  to  manifest  the  defen- 
sive character  of  the  armanent  allowed ;  and  at  the 
same  time  by  law  to  require  seeurilaes  for  the  vessels 
Tsspectivefy,  that  they  will  not  proceed  to  ai^  port  J 


known  to  be  aetnaliy  blodkaded,  nor  carry  STticles  c 
traband  of  war  to  the  dominioDs  ^  a  betligerent  Poi 
nor  violate  the  laws  or  treatise  of  the  United  Statei 
the  rules  of  public  law  by  them  acknowledged,  but 
observe  the  instructions  which  may  be  given  bj 
President  of  the  United  States  for  preventing  all  s 
violations,  and  that  due  satisfaction  shaU  be  mad^ 
all  damages  and  injuries,  if  any  should  be  commil 
in  contravention  thereof. 

It  was  referred  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whi 
on  Friday  next,  on  motion  of  Mr.  Dana. 

VOTE  OF  APPROBATION. 

The  unfinished  business  of  yesterday  was 
sumed,  ayes  63. 

Mr.  J.  6.  Jackson  withdrew  his  motion 
indefinite  postponement,  and  Mr.  Nelson 
newed  it. 

Mr.  Johnson  said  that  at  this  extra  sessioDi 
had  fondly,  hoped  he  should  have  bad  it  in  I 
power  to  be  a  silent  member,  but  he  regretted  tl 
duty  compelled  him  to  address  the  Speaker  at< 
late  hour  of  the  day,  when  all  most  be  fattgti 
and  upon  a  subject  that  had  involved  a  discDs5l 
unpleasant,  unprofitable,  and  even  mischievo 
The  Executive  in  his  communication  to  U5.  s 
Mr.  J.,  has  avoided  detail  upon  the  subject  of  i 
expected  negotiation  in  the  late  settlement  of  < 
differences,  and  we  should  avoid  it  as  much 
possible.  But  this  motion  has  been  introduced 
the  laudable  purpose  of  discovering  the  differei 
of  opinion  in  this  place  upon  the  late  transact 
respecting  our  foreign  relations  with  Great  ^ 
ain,  by  the  settlement  of  the  affair  of  the  Cb^ 
peake,  and  the  renewal  of  commercial  intercou^ 
The  gentlemaa  from  Virginia  believes  there  I 
men  in  this  House  who  disap|irove  the  condi 
of  the  President.  I  disbelieve  it,  because  1  lU 
no  evidence  of  it.  I  have  heard  in  this  body,  s 
out  of  doors,  universal  approbation.  The  px 
pect  of  peace  has  been  hailed  as  a  political  jo 
lee.  No  diftrence  does  exist  upon  th«  sobj4 
But,  air,  there  is  a  diversity  of  sentiment  or  exp 
tation  how  the  promised  negotiation  with  Gr 
Britain  will  ultimate.  Some  are  more,  and  oth 
less  sanguine.  And,  when  we  consult  the  voln 
of  experience,  and  recollect  the  many  imporu 
subjects  of  settlement  it  is  not  wonuerful  if 
should  have  our  fears  and  our  hopes  on  the  si 
iect  in  different  degrees.  Let  us  hope  for  go 
but  be  prepared  for  evil,  that  a  reverse  of  the  pi 
ent  prospect  may  not  change  excessive  joy  u 
deep  mourning. 

The  mover  of  this  resolution  has  attempted 
draw  a  line  of  distinction  between  the  late  a 
tbe  present  Administration  in  respect  to  our  f 
eign  relations.    The  two  Administrations,  so 
as  Mr.  Madison  has  progressed,  are  the  Faroe 
principle,  and  the  same  in  conduct,  animated 
tbe  same  spirit  of  moderation,  firmness,  and  j 
tice  towards  other  nations.    But  the  mover 
this  motion  says  the  propositions  under  tbe  v 
Administrations  were  different,  and  that  tbe  k 
adjustment  is  more  advantageous  to  Great  Bi 
ain.    Tbe  propositions  made  by  Mr.  Jefferson  a 
Mr.  Madison  were  the  same.    In  the  first  instai 
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vtj  were  rejected  by  Mr.  Canning  with  a  sneer- 
s  eoorempt  on  worthy  a  great  man.  The  pfop- 
ntioD  in  eaeh  case,  was  this :  Rescind  your  Or- 
ers  in  Cooocil,  and  we  will  suspend  the  laws 
iterdicttng  the  conamercial  intercourse  between 
K  two  nations.  Upon  what  principle  did  Mr. 
bun  tog  reject  this  just  offer  ?  Because  Bona- 
tote  had  blockaded  the  Continent,  and  he  was 
(tfrmined  that  the  present  and  future  genera- 
Ms  shoald  see  that  Great  Britain  would  never 
jinqaisb  her  Orders  in  Council  until  the  policy 
fBona parte  shoald  be  abandoned — that  the  honor 
id  power  of  the  British  €k>verninent  rested  in 
nae  good  degree  opoo  it.  But  now,  the  same 
ropositioQs  have  been  accepted,  although  the 
iosiineot  is  more  completely  blockaded  than 
rtien  the  same  proposition  bad  been  rejected ; 
»r,  eren  Spain  and  Portugal,  upon  which  British 
opes  rested,  are  now  closed.  Those  who  opposed 
be  wise  measures  of  our  Gh)Ternment  may  say. 
D  shield  themsel Yes,  that  we  have  yielded.  We 
tare  not  yielded.  Great  Britain  has  abandoned 
er  QQJQst  system  of  restriction  upon  our  com- 
lerce;  and  the  United  States  stand  redeemed 
lom  any  charge  of  inconsistency.  It  will  be 
i  difficolt  task  to  conrince  the  enlightened  citi- 
his  of  the  United  States  that  there  has  been  a 
jfereoce  in  the  eoodcict  of  the  present  and  the 
Iteillastrions  President.  Bo  far  from  the  shadow 
fproof  that  such  a  difference  does  exist,  the  very 
etof  the  present  Chief  Magistrate  grew  out  of 
be  law  of  Congress  passed  under  Mr.  Jefferson's 
idministration.  This  law  gave  certain  powers, 
U  imposed  certain  duties,  to  be  exercised  and 
lerfarmed  upon  certain  and  defined^ontingencies. 
IpoD  the  happening  of  these  contingencies,  r\z: 
be  rescinding  the  Orders  in  Council,  &c.,  Mr. 
fadisoQ  promptly  performed  his  duty  by  sus- 
IndiDg  our  non-intercourse  system  as*  to  Great 
viuin,  for  the  renewal  of  our  commerce.  Who 
I  so  sagacious  in  the  powers  of  discrimination 
iitodraw  a  line  of  distinction,  when  the  coflfduct 
ftfae  Administrations  are  so  united  and  identi- 
ied  that  the  act  of  one  grew  out  of  the  law  of 
he  other?  But,  tbe  measures  of  our  Gorern- 
^t  which  have  produced  such  happy  results 
^  likely  to  be  popular,  and  it  is  necessary  for 
lose  who  thou^^ht  we  took  too  high  ground,  to 
^ore  a  retreat  in  their  defeat  by  endeavoring  to 
nw  this  nice  distinction. 
'  Bat  it  is  said  that  the  late  adjustment  is  more  ad- 
^tageoas  to  Great  Britliin  tiian  the  former  pro- 

ralby  us,  because  our  waters  are  not  interdicted 
,  British  armed  ressels,  and  because  French 
h^  vessels  are  prohibited.  Sir,  the  interdict 
^ieh  excludes  British  and  French  armed  vessels 
W  remains  in  full  force  and  virtue.  It  has  not 
^  taken  off  as  to  British  armed  vessels.  The 
foclamation  of  the  President  has  only  made  the 
^e  renewable  on  the  10th  of  June.  He  had  no 
^trol  over  the  interdict;  nor  did  the  British 
fGoister  make  it  a  sine  qua  non^  as  did  Mr  Rose. 
>  settling  the  affair  of  the  Chesapeake.  Here 
>piQ  we  have  remained  firm,  and  Great  Britain 
^^  yielded  the  improper  ground  which  ahe  had 
I'^niottaly  taken.    It  la  said  that  French  armed  I 


vessels  are  now  excluded  oar  waters,  and  this 
was  not  the  case  when  former  propositions  were 
nude  to  the  British  Ministry ;  and  that  weare  now 
in  the  situation,  as  it  respects  France,  that  Great 
Britain  wished.  Admit  ail  this,  and  what  is  the 
result  ?  That  France  had  done  nothing  to  induce 
an  interdict  of  her  armed  vessels  when  the  attack 
was  made  on  the  Chesapeake,  which  was  the 
principal^  though  not  the  only  event  which  pro- 
duced the  proclamation  of  interdict  against  Great 
Britain — and  certainly  no  American  would  wish 
to  take  hostile  measures  against  a  nation  without 
previous  aggression.  After  this  proclamation  of 
interdict,  Bonaparte  exeeated  his  Berlin  deeree, 
issued  his  Milan  decree,  burnt  our  vessels  upon 
the  high  seas,  interrupted  our  commerce  in  the 
Mediterranean  and  the  Channel.  Congress  con* 
vened,  and,  in  consequence  of  those  aggressions, 
we  passed  a  law  extending  the  interdict  to  French 
and  English  armed  vessels.  Gkiverned  by  the 
same  policy,  we  proceeded  against  both  nations 
as  our  injuries  multiplied,  and  not  because  either 
nation  required  it  against  the  other.  The  mea* 
tures  of  this  Government  have  been  opposed  in 
this  House  because  it  seemed  to  some  that  their 
effects  would  be  more  injurious  to  Great  Britain 
than  France.  I  presume  gentlemen  will  now  be 
satisfied  of  the  strict  line  of  neutral  conduct  which 
has  characterized  the  American  people  towards 
the  two  rival  Powers  of  Europe ;  or  that  our  mea- 
sures were  equally  hostile  as  it  respected  both 
nations,  since  it  has  been  asserted  even  in  the 
Parliament  of  Great  Britain.  It  has  not  only 
been  proclaimed  in  the  Parliament,  but  by  the 
Government  of  Great  Britain,  through  their  Min- 
isters at  this  place  in  the  late  negotiations.  This 
is  a  triumph  to  good  principles. 

It  is  a  painful  subject,  sir,  but  I  most  speak  of 
the  conduct  of  the  opposition,  since  they  modestly 
assume  to  themselves  the  credit  of  savinff  this  na- 
tion from  impending  calamity.  It  is  novel,  though 
not  surprising,  (for  nothing  now  is  to  be  wondered 
at,)  that  those  who  vote  against  measures  should 
claim  the  credit  of  the  good  arising  from  ttrem, 
while  those  who  supported  those  measures  only 
should  bear  the  blame,  and  be  responsible  for  all  the 
evils  which  naturally  result  from  the  best  mea- 
sures. This  doctrine  onee  established  will  make 
a  new  code  of  politics :  Those  who  oppose  mea- 
sures are  entitled  to  all  the  good  resulting  from 
them ;  and  those  who  voted  for  them,  are  to  be 
responsible  to  the  nation  for  all  the  evil  they  pro- 
duce. This  claim  is  too  absurd  and  ridiculous  to 
need  a  comment.  But  let  us  examine  the  con- 
duct connected  with  the  politics  of  the  opposition* 
We  were  advised  to  repeal  the  partial  non-impor- 
tation law;  to  rescind  the  proclamation  of  inter- 
dict against  British  armed  vessels;  to  repeal  the 
embargo ;  and,  in  shorty  to  retrace  our  steps  and 
undo  everything  we  had  done  to  resist  the  aggres- 
sions of  G^eat  Britain.  In  addition  to  this,  we 
were  told  by  the  opposition  that  Great  Britain 
wav  fighting  for  existence ;  that  in  fact  she  was 
fighciog  our  battles;  that  she  would  never  yield 
to  our  restrictive  system ;  that  we  had  no  just 
cause  of  oomplawt  against  Great  Britain ;  that 
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this  Goveroment  were  in  the  wrong ;  that  we 
should  unfurl  the  republican  banners  aeainst  ihe 
imperial  standard,  and  much  more  such languajg^e. 
What  humiliation  do  we  find  here !  The  mind 
of  every  member  of  tUe  American  community 
should  sicken  at  the  recital.  What  terms  of  ac- 
commodation would  this  course  have  produced  ? 
I  will  not  condescend  to  conjecture  them. 

But  now,  sir,  of  the  particular  course  recom- 
mended by  the  mover  of  this  resolution  (Mr.  Ran- 
dolph')— what  was  his  policy  ?  At  one  partic- 
ular period  he  recommended  giving  aid  to  the 
Spanish  patriots  against  Bonaparte,  and  fighting 
Great  Britain  by  taking  the  Canadas.  But  when 
the  gentleman  matured  his  system  and  reduced  it 
to  writing,  he  was  for  arming  your  merchant  ves- 
sels. This  was  war  with  our  hands  tied,  the  most 
ineffectual  war.  Will  any  gentleman  deny  that 
this  would  have  produced  war  of  the  most  disas^ 
trouskind  if  Great  Britain  had  not  yielded  ?  And 
still  that  gentleman  claims  part  of  the  credit  on 
keeping  this  nation  out  of  war.  The  Republicans 
did  not  want  war,  they  preferred  the  embargo. 
But  they  preferred  war  to  submission,  when  they 
discovered  that  the  embargo  could  not  be  contin- 
ued, owing  to  the  clamor  and  infamous  conduct 
of  those  who  violated  it.  I  shall  always  think 
war  a  blessing  compared  with  submission  to  be 
taxed  by  a  Kireign  Government.  It  was  that 
manly  stand,  it  was  that  warlike  attitude  which 
produced  the  happy  result  which  all  are  willing 
to  approbate.  When  the  British'  Ministry  sent 
their  acceptance  to  our  propositions,  did  they  know 
of  the  partial  repeal  ?  They  did  not.  They  had 
before  them  the  report  of  the  committee^  which 
declared  that  we  would  not  submit  to  foreign  out- 
rage. They  had  before  them  the  proposition 
from  the  Secretary  of  War  for  raising  50,000  vol- 
unteers. They  had  before  them  the  speeches 
m^de  upon  the  extra  meetin|[  of  Congress,  which 
declared  our  object  to  be  justice  or  war. 

I  have  not  onlv  roted  my  own  sentiments  but 
the  sentiments  of  my  native  State  upon  the  mea- 
sures which  have  produced  so  much  good  to  this 
nation*  3ut  these  measures  have  been  pronounced 
by  many  in  this  House  as  ruinous  and  destructive, 
and  by  those,  too,  whoare  now  anxious  to  approbate 
the  result  of  those  measures. 

Sir,  I  am  happy  to  find  this  a  dav  Of  reforma- 
tion, I  wish  to  see  it  continue.  When  I  voted  to 
make  an  appropriation  for  t^ieporchase  of  sup- 
plies after  the  attack  on  the  Gbesapeake,  I  was 
wrong;  when  I  voted  for  the  embargo,  I  was 
wrong ;  when  I  roted  for  6^000  regulars  to  defend 
Orleans  and  our  frontier  settlements  against  hos- 
tile lavages,  and  when  the  British  armed  vessels 
hoTered  on  our  coast  in  hostile  array,  I  was  wrong; 
when  I  voted  to  give  power  to  the  President  to 
suspend  the  embargo,  if  Great  Britain  would  re- 
scind her  Orders  in  Council,  I  was  wrong.  The 
first  session  ended  and  the  second  commenced,  and 
the  same  word  continually  assailed  my  ear.  When 
Ivoted  to  enforcethe  embargo,  I  was  wronff;  when 
I  Toted  for  letters  of  marque  and  reprisals,  I  was 
wrong;  and  what  was  most  extraordinary  with 
those  who  denounced  these  meaauresi  every  mea- 


sure was  the  ver|f  worst  measure.    And  now,  si 
we  are  rejoicing  in  the  happy  change  produced^ 
these  very  measures — and  rejoicing,  too,  wheo 
had  reason  to  expect,  from  the  predictioas 
gentlemen,  that  belore  this  period  aooiber  Vol 
might  have  seated  himself  upon  tbe  ruins  of  li 
splendid  building,  and  mourned  the  dowDfali 
the  Great  Republic !    We  were  told  io  the  sai 
style  that  the  Republican  Administration  had 

Sarted  from  Whig  principles;  but  no  time  ^ 
e  agreed  upon  by  gentlemen  on'  which  this 
parture  from  good  principles  took  place.  Soi 
gentlemen  declared  that  Republicans  quit  the 
faith  in  1805-6,  others^  that  it  was  1807-S. 
the  greatest  number  dated  this  departure  from 
time  Mr.  Jefferson  was  inducted  into  office, 
have  reflected  on  this  subject,  and  this  is  my  c 
elusion : — That  the  same  principles  havegovei 
the  whole  of  Mr.  Jefferson's  Administraiioo,  i| 
if  there  has  been  a  departure  from  Whi|;  pri 
pies  it  commenced  in  1801.  Let  the  natioo  t 
judge  what  Administration  they  prefer,  the  Fi 
eral  or  Republican.  The  policy  of  Mr.  Men 
has  been  peace  and  economy.  The  priociplei 
many  who  oppose  this  policy  would  involve  us 
external  war,  in  search  after  that  phantom  t 
balance  of  power,  which  has  desolated  Euro 
without  any  practical  good.  Neutrality  has  u 
the  favorite  theme  of  Kepublicans ;  aod  the  n 
ance  has  been  held  with  a  steady  hand.  Wbl 
we  are  driven  into  war  it  must  be  for  oar  oj 
wrongs  \  and  when  we  make  peace,  we  mostfal 
no  Power  to  consult,  no  common  cause,  no  i 
ances.  Separated  as  we  are  from  the  whole 
Europe  it  would  be  madness  to  fight  France 
cause  England  is  weak,  or  fight  England  beet 
France  is  weak.  We  do  not  hold  oar  iodeH 
dence  by  such  a  tenure..  The  folly  of  such  p< 
tics  for  the  United  Sutes  may  be  illustrated 
tt^e  example  before  us  in  the  war  of  1756,  a 
other  coalitions  put  downat  the  battle  of  Mareo 
Austerliu,  and  Jena.  Public  debts,  uxes.  arm 
and  famine  and  death,  are  the  fruits  of  these  c 
tests.     . 

The  gentleman  from  Virginia  (Mr.  Randol 
stated  that  there  was  a  strong  war  party  ia 
House  who  wanted  to  select  Gkeat  Britain 
their  antagonist,  which  would  have  produced 
liance  with  France.  A  g^entleman  from  So 
Carolina,'  the  particular  friend  of  the  g^''^^^^ 
was,  I  believe  the  only  republican  who  ^'jP^ 
a  wish  on  this  floor  to'<iake  a  selection  of  M 
Britain.  The  republicans  were  of  opinion  t 
honor  required  that  we  should  fiiffht  both  rat{ 
than  make  a  selectioOi  while  bom  nations  ^ 
tinned  their  aggressions.  But,  it  will  be  r« 
lected  that  the  federal  gentlemen  asserted  andj 
peated  that  we  ought  to  make  a  seIection,J 
an  ingenious  gentleman  from  Connecticut  alo 
demonstrated  that  a  triangular  war  would  h^ 
absurdity.  I  am  in  favor  of  an  indefinite  {H 
ponement.  But  if  we  vote  upon  the  resolUM 
I  will  vote  for  it,  because  I  approbate  the  o 
duet  of  the  PresidenL  ' 

But  this  is  an  improper  place  to  introduce  s^ 
a  lesolutioDj  as  it  takes  up  mach  time  ^r* 
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object  not  oonneetcd  with  our  duties  of  Legis- 
btion. 

When  Mr.  J.  had  concladed,  sereral  members 
fbing  to  speak,  a  motion  was  made  to  adjoaro, 
lad  carried,  ayes  66. 


.Wednesdat,  May  31. 

JcuAH .  PoTORAs  appeared,  produced  his  cre- 

Sitiais,  was  qualified,  and  took  his  seat,  as  the 
legate  for  the  Territory  of  Orleans. 
Mr.  McKiH  presented  a  petition  of  thirty-five 
American  citizens  oonfin^  at  Carlhagena^  in 
(oath  America,  under  sentence  of  slavery,  stating 
|bat,  throQgh  meaoa  of  falsehood  and  deception. 
|b«y  were  induced  to  engage  in  the  unlawful 
^peditioQ  of  Miranda,  fitted  out  from  the  city 
|f  New  York,  in  the  year  one  thousand  eight  bun- 
ked asd  six,  and  that  thev  were  captured  by  the 
Spaoitrds,  and  condemned  to  slavery,  and  praying 
lliai  Congress  will  take  their  distressing  ease  into 
coo5Jders(ion,  and  effect  their  release  and  return 
|o  (imr  Dative  country. — Referred  to  Mr.  McKiaa, 

K.  Say,  Mr.  Emott,  Mr.  Roamb,  and  Mr. 
cBiuif,  to  examine  the  matter  thereof,  and  re- 
Ct  the  same,  with  their  opinion  thereupon,  to 
House. 
.Mr.  Southard,  from  the  Committee  of  Revisal 
|id  Uofioished  Business,  made  a  report,  in  part, 
|f  inch  laws  as  have  expired,  or  are  near  expirmg ; 
^ich  was  read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 
I  Mr.  LivsRMORB  presented  a  memorial  of  the 
suafacturers  of  hats  in  the  towns  of  Newbury- 
pti  aod  Newbury,  in  the  State  of  Massachusetts, 
f  the  like  efiect  with  several  memorials  of  the 
luafactDrers^of  hats  before  stated. — Referred  to 
U  Committee  of  Commerce  and  Manufactures. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  Marion, 
,  Raolved^  That  the  Committee  of  Commerce 
^  Manufactures  be  instructed  to  inquire  into 
se  expediency  of  continuing  in  force  the  act 
psed  on  the  twenty-eighth  of  March,  one  thou- 
lad  eight  hundred  and  six,  entitled  **An  act  de- 
■riog  the  consent  of  Congress  to  an  act  of  the 
of  South  Carolina,  passed  on  the  twenty- 
daf  of  Deeember,  in  the  year  one  thousand 
it  bandred  and  four,  so  far  as  the  same  relates 
aothorizing  the  Citv  Council  of  Charleston  to 
bpose  and  collect  a  uuty  on  the  tonnage  of  ves- 
ps  from  foreign  ports." 

j  Mr.  MunFORO  presented  a  Mtition  of  the  sugar 
fA&ers  in  the  city  or  New  York,  to  the  same 
lett  with  a  petition  of  the  sugar  refiners  of  Bos- 
la.  presented  on  the  twenty-*seventh  instant. 
lUr.  Newtoh  presented  a  petition  of  the  sugar 
Boers  in  the  town  of  Alexandria,  to  the  same 
ifect  with  the  petition  last  stated. — Referred  to 
le  Committee  of  Commerce  and  Manufactures. 
Mr.  NfiWTON,  from  the  Committee  of  Com* 
•erce  aod  Mannfiactures,  presented  a  hill  author- 
1^  the  Accounting  officers  of  the  Treasury 
Ibtriment  to  giro  credit  to  certain  Collectors 
if  the  Customs  for  allowances  paid  bv  them  to 
^  owners  and  crews  of  fishioff  vessels ;  which 
*i9  read  twice  and  committed  to  a  Committee 
•filie  Whole  oa  Friday  next. 
llthCov.  I8t  STess.— 6 


A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Rhba,  of  Tennes* 
see.  that  the  House  do  come  to  the  following 
resolution : 

Segohed,  That  the  Oomnaitlee  on  the  Pnblie  Lands 
do  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  laying  ofl"  and  do- 
scribiiigfby  certain  metes  and  bounds,  a  tract  of  country 
to  which  the  Indian  title  is  extingoiahed,  within  the 
limits  of  Louisiana,  and  to  include  all  the  settlements 
within  the  said  Territory »^nd  of  having  the  said  tract 
of  country  laid  off"  into  townships  and  sections,  half 
and  quarter  sections,  agreeably  to,  the  several  laws 
heretofore  made  for  Burveying  ue  public  lands  of  the 
United  States;  and  also  to  inquire  into  the  expedi- 
ency  of  granting  one  quarter  of  a  section  to  every  free 
male  white  person  who  now  resides  thereon,  or  who 

will,  within years,  actually  improve  and  reside 

thereon. 

This  resolution  was  supported  by  Mr.  Rhea, 
on  the  ground  that  the  settlements  in  that  coun- 
try were  much  exposed^  and  that  the  speedy 
settlement  of  it  would  give  security  to  the  fron- 
tiers, and  form  a  barrier  between  toe  American 
settlers  and  the  Indian  nations  on  the  frontier. 
It  was  opposed  bv  Mr.  Ely,  on  the  ground  that 
the  subject  had  for  several  sessions  been  before 
the  Committee  of  Public  Lands,  who,  however 
disposed  to  act  on  it.  bad  never  been  able  to  per- 
ceive that  any  good  was  to  result  from  it ;  and 
by  Mr.  Lton,  on  the  ground,  that  the  very  refer* 
ence  of  the  subject  to  a  committee  would  be  an 
injury  to  the  United  States  and  a  vexation  to  the 
people,  delaying  them  from  purchasing  lands,  un- 
der the  idea  that  Congress  were  about  to  give 
them  to  the  settlers. 

The  motion  was  negatived — 52  to  44. 

A  motion  was  made  bv  Mr.  Lewis,  that  the 
House  do  come  to  the  following  resolution: 

JUBobfed,  That  a  committee  be  appointed  to  inquire 
into  tile  expedient  of  removing  from  West  Point  the 
Corps  of  fingineeis,  oonstitating  the  Military  Academy^ 
to  the  Ci^  of  Washington ;  and  that  leave  be  given  ta 
report  by  bill,  oi  otherwise. 

And  on  the  question  that  the  House  do  proceed 
to  take  the  said  proposed  resolution  into  consider* 
ation,  it  was  deteruuned  in  the  negative. — ^51  to  47. 

Mr.  BACoHt  moved  that  the  House  do  come  to 
the  fcdlowing  resolution : 

Jtewhed,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be 
directed  to  prapsre  end  report  to  this  House,  at  their 
next  sesuon,  a  plan  for  the  applioation  of  mxdk  means 
as  are  within  the  power'  of  Congress,  for  the  pnrpoee 
of  protecting  and  fostering  the  msnufactures  of  the 
Umted  States,  together  with  a  statement  of  the  several 
manu&cturing  establishments  which  have  been  com- 
menced, the  progress  which  has  been  made  in  them, 
and  the  success  with  which  they  have  been  attended  ; 
and  such  other  information  as,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Secretary,  shall  be  material  in  exhibiting  a  general 
view  of  die  manufactures  of  the  United  States. 

A- motion  having  been  made  to  print  the  res- 
olntion, 

Mr.  Lton  opposed  the  printing  of  it.  He  said 
that  something  should  be  done  at  this  session  for 
the  benefit  of  the  manufacturers.  It  was  cold 
comfort  to  them  to  tell  them  that  they  should 
have  a  report  09  the  subject  at  the  next  session. 
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'He  would  Dot  postpone  a  consideration  of  the 
'"^aabject,  for  the  fear  of  giving  offence  to  the  Brit- 
ish Qovernment  hj  manufacturing  for  burselres. 
He  would  proclaim  to  the  world  oor  intention  to 
encourage  manufactures. 

Mr.  Bacon  concurred  heartily  in  the  patriotic 
Tiews  of  the'' gentleman  from  Kentucky  in  en- 
eouraginff  the  manufactures  of  our  country.  He 
had  no  idea  by  this  mfotion  .of  interfering  With 
any  particular  measure  which  the  gentleman 
wished  to  adopt  in  relation  to  manufactures;  he 
merely  looked  forward  to  Xlie  establisibment  of 
some  practical  system  for  the  encouragement  of 
manutactures. 

It  was  ordered  to  bd  printed. 

Mr.  Richards  presented  a  memorial  of  the 
manufacturers  of  hats  in  the  boroueh  of  Readloe, 
and  State  of  Pennsylvania,  to  the  Tike  effect  with 
the  memorials  from  sundrjr  other  manufacturers 
of  hats,  before  stated — Referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee of  Commerce  and  Manufactures. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Nelson,  a  committee  i^ras  9p- 
pointed  to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  making 
provision,  by  law,  for  the  relief  of  the  in6rm,  dis- 
abled, and  superannuated  officers  and  soldiers 
of  the  late  Revolutionary  army,  and  of  the  pres- 
ent army  of  the  United  States;  with  leave  to 
report  by  bill,  or  otberwi^se.  Mr.  Nelson,  Mr. 
Blaisdell,  Mr.  Batlies,  Mr.  Matthews,  and 
Mr.  Sheffet,  were  'appointed  a  committee,  pur- 
suant to  the  resolution. 

Mr.  Poindexter,  from  the  committee  appointed 
on  the  twenty-seventh  instant,  presented  a  bill  to 
authorize  the  citizens  x>f  Madison  county,  in  the 
Mississippi  Territory,  to  elect  one  Representative 
to  the  General  Assembly  of  said  Territory;  which 
was  read  twice  and  Committed  to  a  Committee 
.  of  the  Whole  to-morrow. 

Ordered,  That  Mr.  Burwbll  and  Mr.  Oabi>- 
VBR  be  appointed  a  committee  to  present  to  the 
President  of  the  United  States  a  resolution  agreed 
to  by  this  House  on  the  twenty^seventh  insunti 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Dana,  t^e  resolution  pro- 
posed by  him  on  the  thirtieth  instant,  relating  to 
American  seamen,  was  referred  to  Mr.  Dana,  Mr. 
BuftWBLL,  Mr.  Cook,  Mr.  Cobb,  and  Mr.  N.  R. 
MooRE,  with  leave  to  report  thereon  by  b«ll,  or 
otherwise. 

The  reaolution  for  appointing  a  eocnmittee  lo 
inquire  iato  the  application  of  public  moneys.' 
iMretofore  agreed  to  by  the  House,  but  reconsid- 
«red  for  the  purpose  of  amendment,  was  amended 
•o  as  to  limit  the  dudes  of  the  committee  16  an 
investigation  of  the  money  transactions  of  the 
last  eight  years,  and  passed ;  and  Messrs.  Ran- 
dolph, Macon,  Smilie,  J.  C.  Chamberlain,  Sea- 
▼ER,  Howard,  and  Southard,  were  appointed  the 
committee. 

'  PROCESS  AGAINST  MAK8HAL8. 

Mr.  Randolph,  after  making  a  number  of  re- 
marks on  the  subject  of  the  present  session,  in  fa- 
Tor  of  doinfl:*'the  ordinary  business  of  the  annti^l 
aession  at  this  time,  and  hereaAer  holding  the  an- 
nual sessions  in  the  Spring  instead  of  the  Win- 
ter, stated  that  he  ahould  proceed  to  the  onlinary 


business  of  an  annual  session,  antil  the  Houj 
should  come  to  some  definite  eonclusioo  as  | 
what  time  they  would  adjourn.  He  then  sia 
that  by  a  letter  which  he  had  received  from  t 
Marshal  of  the  district  of  Virgiiiia,  and  whi 
from  its  being  printed  he  believed  to  be  a  circu 
he  learnt  that  there,  wfis  no  provbion.by  the  la 
of  the  United  States  for  a  summary  process 
the  purpose  of  recovering  from  the  marshsls  a 
their  denutiee,  moneys  paid  to  them,  and  by  th 
detained  by  those  to  whom  it  was  doe.  It 
peared  that  the  judges  jiad  decided  that  they  w^ 
bound  in  their  proceedings  by  no  State  laws 
the  respective  States,  except  such  •s  were  io  fon 
when  the  United  States'  courts  were  first  orgs 
ized, 'those  laws  then  in  existence  in  the  sevf^ 
States  having  been  adopted  by  Congress.  If  tl 
was  the  ^ase,  it  was  certainly  a  coma  omiM 
and  one  to  which  the  attention  of  Congress  oog 
to  be  turned.    He  therefore  moved, 

''  That  a  committee  be  appointed  to  inqoire  whea 
any  and  what  provision  onght  to  be  made  by  law 
enlbrcing  a  summary  mode  of  proeeeding  against  m 
shals  and  their  deputies  who  have  received  raooey 
virtue  of  ezeeutioas  isaued  from  the  Coorts  of  the  U 
ted  Stotea." 

After  some  observations  from  Mr.  Bassett, 
the  probability  of  a  ffhort  session,  and  from  ft 
Livermorb,  going  to  show  that  th^  resolutiuo  « 
supererogatory,  it  was  agreed  to  without  a  di 
sion,  atid  Messrs.  Randolph,  SfANroRo,  Liti 
MORE,  KNicKBSBA€KBa,  Rud  Ltlb,  appointed  t 
committee. 

VOTE  OF  APPROBATION. 

The>Hoofie  then  resumed  the  unfinished  ba 
ness  of  yesterday. 

Mr.  Rosa  saidj  that  when  he  heard  reaisons 
signed  and  principles  stated  as  a  ground  of  actij 
for  adopting  or  Tejectiag  the  res(uutton  now  s« 
mitted  to  the  consideration  of  the  House,  whi 
were  in  his  opinion  erroneous,  he  could  not  on 
offering  to  the  consideration  of  the  House  m 
views  which  he  entertained  on  the  subject  1 
said  he  should  not  on  this  occaMon  either  pied 
his  life  or  appeal  to  his  God  for  the  veracity  of  | 
declarations ;  but  he  hoped  the  House  would  { 
him  the  justice  to  believe  that  he  was  equallvl 
sincere  as  if- he  had  made  those  pledges.  I  sm 
noton  this  occasion,  said  Mr.  R.,  deny  that  ^ 
House  possesses  coaimon  law  jarisdietioo,  ai 
then  declare  that  common' law  is  louoded  on  coi 
mon  sense;  because,  if  I  did,  I  believe  that  ^ 
good  sense  of  the  House  would  revolt  at  &ucJ| 
proposition.  I  shall  not  insult  the  feelings  of  t| 
House  by  saying  that  all  the  propositions  wbii 
I  offer  or  state  are  true,  and  correct,  and  ihni  e^i 
man  of  common  honesty  and  common  senve  woi 
say  with  mej  for  I  have  too  gteat  a  deference  | 
the  opinion  of  others  to  De  guilty  of  such  im 
eorum. 

I  have  endeavored,  air,  as  far  as  I  have  be 
able  to  collect,  from  the  different  members  w\ 
have  spoken,  the  points  of  objection  taken  to  t{ 
resolution*  I  would,  had  I  powers  and  abilitij 
endeavor  to  examine  them,  and  to  throw  ti] 
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^  (  opon  it  which  I  chink  iu  importtoce  de- 
MfTes.  It  is,  and  perhaps  will  remain,  one  of  the 
voaden  of  the  world,  thtt  a  resolution,  which  it 
ms  said  every  man  agreed  to  the  trnth  of  the 
itt(emeot8  therein  contained,  and  the  conclusions 
invo  therefrom  no  one  pretended  to  doubt, 
^oald,  after  this  admission,  maintain  a  discus- 
■OIL  coosumioff  day  after  daj  and  week  after 
ireek,  in  the  deba|6  whether  it  should  be  adopted 
Br  Dot.    Bat,  strange  as  this  is,  it  ia  nevertheless 

UK. 

The  first  objection  which  has  presented  itself 
IP  my  consideration,  as  having  been  urged  against 
Ike  adoption  of  the  reaolution,  is.  that  everf  mem- 
^  of  the  HonsCi  and  every  person  in  the  -United 
Slates  agree  precisely  in  the  sentiments  expressed 
ia  that  resolution.  I  ani  not  prepared  to  say,  if 
this  assertion  be  oosrect  in  point  of  fact,  that  it  is 
icosdosive  argument  against  adopting  the  reso- 
lotioB,  for  I  find  that  those  gentlemen  who  com- 
pKc  the  opposition  to  this  resolution,  on  a  former 
occasioQ,  did  not  think  it  valid.  I  refer  to  the 
list  resoltttion  attached  to  the  report  of  the  Com- 
piittee  of  Foreign  Relatioo»  at  the  last  session. 
fhit  resoluticmwas  contended  to  be  a  self-evi- 
ittt  proposition,  and  one  on  which  it  was  not 
iKoaary  to  legislate;  aad  yet  those  members 
»ho  then  urged  its  passage,  and  demoiutrated  its 
^cprietf  to  my  conviction,  as  an  individual  out 
if  doors,  and  ooquestioaahiy  with  success  to  the 
jheo  House,  are  now  opposed  to  the  adoption  of 
ftis  resolution  because  it  is  a  self-evident  propoaii- 
tioa.  That  resolution  was  as  follows :  '^  That  the . 
'Uaited  States  cannot,  without  a  sacrifice  of  their 
'tights,  honor,  and  independence,  submit  to  the 
'hte  edieu  of  Greats  Britain  and  France.^'  One 
iroaldsgppose^  sir,  that  if  it  was  necessai y  to  ex- 
pen  an  opinion  upon  a  subject  of  the  nature 
pODtaijied  in  the  resolution  I  have  just  read, 
^faich  it  would  huTC  been  madness  in  any  citizen 
if  the  United  States  to  have  doubted,  that  it 
pwld  never  be  considered  a  good  reason'  for  re- 
jecting ihts  resolution,  because  there  is  an  uoani- 
■(Hu  opinion  in  favor  of  it.  But  if  it  be  true,  as 
ikboDorable  mover hasmentioned, and  I havelso 
NoQ  to  doubt  his  word,  I  put  implicit  confidence 
b  what  he  stated,  a^  I  should  hold  myself  bound 
Ndo  io  any  menher  who  rose  and  stated  a  mat- 
ter ia  bis  place — if  it  be  true  that  there  are  per- 
ms who  do  not  approbate  the  conduct  of  the 
Resident  for  acts  which  he  has  done,  for  the 
^mptitode  witb  "which  he  met  the  conciliatory 
imposition  of  Great  Britain,  it  becomes  doubly 
l^oper  to  express  the  sentiments  of  this  House  in 
Khtioo  to  this  snlgect.  If  further  p^roof  were 
iKessary  that  each  a  difference  of  opinion  does 
ttistjthat  proof  can  be  found  in  the  public  prints. 
fifeady  is  the  poison  attempCed  to  be  infused 
iito  the  puUie  mind;  alreadv  is  the  rankling 
ntpicion  spread  abroad,  and  the  Administration 
vnigned,  directly  or  indiiectiy,  and  that  too  in 
^i&ts  possessing  ffreat  contrc^  over  the  people  of 
^  country.  If  1  can  show  that,  there  is  an  at- 
^pt  to  infuse  an  improper  sentiment  in  the 
outuhof  the  people,  and  that  the  matter  of  the 
proposition  heme  the  Honsa  be  cotcect,  it  becomes 


the  House  to  give  their  weight  and  sanction  to 
this  proceeding.  The  publications  to  which  Mh 
R.  said  he  alluded,  was  one  in  the  Aurora  of  the 
25ih  of  the  month,  purportipg  to  be  copied  from 
the  Trentdn  TVtie  American^  and  another  in  the 
Baltimore  Whifj  which  he  quoted  from  those 
papers.  I  repeat,  said  Mr.  R.j  that  if  it  be  not  ji 
reason  for  rejecting  .a  resolution  that  every  one 
agrees  in  the  truth  of  the  matter  it  contains,  there 
is  strong  reason  for  adopting  it  when  it  has  b^ 
come  necessary  to  counteract  the  course  of  abuse 
which  has  been  commenced.  Therefore,  I  shall 
not  trouble  the  House  any  further  with  this  ob- 
jection, but  proceed  to  what  I  consider  the  next 
objection,  made,  I  think,  by  my  colleague  from 
Pennsylvania,  (Mr.  FiifPi^SY.)  It  was  this:  that 
there  is  no  precedent  fbr  it ;  that  it  was  improper 
to  introduce  a  new  precedent,  and  that  it  necee- 
sarily  tended  to  produce  irritation  at  the  outset  of 
the  session. 

Mr.  FiNDLBY  said  that  he  had  stated  that  the 
usual  course  of  replying  to  the  President's  speech 
had  heretofore  produced  irritation  at  the  comr 
mencement  of  toe  session. 

Mr.  Roes. — I  have  been  accustomed  to  think 
and  act  ior  myself.  I  should  not  adopt  an  opinion 
merely  because  it  proceeds  from  the  most  respectp 
able  authority.  1  always  should,  however,  dis* 
trust  my  own  Judgment,  and  opinion  till  I  bad 
thoroughly  weighed  the  objections  from  respect- 
able authority.  The  age,  experience,  and  integ- 
rity of  my  colleague,  entitle  nis  opinion  to  great 
weight ;  and  therefore  I  would  not  adopt  an  opinp 
ion  different  from  that  drawn  from  his  experience 
until  I  considered  it  welL  I  mav  perhaps  enter- 
tain some  heretical  opinions  on  tne  score  of  poli- 
tics. Be  it  flo.;  they  must  remain  my  opinions, 
until  I  am  satisfied  that  they  are  wrong.  It  never 
has  appeared  to  me,  sir,  that  the  mode  of  cum- 
municaiion  adopted  by  the  President  for  the  last 
eight  years  was  a  more  democratic  mode  than 
that  adopted  the  preceding  sessions.  I  never 
ceuld  bring  my  mind  to  beUeve  that  he  who 
waited  on  you  with  information  acted  with  less 
respect  or  equality  than  he  who  sent  his  message 
by  a  footman  or  a  lackey.  I  am  not  ready  my- 
self to  reject  a  procedure  which  is  democratical 
because  the  King  of  Ea|BfUAd  acts  in  the  sarne 
manner.  I  should  not  leject  the  use  of  the  knife 
or  fork  because  an  emperor  or  king  also  makes 
use  of  them.  We  ought  not  to  be  hurried  into 
the  adoption  or  rejection  of  measures  by  inere 
names,  but  should  examine  on  what  principle 
they  hang.  As  to  the  tendency  that  this  may 
have  to  produce  irritation  at  the  commencement 
of  a  session,  or  to  make  a  waste  of  time,  let  us 
see  if  (hat  irritation  at  the  beginning  of  a  sessioq.^ 
is  not  better  calculated  l^do  good  than  evijl;  more 
.particularly  so  at  the  commencement  of  a  session 
immediately  after  the  election  of  a  new  Congress 
During  the  heat  of  electioneering  contests  ii^nd 
strifes,  the  minds  of  the  wisest  and  best  states- 
men become  irritated  and  their  tempers  destroyed, 
perhaps,  by  slander  and  abuse,  and  the  beat  accu- 
mulated in  s^ich  conflicts  wants  an  opportunitjr 
of  explodii^s ;.  after  whieh^  we  could  go  to  bust- 
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ness  with  coolness.  My  idea  is.  that  it  is  best  to 
let  it  eraporate  at  the  commencement  of  a  ses- 
aion,  and  we  could  then  come  to  business  coolly 
and  deliberately.  What  is  the  mode  adopted  by 
the  professed  horse  racer?  (And  in  this  simile  I 
mean  no  disrespect  to  the  House.  We  know  that 
the  best  poets,  Homer  and  others,  have  compared 
their  heroes  to  steeds.)  In  order  that  horses 
ahould  keep  up  their  mettle,  they  arc  always  held 
in,  the  first  heat — for  what  ?  That  they  may  have 
fire  and  spirit  through  the  whole  course.  Thus 
the  effect  of  refusing  the  members  from  different 
quarters  of  the  Union  an  opportunity  to  vent 
whatever  diragreeable  sensations  they  hare  on 
their  minds,  is  only  treasuring  it  up  to  leak  out 
on  all  occasions  to  disturb  the  tranquillity  of  the 
House.  Therefore,  I  conclude,  with  all  due  re- 
spect to  my  colleague,  that,  as  it  respects  the  evil 
which  he  supposes  to  result  from  the  irritation 
produced  by  an  early  debate,  the  very  reverse  is 
the  correct  state  of  the  case. 

The  honorable  gentleman  who  moved  this  res- 
olution has  shown  to  the  House,  on  the  different 
occasions  on  which  he  has  addressed  you  on  this 
subject,  that  this  is  not  a  novel  proposition.  He 
has  produced  precedents  from  the  first  Adminis- 
tration of  the  present  Qov^rnment;  cases  of  a 
similar  nature  from  the  second,  and  from  the 
third,  also;  that  which  is  looked  up  to  as  the  test 
of  political  truth  by  the  party  to  which  I  have 
the  honor  to  belong.  But  it  may  be  said,  in  reply 
to  this,  that  these  Administrations  are  politically 
dead.  That  which  was  conducted  by  the  immor- 
tal Wabrinoton  is  politically  dead  ;  and,  alas  for 
his  country,  he  himself  is  no  more !  And  it  may 
be  said  that  the  preceding  Administrations  are 
politically  dead,  and  do  not  furnish  an  example  for 
the  living.  Have  we  on  this  occasion  any  rea- 
son to  appeal  to  the  dead  for  the  correctness  of 
our  procedure,  or  may  not  precedents  of  our  pro- 
cedure be  drawn  from  the  living?  Have  they 
not  been  brought  forward  by  men  high  in  the 
Republican  party^and  in  the  most  democratic 
States  in  the  Union ;  in  States,  to  question  the 
democracy  of  which,  would  be  heresy  indeed?  I 
refer  to  the  late  resolutions  and  address  of  the 
Pennsylvania  Legislature.  If  it  would  be  pleas- 
ing or  gratifying,  and  it  appears  so  to  have  been 
considered  by  the  late  President  of  the  United 
States,  for  a  Legislature  of  a  State  to  come  for- 
ward approving  the  measures  of  last  year,  can  it 
be  less  agreeable  to  the  present  President  to  have 
the  approbation  of  the  Representatives  of  the 
people  expressed  in  this  House?  Surely  not;  and 
to  me  this  precedent  appears  conclusive.  Lest  it 
ahould  be  said  that  this  case  is  from  a  middle 
State,  not  possessing  the  true  principles  of  de- 
mocracy, I  refer  to  another  precedent  in  the  case 
of  certain  resolutions  of  the  State  of  North  Cap- 
olina,  presented  to  Congress  at  the  last  session. 
Other  resolutions,  approving  the  conduct  of  this 
House  and  the  measures  of  Government,  may  be 
produced  from  other  States.  Will  it  be  said  that 
these  States  have  anything  in  their  respective 
constitutions  directing  this  to  be  done  ?  No,  sir ; 
it  was  the  spontaneous  and  voluntary  expression 


of  the  confidence  of  those  States  in  the  measom 
of  the  Qenerai  Government.  I  shall  therefore 
conclude,  as  far  as  precedent  goes  on  thissubjed, 
that  it  is  in  favor  of  the  resolution  on  (he  tible. 
and  that  there  is  no  reason  for  rejecting  itist 
novelty.  In  relation  to  answering  addresses,  hare 
those  sessions  which  succeeded  the  omisfiioD  to 
answer  addresses  been  less  tedious  or  moredi^ 
nassionatethan  the  sessions  which  preceded  themt 
If  not,  I  shall  conclude  that  there  is  no  erideoee 
before  this  House  from  experience  that  the  omif>l 
sion  to  answer  addresses  has  been  prodoctireofi 
any  good  consequences. 

The  third  objection  made  to  the  adoption  d 
the  resolution  before  the  House  is,  that  it  mif 
have  an  improper  influence  on  the  mind  of  tbi 
President.  May  not  the  denial  to  do  it  hare  a 
improper  influence  on  his  mind?  Shall  col^ 
chillinff  silence,  be  the  only  salutation  on  iki 
great  change  which  has  taken  place  in  our  polm-l 
cal  affairs?  One  of  the  strongest  incentives toi 
do  well  is,  that  he  who  so  does  shall  receive  iht 
plaudits  of  his  fellow-citizens.  Say,  then,  thit 
yon  will  not  gire  praise  where  it  is  due,  and  yo^ 
take  away  one  of  toe  strongest  motives  to  induce 
a  man  to  deserve  well.  We  well  know  that  ererf 
man  is  frail,  and  it  may  not,  on  all  occasions,  Im 
a  sufficient  satisfaction  to  him  that  his  own  con- 
science approbates  him,  but  he  may  look,  aod 
justly  and  honorably  look,  for  tha  approbatioo  ol 
the  nation. 

The  fourth  objection  is,  that  the  House  of  R 
resentatives  have  no  authority  to  pass  the  resol 
tion ;  that  there  is  nothing  in  the  law  or  Coos 
tution  of  the  country  which  can  justify  its  ado 
tion.  Let  me  ask,  sir,  what^here  is  in  the  lawi 
the  Constitution  which  anthorned  the  House  t^ 
adopt  an  abstract  resolution  during  the  last  sc^ 
sion,  which  was  reported  by  the  Committee  i 
Foreign  Relations?  Nothing  is  so  easy  as  fd 
ingenuity  to  raise  objections  to  any  principk 
however  correct,  if  it  lie  desirable  to  get  rid  of  i 
motion.  Sir,  let  us  see  whether  -we  have  scroll 
nized  resolutions  on  all  occasions  with  this  criti 
cal  eye ;  whether  my  friend  from  Pennsjrlrani 
has  on  all  occasions  observed  this  nicety  wit 
regard  to  the  powers  of  this  House.  I  appreheo 
not.  Have  not  the  House,  at  this  session,  chose 
a  Chaplain,  and  put  their  hands  in  the  publi 
purse  tor  his  compensation  ?  And  is  there  an] 
thin^  in  the  law  or  Constitution  which  autbo 
izes  It  ?  If  there  be,  I  am  ignorant  of  it :  and  ji 
we  are  told  that  this  House  can  only  speak  b 
Uw.  Was  there  any  scrutiny  as  to  the  (ionsiiti 
tional  powers  of  the  House  when  that  motic 
was  adopted  ?  Is  it  absolutely  necessary  to  tl 
due  performance  of  the  functions  of  this  Hoa: 
that  a  Chaplain  should  be  elected?  I  do  ho 
that  it  is  ilot  necessary.  I  see  nothing  to  prerei 
the  daily  proceedings  of  this  House  going  on  i 
well  precisely,  and  with  as  much  promptitude, 
at  present,  if  we  were  to  omit  to  choose  a  Cha 
lain.  Here,  then,  is  evidence  that  this  House  h 
not  always  looked  to  the  Constitution  for  t 
ground  on  which  it  acts.  Is  this  all,  sir?  Whe 
is  tha  law  which  says  that  each  member  shall 
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feraished  with  three  papers  during  the  session  7 
There  mt^  be  sach  a  law,  but  I  know  not  of  it. 
And  yet,  sir,  on*  that  question,  which  also  puts 
yoor  haod  into  the  Treasury,  none  of  these  nice 
nseeptibiliues  as  respects  the  Constitutional  right 
ud  power  of  the  House  were  displayed.  These 
eninples  bring  strong  corroborating  proof  to  my 
Bind  that  there  is  some  secret  o Section  to  the 
idoptioD  of  the  resolution. 

Ii  ii  said,  sir,  that  men  generally  have  two  mo- 
tires;  one  which  they  keep  to  themselves,  and 
which  is  the  motive  of  action;  and  the  other 
f  bich  they  avow,  but  which  is  not  the  motive  of 
leiion.  Far  be  it  from  me  to  attribute  these  mo- 
tires  (0  gentlemen  $  yet  1  cannot  see  through  the 
Bfstery  why  this  resolution  is  objected  to.  It  is 
iBTolred  in  such  impenetrable  darkness  that  I 
fluoot  see  the  reasons  of  those  who  approbate 
the  conduct  of  the  President,  for  opposing  this 
jesolytion  goio^  to  express  that  approbation. 

The  fifth  objection  is,  that  it  is  constituting 
ihu  House  a  council  of  censors  to  approve  or  dis- 
approTe  the  measures  of  the  President.  The 
■orer  of  this  resolution,  when  he  first  addressed 
the  House,  showed  the  use  of  such  a  discussion 
IS  ihis  in  such  strong  and  energetic  terms,  that  it 
appears  to  me  to  be  useless  to  say  anything  fur- 
ther on  the  occasion.  If  anything  need  be  said, 
it  mizht  be  asked,  has  the  ffentleman  shown  to 
the  House  that  the  censure  of  the  people  expressed 
bf  their  Representatives,  woula  be  injurious? 
wore  he  can  assume  this  position,  he  must  have 
Aowo  to  the  House  that  the  expression  of  disap- 
yiobacion  would  be  improper.  If  it  be  not  im- 
proper, the  whole  fabric  which  he  has  raised  on 
that  soppositioa  tumbles  to  the  ground. 

The  sixth  and  last  objection  is  to  me  a  very 

upleasaot  oue,  and  I  wish  on  that  account  the 

frescDt  discussion  bad  been  omitted.    But  seeing 

Aat  it  has  been  commenced,  and  that  a  latitude 

has  been  taken  in  debate,  I  trust  that  I  shall  never 

k found  to  shrink  from  any  question  propounded 

tome.    It  is  said  that  the  proposition  is  calcu- 

ked  to  reflect  on  the  proceedings  of  the  last 

idmioistration.     If  that  was  the  object  of  the 

hooorable  mover  of  the  resolution,  I  think  clearly 

thii  he  will  fail ;  that  he  has  certainly  missed  his 

iiDL   Unquestionably,  so  far  from  reflecting  on 

the  last  Administration  by  this,  it  goes  the  full 

ko^th  of  approbating  iL    We  have  heard,  from 

that  has  been  said,  tnat  there  appears  to  be  three 

disiioct  opinions  in  the  House.    Some  sav  that 

te  should  worship  the  rising  sun ;  some  that,  if 

ve  do,  we  ought  to  worship  the  setting  sun  also ; 

aoe  that  we  should  worship  none  at  all.    It  is 

iecessary  to  examine  the  three,  and  see  the  diflfer- 

ttt  bearings  of  the  proposition  now  on  the  table. 

Ai  to  the  first,  then,  and  those  who  say  that  we 

i^ld  worship  the  rising  sun  alone— let  us. see 

W  that  principle  stands.    Here  is  a  resolution 

tpprobating  in  the  strongest  terms  the  promptitude 

t&<i  frankness  with  which  the  President  has  met 

^e  late  overtures  of  the  British  Government.    Is 

&ot  approbating  his  conduct  approbating  all  he 

5id  on  the  subject?    And  has  not  the  President, 

u  his  late  Meiwag e  to  the  House,  said  subsUn- 


tially  the  same  as  is  contained  in  the  amendment 
proposed  by  the  gentleman  from  MassachusettS| 
(Mr.  Bacon?)     The  President  of  the  United 
States,  communicating  the  late  overture,  himsdf 
in  the  secrets  of  the  Government  says  that  the 
Gk)vernment  has  never  intermitted  similar  dispo* 
sitions.    I  sav,  then,  if  such  a  disposition  did 
really  exist,  that  those  who  suppose,  when  they 
adopt  this  resolution,  that  they  do  not  iapprove 
the  former  Administration,  are  totally  mistaken, 
or  that  I  am  mistaken.    I  only  mean  to  give  it  as 
my  idea,  that  the  adoption  of  this  proposition, 
taken  with  the  communication  which  has  pro* 
duced  it,  does  in  the  most  conclusive  manner  say 
that,  at  no  time,  did  the  Administration  omit  a 
similar  disposition.    It  was  to  my  mind  satisfac- 
torily observed,  that  the  withdrawal  of  the  proc- 
lamation was  not  in  the  present  instance  made 
a  preliminary  to  negotiation,  and  that  formerly  it 
had  been,  and  that  this  is  all  the  difierence  be> 
tween  the  two  cases.    When  this  resolution  was 
offered,  I  supposed,  from  the  opposition  made  to  it 
and  from  the  quarter  whence  it  proceeded,  that  it 
was  intended  to  reflect  on  the  late  President.    I 
am  happy  to  hear  that  the  gentleman  who  moved 
the  resolution  has  declared  on  the  floor  of  the 
House,  that  had  it  not  been  for  the  late  President, 
we  should  have  been  involved  in  a  war.    He  has 
taken  away  from  my  mind  all  objections  to  the 
adoption  of  the  resolution.     Whatever  I  had 
thought,  when  a  gentleman  rises  and  says  that  he 
considers  himself,  as  not  pure  enough  to  sit  as  a 
juror  on  the  former  Administration,  and  that  had 
It  not  been  for  the  late  President  we  should  have 
been  involved  in  a  war,  it.  brings  the  question 
home,  and  enables  me  to  say  that  it  shall  be 
adopted  either  with  or  without  the  amendpient. 
I  do  not  think  it  is  risht,  sin  for  gentlemen  to  ap- 
peal to  the  new  members  of  the  House  to  decide 
who  was  right  and  who  was  wrong  respecting 
their  conduct  during  the  last  Winter.    I  should, 
myself,  have  wished  for  one  to  have  avoided  the 
discussion.   We  have  not  a  full  view  of  the  whole 
ground,  and  must  consume  much  time  to  obtain 
It.    On  each  side  of  the  House  the  gauntlet  has 
been  thrown  as  to  the  proprietv  of  the  embargo. 
For  myself,  I  was  in  favor  of  the  embargo  when 
first  laid,  and  against  it  when  it  assumed  a  per- 
manent aspect    I  then  thought  it  destructive  in 
its  effects.    That  it  was  destructive  to  the  inter- 
ests of  the  countrv  in  which  I  live,  I  have  no 
doubt    For  myself,  I  think  it  oucht  to  be  buried 
in  oblivion   by  the  democrats  of  this  country. 
The  day  of  the  passage  of  the  embargo,  and  the 
day  of  the  passaffe  of  the  enforcing  embargo  law, 
might  be  hailed  as  the  days  of  resurrection  of 
federalism  in  this  country.    For  however  proper 
the  laws;  however  di£Eicult  for  wisdom  to  have 
adopted  a  better  measure,  the  appeal  has  been 
made  to  the  people,  and  had  it  been  pursued  six 
months  longer,  there  is  scarcely  a  man  on  the 
floor  who  does  not  believe  that  it  would  have 
revolutionized  the  Government,  and  placed  our 
opponents  in  power,  whether  correctly  or  not| 
I  will  not  decide.    I  agree  that  whenever  the 
people  do  decidci  this  Government  emanating 
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from  tlieiB,  it  is  the  daty  of  good  Democrats  to 
bend  to  their  will.  This  I  conceiTe  they  have 
done,  aod  I  hope  that,  on  this  occasion,  those  who 
are  desirous  or  guaraing,  eotrenching  or  shield- 
ing the  embargo  measures  from  censure,  will  not 
be  found  on  this  floor.  Let  it  be  buried  in  obliv- 
ion, where  it  has  ^one,  unless  our  opponents  dis- 
ftirb  its  ashes.  It  is  not  now  a  measure  on  which 
we  are  called  upon  to  decide.  It  is  tiot  involved 
in  the  resolution  on  the  table,  and  has  been  im- 
properly lugged  into  the  discussion.  I  should 
nave  said  this,  and  no  more,  on  the  subject  of  the 
embargo,  had  not  my  former  impressions  been 
wrong.  I  had  supposed,  from  the  prodigious 
damor  which  has  gone  through  the  country,  that 
the  late  President  of  the  United  States  was  more 
disposed  to  make  terms  with  France  than  with 
England.  I  am  now  satisfied,  from  what  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia  (Mr.  Ranoolpb^  has 
said,  that  I  was  mistaken ;  as  I  was,  sir,  wnen  I 
inquired  impatiently  oh  my  arrival  in  the  city  for 
the  dry  docks,  and  to  my  astonishment  foUnd  that 
there  vras  no  diy  dock !  Having  been  mistaken 
in  these  points,  1  will  not  say  that  my  other  opin- 
ions are  perfectly  correct. 

The  gentleman  from  Kentucky  (Mr.  Jobnsoii) 
Observed  to  you  yesterday,  that  the  system  pur- 
sued here  had  been  approved  on  the  floor  of  the 
House  of  Commons  in  England.  I  hope  it  will 
never  be  said  that  the  conduct  of  the  British  or 
French  Grovernment  has  been  approbated  on  the 
floor  of  Congress;  and  yet  I  am  fearful  that  some 
Qrenville,  anxious  for  power,  and  opposed  to  the 
Administration  of  his  country,  will  be  found  here. 
I  presume  that  whatever  the  exeluded  Minister, 
Grenyille,  may  have  said,  would  Have  been  said 
I  against  any  Administration  to  make  his  own  way 
into  power ;  and  should  be  no  guide  for  us,  in 
support  of  that  which  the  people  have  declared 
to  be  a  pernicious  system. 

I  hope,  sir,  that  what  I  have  said  on  this  sub- 
ject may  be  considered  with  candor.  I  have  -no 
disposition  to  press  the  House  into  my  opinions, 
and  I  ask  the  same  indulgence  frOm  otners  which 
r  am  disposed  to  |^ive  to  them. 

Mr.  FiSK  said  it  was  with  great  siricerity  that 
he  now  declared  that  he  Was  glad  that  this  un- 
finished business  was  taken  up  by  the  House  at 
this  time:  and  he  should  speak  with  equal  sin- 
cerity were  he  to  say  that  he  should  be  gikd  ^hat 
the  House  might  finish  it  before  they  adjouraed. 
Nor  did  bespeak  with  less  sincerity  when  he  de- 
clared his  reluctance  to  offer  any  remarks  on  the 
subject.  Nothing  but  the  extraordinary  resolu- 
tion and  the  still  more  extraordinary  cohrse  the 
diseussion  had  taken,  should  have  induced  him, 
youag  and  inexperienced  as  he  was  in  the  busi- 
ness of  the  House,  at  this  time  to  have  trespassed 
on  its  patience.  As  an  individual  or  private 
eiti2en,  said  Mr.  F.,  I  have  no  objection  to  the 
sentiments  contained  in  that  resolution  as  origi- 
nally proposed,  nor  to  the  amendments  suggested. 
I  do  not  know  that  there  is  any  difference  of 
opinion  on  this  subject;  and  I  did  regret  to  see  a 
proposition  jntrodueed  which  might  look  like  a 
distrust  of  the  unanimity  which  I  believe  at  this , 


tim(e  prevails  in  the  nation.  I,  for  one,  htve  m 
heard  any  murmuring^  or  complaints  of  the  eoi 
duct  of  the  President  in  meeting'  the  overtares 
the  British  Government,  biit  yet  I  should  beat 
willing  to  give  my  vote  as  a  RepresentatiTe 
the  people  upon  this  resolution  or  any  other  of  HI 
description.  I  consider  it  to  be  derogating  frc 
the  dignity  of  a  Representative  of  the  people, 
give  my  approbation  to  the  President,  or  aoj 
other  officer,  however  meritorious,  when  he  ha 
performed  no  works  of  supererogation,  bat  merelj 
a  duty  dearly  defined  by  the  express  letter  of  tJM 
law;  which,  if  he  had  not  done,  it  might  harj 
called  not  for  the  voluntary,  but  for  the  Coostj 
tutionat  intemsition  of  this  House.  And 
loiig  as  this  House  is  organized  with  the  poi 
and  duties  which  are  vested  in  It  by  the  Cods 
tution,  giving  it  the  sole  power  of  impeachmeDJ 
I  should  think  we  ought  to  act  witli  gmt  csuti 
in  givin^votes  of  approbation  of  an  oflicerwhe 
conduct  in  the  execution  of  his  office  it  ma^r  U 
come  our  duty  constitutionally  to  inquire  intj 
I  could,  therefore,  have  satisfiea  myself  with  gi^ 
inr  a  silent  vote  on  postponing  it.  which  I  wi 
waling  to  do,  not  only  indefinitely,  but  I  wi 
content  that  the,  tin&e  of  its  postponement  sho&i 
be  co-extenstve  with  the  existence  of  our  fre 
Government.  I  was  unwilling,  for  one,  to  be  coil 
verting  this  splendid  hall  of  Legislative  deliber 
tion,  into  a  temple  for  offering  up  adolatioo 
the  Executive  shrine.  I  v^s  willing  for  tootht 
eonsideration  to  postpone  the  consideration,  Tb 
to  save  the  time  of  the  House  and  of  the  natic 
for,  whatever  idea  some  gentlemen  may  entert 
with  respect  to  the  necessity  of  transacting 
the  ordinary  busibess  of  the  nation  at  this  sessic 
and  whatever  belief  they  may  ha^e  that  there  I 
no  Constitutional  objection  to  it,  I  must  beg  iea^ 
to  say  that  I  entertain  a  very  different  opinio^ 
and,  looking  into  the  Constitution  for  my  gaitf 
carries  me  mick  to  the  time  when  it  was  propose! 
and  to  the  Convention  who  did  propose  it.  i 
great  proportion  of  that  body  was,  as  the  greatd 
proportion  of  Congress  always  has  been  and  d 
ways  will  he,  fhrmers.  Certainly,  when  ressoi 
ing  upon  the  time  when  it  would  be  most  expl 
dient  to  convene  Congress,  they  fixed  upon 
period  more  convenient  to  the  agricultural  iotei 
ests  of  the  country  than  any  other;  and  at  tbi 
time  I  think  it  would  be  proper  still  to  meet, 
believe,  sir,  that  it  was  the  general'! ropression  \ 
the  nation,  not  only  when  the  law  conveniij 
Congress  was  passed,  but  when  the  time  of  me^ 
ing  bad  arrivecl,  that  their  attention  would  be  i 
reeled  to  those  objects  and  those  only  which  ol 
viously  and  imperiously  demanded  their  attel 
tton ;  and  I  hope  that  this  House,  equallv  wil 
the  President  of  the  United  States,  will  be  '^'awal 
of  th^  inconveniences  attending  a  protracted  s^ 
sion  at  this  season  of  the  year."  And  sorry  ai 
I  to  hear  any  one.  especially  One  from  the  SoutI 
em  parts  of  the  United  States,  say  that  he  sb^ 
g:o  on  to  transact  the  ordinary  business  of  the  s^ 
sion ;  but  not  so  much  do  I  regret  to  hear  thi 
as  to  hear  him  declare  that  be  wishes  to  t 
the  strength  of  the  South  and  West  against  tfa 
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oTtiie  East  and  North.  I  am  aware,  and  so  .muBt, 
be  erery  member  of  this  House,  of  the  ouc-of- 
door  insinaatioDs  about  the  influeuce  of  diier- 
e&t  sections  of  tlie  Union.  I  believe  nothing  of 
it;  sod  I  aoa  sorry  that  so  vile  a  calumny  should 
receive  the  countenance  of  any  member  of  the 
Hoose.  I  never  wish  to  see  any  measure  brought 
forward  which  sball  tnr  the  strength  of  the  com- 
psrttive  parts  of  the  union.  I  should  wish  that 
geographical  distinctions  should  be  no  more  heard 
oftbot  that  weabould  consider  the  interest  of  dif- 
fereot  sections  of  the  country  as  the  interest  of 
tiie  whole. 

Another  and  a  principal  consideration  with  me 
£»  wishing  to  postpone  thediscussion  of  the  ques- 
ioa  at  this  time  was,  that  it  would  lead  to  the 
very  (as  1  coneeire  it)  improper  examinatioa  or 
4i«;uaiofl  of  our  foreign  relations.    This  arga- 
Qeiit  seemed  to  have  considerable  weight  on  the 
irst  day's  discussion ;  but  the  gentleman  from 
Yiifiaia  came  forward  afterwards  to  fortify  his 
claim  to  the  attention  of  the  House  by  exhibiting 
precedents  showing  the  conduct  of  former  Ad- 
Bio  istrations.    Precedents  are  sometimes  entitled 
to  coDstderation  aad  deserving  of  weight.    They 
tie  of  two  kinds^  one  esiablisnihg  a  form  of 'pro- 
cedore,and  the  other  a  principle  of  action.    To 
tbe  former  there  is  no  objection,  if  it  be  not  ob- 
vioQsly  improper ;  but  to  the  latter  we  pay  no  at- 
tention, unless  convinced  that  the  principle  is 
eorrect.    What  are  the  precedents  on  which  the 
gentleman  relies?    Are  they  analogous  or  are 
ibey  Bot  ?    The  ^  fiist  precedent,  upon  which  the 
gentleman  who  introduced  it  with  an  air  of  tri- 
imph  seemed  to  rely,  was  that  of  a  vote  of  thanks 
tad  an  expression  of  approbation  of  the  conduct, 
of  the  Father  of  his  Country  in  one  of  his  last 
tboogh  not  least  useful  measures  (the  proelama- 
tioo  of  neutrality)  conduciTe  to  the  interest  and 
bppiness,  and  perhaps  to  the  preservation  and 
ttlration  of  his  country.    But  what,  let  me  ask 
this  House  to  consider  for  a  moment,  was. the 
iitoation  of  the  coOntrv  at  the  time  that  procla- 
mtioa  was  issued  1    Was  it  not  different  from 
tke  present  ?    Unfortunate,  perhaps,  was  it  for 
tbe  citizens  of  thi;^  country,  that^  in  1793,  th^  bad 
Bot  got  rid  of  impressions,  made  during  the  Kevo- 
kioQ,  hostile  to  ESoglaod  and  favorable  to  France. 
Whether  justly  or  unjustly  made,  it  is  not  now 
ay  purpose  to  inquire.    Suffice  it,  that  they  did 
txist.    There  was  a  disposition  in  the  country  at 
tbat  time  to  hail  the  Freiieh  Revolution  as  the 
hwn  of  liberty  to  the  European  States*    Scarcely 
tMid  our  people  be  restrained,  and  indeed  they 
tere  not  restrained,  from  celebrating  it  by  festi- 
^s,  songs,  and  toasts,  to  the  success  of  the 
French  patdots.   About  this  time  war  commenced 
keiween  England  and  France.    It  then  became 
tquestion  with  the  Administration,  more  than 
viih  the  people,  for  their  zeal  for  French  success 
^atd  pwhaps,  unless  restrained,  have  hurried 
l^m  to  take  a  part  with  those  \^iiorn  they  con- 
^ttd  to  be  fighting  the  battles  of  liberty,  and 
U)  whom,  they  considered  themselves  under  so 
>&*Dyand  so  great  obligations— it  became  aques* 
^  what  was  the  duty  of  this  country  .towards 


France.  In  this  situation  of  thinffs,  the  President, 
not  directed  how  to  act  by  the  plain  letter  of  sta- 
tute,'and  doubting  his  power  and  his  duty  in  this 
respect,  convenes  the  Heads  of  Departments — and 
I  believe  I  should  not  err  were  I  to  say  that  a  di- 
Tersity  of  opinioA  existed  even  there  as  to  what 
course  should  be  pursued;  but  the  opinion  and 
judgment  of  the  President  prevailed.  His  course 
was  that  df  neutrality.  A  proclamation  was  is- 
sued. What  was  its  effect  7  Did  it  meet  univer- 
sal approbation,  as  in  the  case  of  the  present  mea- 
sure? Did  the  people  give  it  their  hearty  and 
-unequivocal  consent?  No,  sir ;  there  were  mur- 
murs— and  even  the  conduct  of  Wasbington  was 
questioned.  In  this  situation,  of  things,  shortly 
after,  Congress-  convened.  The  interest  of  the 
nation  a9.it  were.,  required  the  expression  of  the 
opinion  of  this  House ;  and  that  measure  they  did 
not  hesitate  to  take,  aiid,  commended  the  Execu- 
tive for  the  coiKse  which  he  took.  Hence  I  con- 
ceive, sir,  that  there  was  no  analog|r  between  that 
case  and  the  present.  This  authority  is  not  suffi- 
cient to  convince  me  that  it  is  my  duty  to  vot^e 
for  .this  resolution. 

The  next  precedent  adduced  was  the  expression 
of  the 'Opinion  which  this  House  entertained  in 
relation  to  another  subject,  viz:  the  obstruction 
of  the  navtgatfon  of  the  river  Mississippi.  You, 
sir,  with  ev^ery  other  member,  wLU  recollect  the 
sensation  which  was  excited,  not  only  among  our 
Western  hi ethren,  but  throughout  the  nation,  on 
this  occasion ;  that  doubts  were  entertained  whe- 
ther out  rights  were  invaded  by  an  unauthorized 
act  of  a  Spanish  officer,  or  by  an  act  of  the  Span- 
ish Government  itself.  Doubts  were  also  enter- 
tained as  to  what  course  should  be  pursued.  In 
this  state  of  the  public  mind.  Congress  foun^  it 
necessary  to  give  their  opinion,  and  expressed 
not  only  confidence  in  the  wisdom  of  the  Execu- 
tivC)  but  declared  that  they  believed  the  act  to 
have  b^en  unauthorized  on  the  part  of  Spain. 
This  expression  of  the  sense  of  the  House  seemed 
at  this  time  really  to  be  demanded  by  the  situa- 
tion of  the  nation.  Is  this  the  case  with  the 
question  now  before  us?  I  cannot  see  it  in  that 
light.  This  precedent,  therefore,  with  the  other, 
is  not  sufficient  to  convince  me  of  the  propriet> 
of  voting  for  this  resolution  and  amendment,  or 
even  of  discussing  it.  But  it  seems,  sir.  with  the 
rules  of  this  House,  and  the  common  law  prac- 
tice in  it,  there  is. somethinff  which  compels  us  to 
go  into  this  discussion.  Nolens  volena  we  must 
be  driven  into  it ;  fas  out  nefa9j  it  must,  be  dis- 
cussed. 

What  objection  is  made  to  indefinite  postpone- 
ment? The  gentleman  does  not  object  to  his 
own  resolution,  but  objects  to  the  amendment. 
Now,  sir,  if  there  be  any  propriety  in  any  part  of 
the  business^  I  conceive  the  amendment  necessary 
to  define  the  meaning,  and. convey  more  distinctly 
the  sense  of  the  original  resolution.  For,  with 
all  the  little  powers  of  discrimination  which  I 
possess,  I  have  not  been  able  to  make  a  distinction 
between  the  system  pursued  h^  the  present  and 
late  President  in  relation  to  t]iis  particular  sub- 
ject.   And  speaking,  as  I  shall,  on  the  three  ob- 


175 


raSTORY  OP  CONGRESS. 


m 


H.  or  R. 


Vote  of' Approbaiion. 


Mat.  1809. 


jectioDs  made  to  the  amendment,  I  shall  not  be 
Raided  by  any  impressions  made  on  me  from  bar- 
tnff  participated  in  the  discussion  of  last  Winter. 
I  shall  speak  from  impressions  made  on  my  mind 
"in  common  with  the  people  of  the  district  which 
1  haye  the  honor  to  re|)resent,  and.  I  believe  I 
might  say,  upon  the  minds  of  the  majority  of 
the  people  of  the  United  States.  The  gentleman 
who  introduced  this  resolution  has  told  us  that 
he  could  not  yote  for  the  amendment,  because  he 
•cannot  consent  to  attach  the  healthy  body  of  the 
present  Administration  to  the  lifeless  corpse  of 
the  late  Administration  ;  that  we  should  not  bring 
«t  up  to  view ;  that  its  evil  deeds  should  be  buried 
witn  it,  and  its  good  deeds  alone  be  inscribed  on 
its  monument.  If,  sir,  its  monunient  is  to  be  in- 
scribed, and  the  sentiments  of  the  gentleman 
from  Virginia  prevail,  I  would  say,  as  was  said 
on  another  occasion-^let  not  the  monument  be 
inscribed  until  other  days  and  other  men  can  do 
justice  to  its  merits.  Another  comparison  the 
eentleman  made :  He  said  he  was  willing  to  vote 
for  the  original  resolution,  and  opposed  to  the 
amendment^  the  introduction  of  which,  he  said, 
reminded  him  of  a  certain  description  of  persons 
in  Virginia,  who,  when  they  had  a  pair  of  horses, 
one  bad  and  the  other  good,  praised  the  poor  ani* 
mal  in  proportion  to  its  deficiency.  The  gentle- 
man told  us,  too,  the  other  day;  among  many  in- 
structions which  he  gave  us,  and  the  young  mem- 
bers particularly,  whom  he  called  youthful  sprites, 
that  we  might  object  to  the  proposition,  because 
a  precedent  for  it  was  derived  from  Federal  times. 
Sir,  I  never  have,  and  hope  I  never  shall  object 
to  anything  merely  on  account  of  its  name.  The 
gentleman  told  us,  too^  that  the  error  in  reason- 
ing did  not  lie  in  the  inferences  so  much  as  in 
the  premises.  Apply  this  remark  to  the  present 
case:  If,  sir,  the  present  Administration  be  the 
good  horse,  and  needs  no  commendation,  why  in- 
troduce this  resolution  of  approbation  ?  Tam  not 
capable  of  understanding  this,  sir. 

This  resolution  met  an  objection  on  account  of 
its  being  an  abstract  proposition,  and,  as  such,  not 
deserving  the  attention  of  this  House  in  a  legis- 
lative capacity.  The  answer  given  was,  that  it 
was  a  common  practice  of  the  House,  at  the  close 
of  every  session,  to  thank  the  Speaker.    This 

Sn^ctice  is  but  a  mere  expression  of  courtesy,  con- 
ned to  the  officers  of  this  House,  and  not  extend- 
ed to  the  other  departments  of  the  Government, 
and  there  can  be  no  impropriety  in  this.  But,  if 
it  be  considered  as  a  precedent,  what  will  be  the 
effect  of  it  ?  It  has  been  so  long  established,  not 
only  in  this  body,  but  in  different  States,  as  a 
matter  of  course,  that  the  omission  of  it  would 
be  considered,  at  least,  as  a  censure  on  the  indi- 
vidual filling  the  Chair.  And  are  we,  at  the  com- 
mencement of  this  session,  about  to  establish  this 
precedent,  to  be  venerated  as  such  at  each  subse- 
quent session  ?  Are  ve  to  establish  that  it  shall 
oereafter  be  considered  a  matter  of  course,  when 
we  come  to  the  Capitol,  to  make  our  bow  to  the 
President,  and  express  our  approbation  of  his 
conduct,  or  have  our  silence  construed  into  a 
mark  of  disapprobation  ?    Surely  not,  sir.    So 


much  for  this  armament,  urged  in  favor  of  the 
resolution,  but  which  convinces  me  of  the  im- 
propriety of  adopting  it. 

The  gentleman  from  Virginia  (Mr.  Randolph] 
requested  that  when  any  member  rose  to  answer 
his  argument,  they  should  state  it  and  meet  it 
fairly.    I  am  not  gifted  with  any  extraordioarj 
powers  of  recollection,  but,  if  my  memorjr  viU 
serve  me,  I  will  endeavor  to  take  up  thecraoDtlet 
as  respects  two  arguments  advanced  by  the  geo- 
tleman  to  show  his  aversion  to  the  amendment; 
and,  one  of  them,  though  not  novel,  is  rather  ex- 
traordinary;   that  the  embargo,    that  measure 
which  be  considers  so  ruinous  to  his  country,  was 
laid  at  a  time  when  the  British  Orders  in  6oud- 
cil  were  not  known  in  this  country ;  he  afterwarii 
narrowed  his  assertion  by  saying  that  they  might 
have  been  known  in  New  York,  but  were  oot 
known  here.  As  at  that  time  I  had  not  the  honor 
of  a  seat  in  this  House,  I  cannot  declare  what 
was  known  here.    But  this  I  can  say,  that  tweire 
or  fifteen  da^s  before  the  embar^  was  known,  it 
was  known  in  New  York  that  it  was  the  inten- 
tion of  the  British  Government  to  issue  these  or- 
ders;  that  thev  were  agreed  to  on  the  llth  of 
November,  and  would  be  pubiisbed  on  the  14ti). 
But  the  gentleman  says  that,  even  if  they  were 
known,  they  were  not  officially  known.    What 
information  does  the  gentleman  require  to  an- 
thorize  him  to  act  ?    Official  information  rwh 
lates  but  a  small  proportion  of  the  acts  of  thii 
body.    The  Constitution  has  made  it  the  doty  ot 
the  President  to  lay  before  Congress  such  infor- 
mation as  he  may  possess  in  relation  to  the  afiain 
of  the  nation.    In  ordinary  times,  he  calls  the 
attention  of  Congress  to  the  interest  of  the  nation 

generally ;  and  from  the  information  which  they 
ring  with  them  do  they  generally  act.  Yet  tbisi 
information  is  not  official.  But,  what  idea  are 
we  to  attach  to  this  House  to  suppose  that,  on  im- 

rortant  occasions,  they  will  not  act  without  itf 
would  suppose  a  case:  A  messenger  runs  in 
and  tells  you  that  the  north  wing  of  this  build- 
inff  is  on  fire.  Would  you  wait  for  official 
infocmation  of  the  event  from  the  President  be- 
fore  you  seek  for  safety  ?  Of  this  fact,  of  the 
intention  of  the  British  Gk>vernment,  there  wai 
sufficient  evidence^  short  of  positive  proof,  not 
only  to  the  Executive,  but  to  this  House.  In  the 
Message  of  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
accompaiiying  the  documents  ealled  the  corre- 
spondence'between  Mr.  Armstrong  and  Mr.  Cham- 
pagny,  we  find  this  passage : 

*'  The  oommunicattons  now  made,  showing  the  great 
and  increasing  dangers  with  which  our  vesseb,  om 
seamen,  and  merchandise,  are  threatened  on  the  htgl 
sees  and.elsewhere  from  the  belfigerent  Powera,"  At 

What  belligerent  Powers  7  Who  were  thi 
beilifferents  (more  than  one,  observe)  to  whoa 
the  President  in  this  language  referred  ?  Can  it 
be  said  that  he  meant  France  and  Spain,  or  di^ 
he  not  mean  France  and  England  ?  Taxe  this 
with  another  fact,  that  it  was  known  as  early  a; 
the  correspondence  between  Mr.  Armstrong  an( 
Mr.  Cbampagny  was  received,  that  it  was  th< 
intention  of  the  French  Government,  (about  on< 


177 


HISTORY  OF  CONGRESS. 


178 


tfir,  1809. 


Vote  qf  Approbaiion, 


H.  or  R. 


«r  after  the  date  of  the  Berlin  decree,)  to  ex- 
nd  it  to  American  vessels. 

This  firit  information  was  a  fact  from  which 
Bother  fact  was  to  be  Inferred.    The  Orders  in 
JouDcil  (issued  seven  dajrs  after  the  treaty  was 
igned)  contained  a  practical  exposition  by  the 
{ritish  Gorernment  of  the  Berlin  decree,  and  a 
^claraiion  that  if  its  operation  was  extended  to 
iwtrals,  Great  Britain  would,  for  self-preserva- 
ioD,  retaliate  those  decrees,  unless  neutral  Pow- 
T8  woold  resist.    No  douht  could  remain  with 
he  American  Government  on  comparing  the  tn- 
ormaiion  from  Mr.  Armstrong  with  the  procta- 
Mtion.  of  the  intention  to  issue  such  orders.   But 
f  Ibis  be  not  sufficient  to  establish  the  fact  that 
h«e  orders  were  known  to  the  Government,  it  is 
he  fact  that  they  were  known  at  New  York  long 
jefore  the  embargo  ;  and  as  only  three  days  are 
tqui-ed  for  the  passage  of  the  mail  from  New 
fork  to  this  place,  it  is  fair  to  presume  that  it 
wsBot  only  known  to  the  Government,  but  to 
?Terf  gentleman   of  observation   at  this  place. 
whii  ihe  course  was  which  the  British  Govern- 
Kfli  intended  to  pursue.    I  find  that  the  inform- 
ttion  was  published  in  a  New  York  paper  of  the 
lah  of  December.     In  the  evidence  given  at  the 
arof  the  House  of  Commons,  Mr.  Martin  says 
ki  OD  the  12th  of  November,  he  wrote  a  circu- 
Ir  to  his  American  correspondents,  that  such 
ns  the  intention  of  the  British  Government,  and 
!bt  Orders  in  Council  to  such  effect  would  be 
wed,  and,  on  the  14th  November,  published  in 
ie  gazette;  and  he  produced  a  New  York  paper 
H  the  bar  of  the  House,  of  the  13th  December, 
{oniaining  the  extract  from    his    letter.    This 
iwwslhat  the  purport  of  these  orders  was  pub- 
bhed  JQ  New  York  on  the  13th  December.   But 
lis  is  immaterial.     I  should  suppose  that  the  ob- 
lectioB,  if  founded  in  fact,  would  be  of  very  in- 
WBsidcrablc  weight  if  this  was  a  good  measure. 
jfciDse  it  was  found  afterward  that  the  orders 
M  exist  and  would  have  gone  hi  to  operation  had 
»t  ihe  embargo  been  passed,  had  our  vessels  been 
fwniited  to  prosecute  their  rights  on  the  high 
■•s.   Certainly,  to  my  mind,  it  is  quite  immate- 
w  whether  it  was  •'  a  lucky  hit  or  the  dictate  of 
"adorn."    But   the  gentleman  from  Virginia 
•Ts  that  the  embargo  has  been  a  measure  calcu- 
«ed  only  to  work  the  ruin  of  this  country ;  that 
f»  operation  has  been  confined  to  America  ;  that 
ft  pernicious  effects  have  been  fell  here  and  here 
Jjr-   This,  sir,  is  very  different  language  from 
«t  which  has  been  held  on  the  floor  of  the 
ftitish  House  of  Commons  and  of  the  House  of 
Mi,  by  statesmen  of  the  first  respectability  in 
^teooDtry;  and  I  should  suppose  that  a  citizen 
^  the  British  nation,  feeling  an  interest  in  its 
rarity,  would,  at  least,  be  as  capable  of  judg- 
Jof  the  effects  of  such  a  measure,  as  a  citizen 
« this  country,  remaining  here,  while  its  effects 
**«  operating   there.    I  will  beg  leave,  for  a 
»5inent,  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
j»^t  Lord  Grenville  says  on  this  measure,  and 
wjDcidentally  mentions  another  fact,  which  had 
«w  contradicted  in  this  country  and  even  in  this 
'*wse.   [Mr.  F.  here  quoted  parts  of  Lord  Gren- 


ville's  speech,  published  in  No.  1.338  of  the  Na- 
tional Intelligencer.]    He  states  that  he  views  the 
embargo  to. have  been  alarming  in  its  effects;  he 
states  it  in   his  place  in  the  British  House  of 
Lords.    It  will  not,  after  this,  be  contended,  I  pre- 
sume, even  by  those  who  sav  that  the  measure 
was  ruinous  to  this  countrv,  that  it  was  not  inju- 
rious to  Great  Britain,  wno  was  really  the  ag- 
gressor upon  the  indisputable  rights  of  this  coun- 
try.    The  embargo,  however,  was  a  measura 
which  the  honorable  mover  of  the  resolution  had 
the  honor  to  oppose.    He  was  for  giving  up  this 
system  of  restriction ;  it  was  the  same. system 
which  had  been  commenced  in  1805  '6,  which  he 
considers  one  of  the  most  disastrous  periods,  and 
the  most  disastrous  system  which  the  country  ever 
witnessed  or  realized ;  and,  since  the  system  re- 
ceived his  zealous  opposition  throughout,  is  he, 
therefore,  desirous  now  to  depreciate  its  effects, 
as  ruinous  to  this  country  T   He  was  opposed  to 
the  non-importation  act,  passed  in  1806?    Why 
was  this  act  passed  1    This  country  found  itself 
bound  to  do  something  for  the  protection  of  com- 
merce.   What  was  the  slate  to  which  this  coun- 
try was  reduced  ?    New  nrinciples,  it  was  said, 
had  been  interpolated  in  the  laws  of  nations ;  the 
Admiralty  Courts  had  made  such  decisions  as  to 
authorize  the  capture  of  every  neutral  vessel  on 
the  high  seas ;  first,  by  deciding  that  touching  at 
neutral  ports  did  not  legalize  the  voyage,  but  that 
it  ought  to  be  considered  as  a  direct  voyage  from 
the  hostile  colony  to  Europe.    Upon  this  con- 
struction, the  Mercury,  witn  a  cargo  of  sugars 
from  the  Havana,  having  touched  at  Charleston, 
and  bound  to  Europe,  was  condemned  in  1802. 
Under  this  decision,  unexpected  as  it  was  novel, 
much  of  our  merchants'  property  was  captured 
and  condemned. 

Next,  the  British  Admiralty  Courts  held  it  re- 
quisite to  show  that  the  cargo  had  been  landed  in 
the  neutral  port,  and  the  duties  on  importation 
paid,  and  also  that  the  first  insurance  bad  been 
made  for  a  voyage  to  terminate  in  the  neutral 
country.  Then  it  was  held,  as  in  the  case  of  the 
Eifsex,  condemned  in  May,  1805|  that  the  duties 
on  importation  should  be  actually  paid  in  the  neu* 
tral  country ;  that  to  secure  them  by  bond,  and 
subject  to  a  drawback  on  exportation,  was  not 
sofficient.  These  extraordinary  decisions  sur- 
prised many  of  your  merchants,  and  subjected 
much  more  of  their  property  to  capture  and  cbn- 
demnatioQ.  It  was  invading  their  rights  from  a 
quarter  least  expected,  and  in  a  manner  they  were 
utterly  unprepared  to  meet.  Under  these  various 
unfounded  constructions  of  maritime  law,  your 
merchants  were  extremely  embarrassed--and 
what  was  their  language  upon  the  occasion? 
This  House  was  filled  with  memorials  and  re- 
monstrances, of  merchants  and  others,  from  one 
end  of  the  countrjr  to  the  other,  protesting,  in  the 
bold  language  of  free  an#  independent  men, 
against  these  aggressions.  Congress  found  it  ne- 
cessary to  have  recourse  to  some  measure  which 
would,  by  affecting  the  interest  of  the  aggressor, 
be  likely  to  prevent  future  outrages  of  this  kind. 
This  non-importation  act  was,  with  this  view,  pass- 
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ed.  Although  it  had  more  ttdvocates  than  oppo- 
nents, thiere  were  opponents  to  it,  and  the  gentle- 
man was  one  of  them.  He  would  not  fi^ht  for 
the  merchants,  he  would. not  contend  with  the 
Periwinkles  of  the  Strand,  1  think,  was  his  ex- 
pression then.  It  was  also  said,  that  the  British 
Qovernment  was  that  of  a  high-spirited  nation, 
and  wootd  never  treat  with  you  while  this  ^'rod'' 
was  held  over  her  head.  She  did  treat,  or  rather, 
she  did  condescend  to  treat,  (to  use  language  more 
consonant  to  the  id^as  of  the  opponents  of  these 
measures,)  notwithstanding  this  prediction*  The 
treaty  of  Mr.  Monroe  was  formed  during  the  exist- 
ence, I  will  not  say  operation,  of  this  measure.  It 
was  continued,  what  said  our  Ministers?  And  the 
ffenlleman  from  Virginia  will  consider  their  dec- 
laration, at  least  that  of  one  of  them,  as  |^d 
testimony.  Messrs.  Monroe  and  Pinkney  said, 
and  the  British  (Government  did  not  appear  to 
▼lew  it  differently,  (in  speaking  of  the  noa-i|n- 
portation  act:) 

"  The  ground  which  Congress  have  taken  in  this 
just  and  salutary  measure,  we  are  far  from  wishing  to 
abandon ;  but  to  suspend  and  abandon  are  very  diJbr- 
eat  things.  The  last  would  wound  deeply  the  honor 
of  the  nation,  and  prostrate  the  character  of  the  Gov- 
ernment ;  but  Uie  first  is  in  perfect  conformity  with  the 
spirit  and  purpose  of  the  law,  and,  while  it  would  fur- 
nish a  ngnal  proof  of  the  equity  and  modenltion  of 
our  public  councili,  would  preserve  unimpaired  that 
firm  and  dignified  attitude  which  it  becomes  us  at  all 
times,  but  now  more  especially,  to  maintain.^' 

But  there  is  one  other  arffoment,  or,  perhaps, 
sir,l  may  more  properly  call  it  a  remarlc,  made 
by  the  gentleman  in  debate,  one  dav  last  week,  to 
show  his  reasons  for  the  aversion  he  feels  to  the 
Into  Administration^  and  I  was  sorry  to  hear  it. 
It  was  this :  that  if  our  Government  had  accept •• 
ed  thai  treaty  in  1806,  we  should  have  avoided  all 
the  evils  we  suffered  under  the  embargo.  I  was 
sorry. to  hear  this,'  but  more  so,  to  hear  the  decla- 
ration which  followed ;  and  I  do  not  belieye  the 
gentleman  himself  could,  on  reflection,  entertain 
the  opinion,  '*  that  the  Qovernment  would  never 
get  a  better  treatjr."  Are  these  declarations  dis- 
creet, and* becoming  an  American,  and  intended 
to  have  a  beneficiarefiect  on  that  nation  in  the 
contemplated  negotiation  ?  Will  the  declaration 
that  we  cannot  optain  a  better  treaty  answer  any 
valuaible  purpose;  that  we  cannot  get  a  better 
treaty  than  that  which,  in  fact,  was  no  treaty  at 
all,  because  it  contained  provision  for  violating  it, 
if  the  3ri;tish  Government  saw  fit — a  salvo  re- 
pugnant to  the  feelipgs  of  every  American  i  and 
the  principal  subject  of  dispute,  the  impressment 
Of  our  seameb.  a  subject  ofgreat  interest  and  anx- 
iety, was  wholly  omitted  ?  What  reason  has  this 
nation  to  believe  that  a  better  treaty  wiU  not  be 
concluded  ?  We  shall  have  a  better  treaty,  sir.  I 
am  warranted  in  saying  that  such  will  be  the  re- 
sult. I  will  not  gue&tion  the  sincerity  of  either 
Qovernment  on  this  occasion,  because  I  believe 
it  to  be  the  interest  of  both  to  form  a  treaty  that 
will  be  acceptable  to  each.  I  am  authorized  to 
say,  from  the  correspondence  between  Mr.  Ers- 
ami  Mr.  Smith,  that  we  shall  have  a  treaty 


which  will  be  satisfactory  and  different  from  tha 
of  1806;  and  what  authority  have  I  for  this?  1 
is  said  by  the  British  Minister  that  His  Majest 
will  send  a  Minister,  not  to  treat  but  ^  to  cod 
elude  a  treaty"  on  all  the  points  of  the  relstio^ 
between  the  two  countries.  This  is  sufficient  i 
justify  me  in  saying  that  all  the  points  in  diffej 
ence  or  at  issue  between  the  two  coantiies  willli 
settled. 

But  there  was  one  other  remark,  and  the  ga 
tleipan  urged  it  as  though  he  was  really  serion 
Although  among  the  last  he  made,  it  was  not  to 
leasjt  extraordinary.  I  had  heard  it  made  befo 
I  came  to  this  Hoode,  hut  thought  it  was  ioteo 
ed  merely  to  answer  electioneering  purposes,  aq 
not  believed  by  those  who  made  it.  It  was  | 
this  efifect :  that  the  present  prospect,  so  fair,  w^ 
the  result  of  the  exertions  of  the  minority  Id  im 
countr^i  and  particularly  in  Congress.  I  ner 
did  believe  that  gentlemen  who  claimed  this 
due  to  the  exertions  of  the  minority  wereorcou 
be  seriods ;  and,  when  I  beard  it  thrown  out,  i 
this  floor  since,  it  could  not  b»t  remind  me  of  to 
fly,  placed  on  the  chariot  wheel,  exclaiming  'iJ 
what  a  dust  we  flies  make  I"  It  is  really  sorprij 
ing  to  me,  and  I  am  willing  to  confess  it,  to  iho^ 
(and  there  are  many,}  who  have  more  experieu 
in  legislation  than  1  have,  how  a  minority  ea 
control  the  majority.  It  is  the  firat  time  tU 
ever  I  heard  a  minority  in  a  representative  Go 
ernment  claim  the  merit  of  a  system -which  tb 
minority,  call  them  Federalists,  "  ultra  or  dim 
**  Federalists,"  protesters,  or  what  not,  opposed,] 
the  extent  of  their  ability.  It  is  repug;iiant  to  tb 
very  meaning  of  the  term  '' minority''  in  tbe£iu 
lisb  language.  For  a  moment,  lei  me  ask  j(i 
sir,  what  system  did  they  advise  ?  £ven  the  la 
measure,  adopted  on  the  subject  of  our  foreifl 
relations,  viz :  the  non-intercourse  law,  was  d 
posed  by  them ;  and.  really,  among  the  compai 
sons  with  which  the  gentleman  from  Virginj 
enlightens  the  members  of  this  House.  I  recoil^ 
one  in  relation  to  that  bill,  in  which  ne  said  thj 
it  reminded  him  of  the  man  who  had  invented^ 
mode  of  "letting  off  his  gun,  by  degrees.''  E 
not  only  disapproved  of  the  ineasure  but  rij 
iculed  it.  Who  adopted  the  measure,  sir  ?  Whi 
had  it  proved  disastrous,  would  have  been  call^ 
to  account  for  iti  The  minority  7  No,  sir ;  tl 
majority.  In  all  popular  governments  and  assed 
blies,  there  will  be  minorities.  There  were  m 
norities  in  our  Revolution ',  but,  after  our  iod{ 
pendence  was  achieved,  we  did  not  hear  thej 
claim  the  honor  of  it.  There  was  a  minority 
the  Convention  which  framed  theConstitutioQJ 
the  United  States;  but  we  have  not  heard  tl^ 
minority  say  that  it  was  owing  to  their  exertio< 
that  this  charter  of  our  liberties  was  adopiej 
Really,  sir,  as  it  strikes  my.  mind,  an  argumeDt 
this  kind  scarcely  merits  an  attempt  at  seriov 
refutation.  Let  me  ask,  sir,  did  the  mioorij 
eject  Mr.  Jefferson  ?  Did  they  or  the  proteste 
elect  Mr  Madison  ?  The  gentleman  said,  I  W 
ollect,  that  be  does  qot  consider  the  President ) 
the  Administration  7  Do  the  minority  coostitui 
it,  then  ?  With  whom  are  treaties  formed  1  wil 
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lie  Administration  or  with  iodiTiduals  7  It  really 
ppears  to  me  that  the  ^ntleman  cannot  nrg« 
bis  claim  again ;  and  I  »boald  not  hare  made 
bese  remaivs,  if  it  had  not  been  one  of  the  most 
xtraordinary  aasiSnions  which  I  ever  recollect  to 
are  been  made  on  the  floor  of  this  House. 
Another  reason  assigned  by  the  gentleman  for 
lis  opposition  was,  that  the  present  state  of  things 
ras  owing  to  a  change  of  measures.  And,  quot- 
Bg  one  of  Moliere's  best  comedies,  ^  nous  avoru 
hangee  UnU  cela/* — [Mr.  Randolph  said,  that 
he  gentleman's  French  was  neither  his  French 
K)r  Moliere'^  French;]  What  I  understood  the 
[entleman  to  mean,  aaid  Mr.  F.,  waa,  *^  we  hate 
hanged  all  that."  Now,  sir,  were  he  to  say  that 
hejr  (the  British  Gk)yernment)  have  changed  the 
tate  of  things,  I  should  not  object  to  it,  be  it 
irbose  French  it  may.  And  as  an  evidence  that 
here  was  no  change  of  disposition  on  our  part,  I 
tfer  to  the  Message  of  the  President,  if  his  opin- 
ion be  deserving  ofany  weight  in  the  estimation 
}f  the  gentleman  from  Virginia.  He  says,  that 
'he  cannot  do  less  th^in  refer  to  the  proposal 
heretofore  made  on  the  part  of  the  United  Slates, 
embracing  a  like  restoration  of  the  suspended 
commerce,  as  a  proof  of  the  spirit  of  accommo- 
dation which  has  at  no  time  been  intermit*' 
ted,  and  to  the  restilt  which  now  cMs  for  our 
coogratalations  as  corroborating  the  principles 
by  which  the  public  councils  hare  been  guided 
during  a  period  of  the  most  trying  embarrass- 
ments." 

Lord  Grenville,  in  corroboration,  acknowledges 
that  the  same  offer  was  made  in   August  last. 
Bot,  says  the  gentleman,  the  state  of  things  is  not 
DOW  the  same  as  when  that  offer  was  made,  and 
Great  Britain  has  better  .terms.  I  will  not  attempt 
to  examine,  at  length,  the  propriety  of  the  gentle- 
mao's  reasoning — bot,  if  sne  nas  oetter  terms,  rs 
it  owing  to  us  ?    Is  it  because  the  aggressions  of 
France  required  us  to  place  that  nation  on  the 
same  footing  with  Great  Britain  in  relation  to  us, 
or  that  we  have  changed  to  accommodate  Eng- 
had?    At  the  time  the  embargo  was  laid,  French 
depredations  had  not  gone  to  that  length  to  which 
they  afterward  exteiided;  at  that  time  she  had 
Dot  burnt  onr  ships  or  imprisoned  our  citizens,  as 
the  afterward  did.    And,  shall  it  be  stated  as  mat- 
to  of  complaint  against  us,  that  we  found  it  ne- 
cessary to  adopt  this  measure  with  respect  to 
i^rance.  and  place  her  on  an  equal  footing  with 
Great  Britain — and  that  Great  Britain,  in  conse- 
|Qence  of  this,  altered  her  system  toward  us  1 
ohall  it  be  said  that  we  placed  her  on  a  better 
ibotiog,  and  that  the  change  in  our  relations  is 
ittributable  to  a  change  of  sentiment  in  this  Got- 
(TQiDent?    This  argument  is  not  correct.    If  she 
stiods  on  a  better  Noting  now,  it  is  not  owing  to 
lehanffe  which  we  hare  made,  but  to  a  change 
i&ihe  French  system,  and  an  alteration  in  her 
own ;  and  shall  we  not  resist  the  French  Govern- 
iQpm,  because,  if  Great  Britain  should  see  fit  to 
accept  the  terms  she  has  once  refused,  it  would 
place  her  in  a  better  situation?    Yet  this  seems 
to  be  the  principal  reason  assigned  for  opposing 
^t  resdation  as  amended.    This  argument  of 


the  gentlemen,  then,  does  not  operate  with  suffi- 
cient force  to  induce  me  to  reject  the  proposed 
amendment,  or  to  adopt  his  motion; 

Although,  sir,  I  am  opposed  to  voting  on  this 
resolution  in  ao^  other  manner  than  for  mdefinite 
postponement,  it  is  not  from  anv  objection  to  the 
conauct  of  the  present  or  last  Admioistration.  I 
do  believe  that  passinf^  the  resolution  would  es- 
tablish a  precedent  which  would  be  productive  of 
the  most  injurious  consequences;  and  I  think 
that  we  ought  to  look  with  a  single  eye  (o  our 
Constitutional  duties,  and,  a&  seldom  as  possible, 
to  go  out  of  the  plain  path  pointed  out  by  the 
Constitution.  And  for  these  considerations  I  am 
opposed  to  it.  I  believe  it  a  measure  altogether 
unnecessary  in  the  presjpnt  situation  of  the  natiooi 
not  required  by  our  political  relaticws  at  home  or 
abroad^ and  out  of  the  line  of  our  duty  as  Icffisla- 
tors;  and,  unless  compelled  by  necessity,  I  will 
jiot  vote  on  this  or  any  similar  resolution  in  any 
other  manner  than  that  it  shall  be  indefinitely 
postponed.  . 

TnoRBDaT.  June  1. 

A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Rbba,  of  Tennee* 
see,  that  the  House  do  cotqe  to  the  following  res- 
olution : 

Rendoed,  Thai  the  Conunittee  of  Public  Lands  do 
inquire  into  Uie  expediency  of  laying  off  and  describmgy 
by  certain  metes  and  bounds,  a  tract  of  country  tp 
which  the  Indian  titltf  is  extinguished,  within  the 
limits  of  the  Territory  of  Orleans,  and  to 'include  all 
the  settlements  within  the  said  Territory,  and  of  having 
the  said  tract  of  conntry  laid  off  into  townships ,  and 
sections,  half  and  quarter  sections,  agreeably  to  the 
several  laWa  heretofore  made  fbr  surveying  the  publie 
lands  of  the  United  SUtes,  and  also  to  inquire  into  Uie 
expediency  of  granting  one  quarter  of  a  section  to 
every  free  male  white  person  who  now  resides  thereon, 
or  who  will,  within  -*^  years,  actually  improve  and 
reside  Uiereon. 

The  resolution  was  read,  and  ordered  to  lie  oa 
the  table« 

Mr.  QI7INCT  presented  two  memorials,  one 
from  the  manufacturers  of  hats,  in  the  Common- 
wealth of  Massachusetts,  the  other  from  the  jour« 
ticymen  batters  in  Boston,  to  the  sameefibct  with 
sundry  other  memorials  of  hatters  before  stated.-* 
Referred  to  the  Committee  of  Commerce  and 
Manufactures. 

Mr.  Morrow,  from  the  Committee  on  the 
Public  Iwiands.  presented  a  bill  authorizing  the 
appointment  of  an  agent  for  the  Land  Office  at 
Kaskaskia,  and  allowing  compensation  to  the 
commissioners  and  clerk;  which  was  read  twice 
and  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
to-morrow. 

Mr.  Vaw  Horn,  moved  that  the  House  do  come 
to  the  following  resolution : 

Resolved,  That  a  committee  be  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  expediency  of  modifying  or  repealing  the  laws 
relative  to  drawback;  and  that  they  have  leave  to  re- 
port by  bill  or  otherwise : 

And  on  the  question  that  the  House  do  now 
proceed  to  the  consideration  of  the  resolution,  it 
was  determined  in  the  negative — 58  to  42.  - 
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On  motion  of  Mr.  Randolph,  the  House  pro- 
ceeded to  consider  the  resolution  proposed  by  him 
on  the  thirtieth  ultimo,  in  the  words  following,  to 
wit: 

Ruohedj  That  provision  onght  to  be  made,  by  law, 
for  takmg  the  third  census  of  the  inhabiUnts  of  the 
United  SUtes: 

And  the  question  being  taken  that  the  House 
do  agree  to  the  same,  it  was  resolved  in  the  affir- 
mative. 

Orderedy  That  the  said  resolution  be  referred 
to  Mr.  Randolph,  Mr.  Desha,  Mr.  Cbawpord, 
Mr.  Tract,  and  Mr.  Pickman. 

A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Lewis,  that  the 
House  do  now  proceed  to  the  consideration  of  a 
resolution  proposed  by  him  on  the  thirty-first 
ultimo,  relative  to  a  removal  of  the  Military  Ac- 
ademy from  West  Point  to  the  City  of  Washing- 
ton. And  the  question  bein^  taken  thereupon,  it 
was  determined  in  the  negative. 

Mr.  Southard,  moved  that  the  House  do  come 
to  the  following  resolution: 

Resohed,  That  a  committee  be  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  propriety  of  passing  a  law  to  prescribe  the 
mode  of  taking  eyidence  in  cases  of  contested  elections 
for  Members  of  the  House  of  RepresantatlTes  of  the 
United  States,  and  to  compel  the  attendance  of  wit- 
nesses, and  that  the  committee  hare  leave  to  report  by 
Bill,  or  otherwise. 

A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Gardenier,  to 
amend  the  said  resolution,  by  striking  out  the 
words  "a  committee  be  appointed,"  and  to  insert, 
in  lieu  thereof,  the  words,  "the  Committee  of 
Elections  be  directed  .*"  And  the  question  being 
taken  thereupon,  it  was  determined  in  the  nega- 
tive. The  question  was  then  taken  to  agree  to 
the  original  resolution,  and  resolved  in  the  affirm- 
ative ;  and  Mr.  Southard,  Mr.  Clat,  Mr.  McKie, 
Mr.  C6bb,  and  Mr.  Sturqeb,  were  appointed  a 
committee,  pursuant  to  the  said  resolution. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Randolph,  the  House  pro- 
ceeded to  consider  the  resolution  proposed  by  him 
on  the  twenty-fifth  ultimo,  in  the  words  foUow- 
ioe,  to  wit : 

Mtaohed^  That  proTision  ought  to  be  made  by  law 
to  secure  the  i^ght  to  an  impartial  jury  in  all  casen, 
ciTil  and  criminal,  maintained  in  the  Courts  of  the 
United  States: 

And  the  question  being  taken  that  the  House 
do  a^ree  to  the  same,  it  was  resolved  in  the  affir- 
mative. 

Ordered^  That  the  said  resolution  be  referred 
to  Mr.  Randolph,  Mr.  Wheaton,  Mr.  Smilie, 
Mr.  Bibb,  alid  Mr.  Rhea  of  Tennessee. 

DOMESTIC  MANUPACTURES. 
Mr.  Lton  said  he  felt  himself  called  upon,  by 
the  resolution  laid  on  the  table  yesterday  by  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts,  to  propose  a  res- 
olution. He  had  not  himself  been  in  favor  of 
encouraging  manufactures  by  laying  an  embargo ; 
but  the  House  had  done  so,  and  he  was  not  for 
deserting  them  all  at  once.  The  enumeration  of 
articles  mentioned  in  the  following  resolution 
miffht  be  defective,  but  he  wished  to  try  the  prin- 
ciple: 


Ruohed,  That  for  tht  protection  of  those  who  hare 
commenced,  and  the  encouragement  of  those  whomtj 
be  disposed  to  set  on  foot,  manufactures  within  the 
United  States  of  the  articles  hereafter  enumerated,  u 
well  as  for  the  encouragement  of  the  cultivatioii  of  the 
productions  necessary  for  such  manufactures,  provision 
ought  forthwith  to  be  made  by  law  to  subject  to  addi- 
tional duties  on  their  importation  into  the  United  Stitei 
all  articles  of  which  leather  is  the  material  of  chief 
Value ;  hemp  and  cotton  and  dl  articles  of  which  thej 
or  either  of  them  are  the'  material  of  chief  Taloe; 
woollen  cloths  whose  invoice  prices  shall  exceed  lix 
shillings  steriing  per  square  vard ;  woollen  hosieiy,  win- 
dow glass,  silver  and  plated  wares,  paper  of  eveiy  de- 
scription, nails,  spikes  and  tacks,  hats,  clothing  ready 
made,  millinery  of  all  kinds,  beer,  ale,  and  porter. 

Mr.  MiLNOR  observed  that  this  resolution  con- 
templated a  duty  on  what  was  not  at  present  aod 
probably  could  not  be  manufactured  in  this  coun- 
try.   He  had  no  objection  to  Congress  pursuing 
such  tneasures  as  might  judiciously  encourage 
manufactures;  but  it  was  a  subject  which  required 
serious  consideration.    He  believed  that  amons 
the  manias  to  which  the  gentleman  himself  hu 
alluded  the  other  day,  the  mania  for  encouraging 
manufactures  mieht  also  arise  to  a  dangerous  de 
gree.    The  gentleman  contemplated  a  duty  on 
all  o4oths  above  six  shillings  sterling  a  square  yard. 
Mr.  M.  said  it  was  well  known  that  in  this  coun- 
try, although  the  coarser  cloths  were  manufac- 
tured to  a  great  extent  in  domestic  circles,  we 
could  not  get  into  the  manufacture  of  fine  cloths. 
There  were  not  matc^rials  for  it.    He  was  happy 
to  have  seen  a  disposition  to  improve  the  breed 
of  sheep;  but  at  this  time  the  country  was  not 
competent  to  the  manufacture  of  these  articles. 
If  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky  was  in  posses- 
don  of  information  which  he  might  have  obtain- 
ed, Mr.  M.  said  he  would  have  known  that  the 
present  price  of  wool  in  England,  and  the  situa^ 
tion  of  their  manufacturers,  had.  raised  the  pric^ 
of  fine  cloths  so  much  as  nearly  to  stop  their  im^ 
portation  into  this  country,  without  the  impedi^ 
ment  of  a  duty.    He  had  no  objection  to  seeii^ 
manufactures  encouraged  by  a  determination  in 
gentlemen  to  wear  dotnestic  fabrics,  even  at  ? 
greater  expense,  in  preference  to  any  other;  but 
be  would  not  encourage  them  by  law.    Manufac' 
tures  had  alreadv  been  commenced  in  the  Eastcrti 
States  before  the  embargo,  and  which,  withoul 
anv  additional  duties,  had  grown  to  a  consideci 
able  extent.    They  were  establishments  in  which 
a  great  number  of  hands  were  employed  at  lovl 
wages,  the  emoluments  of  the  business  going  intc 
the  pockets  of  a  few  individuals,  were  alreadj 
enriched  by  them ;  and  the  laying  an  additiona 
dutv  would  only  throw  so  much  money  into  th< 
pockets  of  those  individuals,  who  alone  woulj 
benefit  by  it.    Mr.  M.  stated  the  article  of  tacki 
to  have  risen  in  price  during  the  embargo,  «nd  ai 
being  necessary  to  manv  madufactures;  and  tax 
in^  them,  he  said,  would  be  in  foot  to  tax  the  man 
ufacturers,  whom  it  was  proposed  to  encourage 
He  approved  of  the  plan  proposed  by  Mr.  Bacok 
for  calling  for  a  report  from  the  Secretary  of  thi 
Treasury  on  the  subject ;  and  moved  tnat  thi 
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icsolotioo  be  referred  to  the  Committee  of  Com- 
meree  tod  Manafactares,  to  whom  was  referred 
«  moch  of  the  President's  Message  as  related  to 
llus  sabjecL 

Mr.  Nbwton  observed  that  the  Committee  of 
Commerce  and  Manufactures  already  had  this 
mbject  under  consideration,  by  order  of  the  House. 

Mr.  Lton  said  he  bad  no  objection  to  the  refer- 
ence of  this  resolatioD  to  the  t:ommittee  as  an  in- 
stractioo ;  for  that  was  the  course  which  he  had 
designed  to  give  to  it.  He  said  he  was  once  him- 
iclf  a  great  manafacturer  in  iron,  but  had  failed 
of  saccess  from  the  want  of  encouragement. 
Fine  woollens,  Mr.  L.  said,  were  not  necessary  in 
this  country  jJlhere  were  coats  in  the  House  that 
cost  Ifss  than  six  shillings  the  square  yard ;  and 
he  questioned  whether  that  which  he  wore  cost 
tomaeb.  In  reply  to  Mr.  Milnor's  obserratioas 
iboQt  tacks,  Mr.  L.  said  that  there  was  a  manu- 
&ctory  of  tacks  in  the  capital  of  the  State  from 
irhich  the  gentleman  was  a  representative,  which 
made  these  artieles  much  more  expeditiously  than 
thej  were  ever  made  before,  and  much  cheaper 
thao  they  could  be  imported.  From  the  mer- 
ebnts  of  the  great  cities  objections  had  always 
been  made  to  these  duties,  and  always  would  oe 
Bide,  because  they  raised  the  price  of  goods,  and 
eooseqaently  lessened  the  importation,  and  dimin- 
ished their  profits ;  and  if  Congress  were  to  wait 
till  they  consented  to  this  measure,  it  would  never 
(e  done.  But  he  could  see  no  excuse  for  this 
HoQse  evading  a  vote  on  this  subject,  or  for  their 
Mglecting  to  take  some  measures  for  the  encour- 
igement  of  manufactures. 

Mr.  Macon  said  he  was  opposed  to  referring 
this  motion  to  the  Committee  of  Commerce  and 
Manufactures,  excepting  the  House  should  think 
]»oper  to  refer  it  as  an  instruction,  for  he  believed 
that  the  Committee  would  not  report  this  session. 
1&  the  country  in  which  he  lived,  the  people  want- 
ed no  protecting  duties  to  encourage  domestic 
isanofactures ;  the  only  way  to  encourage  them 
Tas  for  oar  great  people,  for  instance  the  Presi- 
fcot  and  Heads  of  Departments,  to  make  them 
iKhioDable.    Until  domestic  manufacture  was 
Ihns  encouraged,  it  would  not  thrive ;  laying  a 
tu  OD  foreign  goods  would  but  tat  the  many  for 
ibe  benefit  of  the  few.    He  had  no  idea  of  laying 
tees  to  induce  men  to  work  in  iron,  leather,  or 
ta7  other  article.    He  wished  not  to  refer  this 
%$oItitioD,  because  he  wished  to  meet  the  ques- 
^.   Let  it  be  referred,  and  it  would  be  claimed 
a  the  commencement  of  a  system,  and  as  an  eam- 
Bt  of  what  was  to  be  done.    When  the  merchants 
•f  this  country  had  too  much  capital  to  employ 
K  ia  the  commerce  of  the  United  States,  they 
^Id  either  employ  it  in  the  iigprovement  of 
^conntry,  or  convert  it  into  manutactories;  and 
>atii  this  was  the  case,  men  of  capital  would  not 
^pioy  it  in  manufactures.    All  that  could  be 
^  m  manufactures  in'  this  country,  Mr.  M. 
^  was  already  done  in  the  domestic  way.    Be- 
'^  there  is  a  surplus  of  capital,  yon  cannot  go 
'Q  nanafactures.     Any  attempt  to  do  it  before 
thttime,  would  be  like  an  attempt  to  raise  vege- 1 
uUct  in  a  hot-hoase.    The  people  who  were  in  I 


favor  of  the  embargo,  did  not  look  upon  it  as  the 
gentleman  did,  as  an  encouragement  to  manufao- 
turing;  they  avowed  the  .object  which  they  had 
in  view,  ana  that  was  not  the  encouragement  of 
manufactures.  Of  what  advantage  was  it  to  the 
community  to  tax  themselves  to  make  the  articles 
mentioned  in  the  resolution?  So  long  as  there 
were  so  many  other  ways  of  making  a  livingi 
people  would  not  go  into  manufacturing  houses. 
Whilst  the  present  Constitution  remained  to  the 
United  States^  Mr.  M;  said  it  was  utterly  impos- 
sible for  the  United  States  to  become  a  manufac- 
turing nation.  The  Qovernment  must  be  mate- 
rially changed  before  it  could  succeed;  laws  must 
be  passed  to  prevent  workmen  from  conspiring  to 
raise  their  wages ;  and  all  the  laws  on  this  subject 
in  existence  in  England,  would  become  necessary 
here.  Since  the  tax  had  been  laid  on  leather 
manufactures  imported,  the  price  of  articles  of 
leather  had  nearly  doubled  in  this  country,  and 
the  quality  was  not  as  good  as  before.  Gk>ing 
into  this  system  he  feared  would  encourage  smug^ 
gling — and  what  then  would  become  of  manufac- 
tures? They  would  be  destroyed.  Mr.  M.  con- 
cluded his  observations  by  expressing  his  wish 
that  a  decision  should  now  be  made  on  the  sub- 
ject. 

Mr.  PicxMAM  followed  Mr.  Maoon  on  the  same 
side  of  the  question.  He  said  he  certainly  was 
in  favor  of  encouraging  manufactures;  but  it 
ought  to  be  recollected  that  there  were  other  in- 
terests also,  and  they  oujg^ht  not  to  suffer  their 
zeal  for  manufactures  to  injure  the  more  import 
tant  interests  of  agriculture  or  commerce.  He 
considered  agriculture  as  the  greatest  interest  and 
the  most  honorable  and  useful  employment,  as 
the  most  favorable  to  health  and  congenial  to  nan- 

Kiness ;  and  he  feared  an  essential  injury  might 
e  done  to  the  country  by  converting  affricul- 
turists  into  manufacturers.  We  ought  also  to 
consider  (said  he)  that  we  now  hold  out  consid- 
erable encouragement  to  manufactures,  for  almost 
all  the  revenue  of  the  United  States  is  derived 
from  imposts  on  foreign  manufactures,  the  duties 
on  which  already  average  thirty  per  cent.,  and 
that  is  surely  sufficient.  Mr.  P.  said  he  was  much 
alarmed  when  he  found  this  motion  predicaled 
on  the  old  non^importation  act,  which  he  consid- 
ered the  most  absurd  and  impolitic  measure  that 
had  ever  been  enacted.  It  had  prohibited  such 
goods  as,  if  not  neoessaries  of  life,  habit  and  long 
usage  had  made  necessary  for  comfort— and  what 
was  the  consequence  1  The  articles  had  risen  to 
most  enormous  prices — ^and  what  resulted  from 
this?  The  goods  had  beei^  smuggled  into  the 
country,  and  instead  of  paiying  money  to  the 
Treasury,  had  been  paying  it  to  unprincipled 
smugglers.  It  was  not  perfectly  true  in  political 
arithmetic  that  two  ana  two  make  four ;  for  by 
doubling  the  duty  they  would  not  double  the  rev- 
enue, but  very  probably  much  diminish  it.  He 
said  he  did  believe  that  some  manufactures  de- 
served encouragement ;  but  the  House  should  pro- 
ceed cautiously.  The  subject  could  uot  be  di*- 
cussed  at  this  short  session,  and  the  very  agitation 
of  the  questioBj  by  inducing  men  to  ntabliili 
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manufactares,  in  crxpectatioo  of  encouragieinant, 
might  do  great  injury. 

Mr.  Holland  thought  very  differently  from 
his  colleague  (Mr.  Macon)  pa  this  sabjeet.  He 
thought  manufactures  ought  to  be  encouraged, 
and  that  this  nation  would  neTer  be  completely 
independent  till  they  we^e  fostered  in  preference 
to  otner  systems.  The  gentleman  had  asked  what 
good  was  to  be  derived  from  the  establishment  of 
manufactures?  Mr.  H.  said  he  would  answer 
bim  that  it  would  place  the  Government  in  a  state 
of  independence  of  all  the  casualties  of  the  ocean 
and  of  external  commerce;  we  should  not  then 
be  cooTulsed  by  the  ctorms  of  Europe.  We  ought 
not,  he  said,  to  encourage  foreign  .enterprise,  when, 
With  the  same  eaterpriae  at  home,  we  could'  be 
equally  happy  and  less  subject  to  disasters.  From 
eaternal  commerce  had  arisen  all  our  difficulties ; 
from  that  source  were  derived  all  our  navy  and 
army  bills.  We  should  comparatively  stand  in. 
peed  of  no  revenue  if  we  were  to  turn  our  atten- 
tion to  the  cultivation  of  our  own  resources.  We 
were,  he  said,  distant  from  the  scenes  of  war.  and 
nothing  was  necessary  to  make  us  happy  but  the 
encouragement  of  our  own  manufactures.  It  was 
unjust  not  to  protect  them,  for  we  could  not  pro- 
tect our  commerce  on  the  ocean,  and  ought  to 
turn  our  eyes  to  the  measures  which  would  make 
lis  comfortable  and  happy ;  and  this  was  one  of 
them.  With  this  nation,  Mr.  H.  said,  agriculture 
was  the  firsts  manufactures  the  second,  and  ex- 
ternal commerce  a  minor  consideration.  The  sit- 
uation of  Great  Britain  rendered  external  com- 
merce absolutely  necessary  to  her  existence ;  but 
we  were  differently  situated  and  could  do  with- 
out. Without  her  wooden  walls,  Great  Britain 
would  long  before  this  time  have  become  a  prov- 
ince of  the  Continent.  But  was  this  the  situation 
of  Aroeriaa?  No;  we  bad  our  own  resources, 
independent  of  the  world,  and  ought  to  cultivate 
them. 

Mr.  Lovfi  made  some  remarks  going  to  show 
that  this  was  an  important  subject,  but  that  the 
attention  of  the  House  had  been  prematurely  and 
in  an  irregalar  manner  called  to  it. 

The  question  for  reference  to  the  Committee 
was  loet,  66  to  49. 

VOTE  OP  APPROBATION. 

The  House  took  up  the  unfinished  business  of 
yesterday  (the  resolution  approving  the  conduct 
of  the  Executive.) 

Mr.  RasAsaid  he  was  gratified  to  perceive  how 
desirous  thegeatleman  who  moved  the  resolution 
was  to  apprut>aie  tbe  President  of  the  United 
States,  for  his  late  conduct  respecting  the  rela- 
tions of  the  United  States  with  Great  .Britain. 
He  was  disposed  as  much  as  any  gentleman  to 
approbate  the  conduct  of  the  President  in  this 
case,  and,  with  the  mover  of  the  resolution,  mani- 
fest the  confidence  he  had  in  the  first  officer  of 
this!  nation ;  that  although  he  might  l«ree  sub- 
ataatialiy  with  the  gentleman  who  introduced  the 
resolution,  bO  far  as  related  to  approbating  the 
President. only,  he  did  not  agree  with  him  in  the 
nanner.  .It  did  not  appear  to  be  bis  duty,  as  a 


Representative  of  the  sovereign  people,  to  be  eag 
ployed  offering  the  sfcrifiee  of  adulatioa  intbl 
manner ;  and  more  so,  as  it  is  said  the  President  bi 
only  done  his  duty.  It  is  urged  that  if  the  res 
lution  be  adopted,  it  will  be  a  sapport  to  the  Pres 
deat  in  his  present  conduct,  and  a  guide  for  hii 
in  his  future  conduct.  If  this  is  anything,  it  ii 
reason  that  the  resolution  should  not  be  adopte 
The  Executive  of  the  United  States  is  a  distia 
department  of  the  Ghivernment,  and  in  this  en 
does  not  rttuire  a  resoLotion  of  this  nature  forb 
support.  The  House  of  Representatives  by  tl 
Constitution  is  not  authorized  to  interfere  wi 
the  treatyHuaking  power ;  that  power,  vested 
the  President  and  Senate  by  the  ConstitatioD,i 
to  be  where  it  is  unbiased,  uaprejndiced,  and  i^ 
in  opinion  foreclosed  by  ttny  resolution  or  to 
of  this  House.  An  attempt  lo  infloence  lb 
power  in  any  manner  virtually  contemplated  I 
this  resolution,  is  derogatory  to  tbadignuyof  tb 
House,  if  adopted  will  be  an  encroachment  on  a 
treaty*niaking  power,  and  eventually  may  be  IdJ 
rious  to  the  Mat  intereau  of  this  nation.  Hew 
(he  observed)  it  will  appear  tbat  he  was  in  fafi 
of  i)ostponing  the  resolution. 

The  conduct  of  the  late  Administration  aodl 
the  present  did  not  to  him  appear  different  Ti 
act  for  doing  whereof  the  resolution  is  propos^ 
is  an  effect  in  consequence  of  the  measores  adcj 
ted  in  the  time  of  the  late  Administration.  Tl 
authority  to  issue  the  proclamation  for  renew 
of  commercial  intercourse  was  given  by  the  do, 
intercourse  law,  and.  that  law  was  enacted  in  u 
time  of  the  late  President;  if  he  had  continued  I 
be  President,  he,  no  doubt,  would  have  acted  in 
similar  manner;  there  is  the  more  reason  soi 
believe,  because  the  propositions  now  offered  1 
Great  Britain  are,  so  far  as  they  go,  the  sas 
which  the  late  President  insisted  on.  It  mi|[ 
have  been  as  well  if  the  resolution  had  not  been  i 
trod  need ;  the  discussion  arising  therefrom  mig 
as  well  not  have  been  made  necessary,  because 
leads  to  a  recapitulation  of  things^  therecoUecti 
whereof  may  not  be  attended  with  any  good.  B 
t«r  and  more  conducive  to  the  interest  of  this  i 
tion  would  it  have  been,  to  haire  adopted  the  st 
timent  so  candidly  and  honorably  expressed 
the  British  Minister  in  his  letter  of  the  seveoteeo 
of  April  last,  in  the  beginning  of  tbe  correspc 
dence  between  him  and  the  Secretary  of  Sti 
and  thereby  at  this  time  not  have  afiorded  can 
to  recapitulate  any  existing  differences  of  ft 
kind  relative  to  thv  relations  of  the  United  Su' 
With  Great  Britain,  and  to  have  confided  thed 
cuasiott  of  all  differences  to  the  department  auth* 
ized  by  the  Constitution  to  act  thereon. 

In  examinjpg  the  merits  of  the  resolution, 
certainly  is  not  neoesaary  to  inquire  to  what  at 
the  partial  old  non-importation  law,  the  proe 
mation  of  the  President  interdicting  British  aroa 
ships  and  vessels  from  the  ports,  waters,  and  b< 
pitaliiy  of  the  United  States,  the  embargo  Is^ 
and  non-intercourse  law,  are  to  be  ascribed,  i 
patriot  citizen  of  the  United  States  will  assc 
that  all  or  any  of  the  same  la wa  and  proclamati 
were  or  was  the  effect  of,  or  originated  froa 
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EiDse  or  causes  ftlcoffether  intriiisie  and  limited 
rithio  the  United  States,  and  entirely  distinct 
^rom  the  condaet  of  foreign  Powers.  It  there  be 
ny  citizen  who  so  tbints  let  him  speak  oat.  It 
s  oDpieasaat  to  meDtion,  but  it  is  an  indisputable 
aet,  that  long  previotis  to  tbe  existence  of  the 
Bid  Don-importation  law,  the  aggressions  of  Great 
Bfitain,  by  impressing  citizen  seamen,  and  by 
npturiiigand  eondemniOg  the  ships  and  property 
)f  citizens,  by  Tiolating  the  neutral  rights  and 
lOTjereignty  of  the  United  States,  had  been  fre- 
)sent  sad  many.  The  continued  remonstrating 
of  tiie  AmericaD  Milkister  against  the  same  ag- 
rressioDs  of  the  British  Government  had  no  ef* 
m ;  tbe  impressed  citizen  seamen  were  not  re- 
Kored,  the  captured  property  was  not  Indemnified 
br.  These  things  being  so,  the  partial  non-im- 
lortatioQ  iatr  was  enacted.  That  law  was  the 
irst  operative*  morement  of  the  United  States 
ipiut  the  many  aggressions  of  Great  Britain 
It  was  the  only  law  acting  exclusively  against 
Grett  Briuin  at  the  time  tbe  unprovoked,  ootra- 
geoas  attack  on  the  unsuspecting  frigate  Chesa- 
pesie  was  made — that  ship  was  not  only  in  time 
of  peace  attacked,  but  obUged  to  strike  the  flag 
if  the  United  States.  A  neutral  nation  has  a 
p^t  to  exclude  from  its  waters,  ports,  harbors. 
Md  hospitality,  the  armed  ships  and  vessels  of  ail 
Jk  belligerent  Powers.  If  the  neutral  Power,  con- 
iiiog  in  the  honor  of  the  belligerents,  does  not 
exercise  that  right,  but  permits  tbe  armed  ships 
lid  ressels  of  all  the  belligerents  to  enter,  it  may 
io  so.  Previous  to  the  time  of  the  attack  on  the 
Chesapeake  frigate,  the  waters,  ports,  harbors, 
lad  hospitality  of  the  United  States  were  open 
to  the  armed  ships  and  vessels  of  Great  Britain 
lAd  France.  They  continued  open  to  those  of 
Oreat  Britain,  eren  after  the  murder  of  innocent 
Pierce,  after  the  destruction  of  the  French  ship 
tf  war  Impetueuz  within  tbe  jurisdiction  of  the 
^iitd  States,  and  until  the  attack  on  the  Chesa- 
fcske.  Then,  and  not  till  then,  were  the  British 
umfid  ships  and  vessels  excluded  by  the  procla- 
aation  of  the  President  A  similar  proclamation 
ns  Dot  extended  to  French  armed  ships  or  ves- 
ted ;  the  reason  was,  that  no  innocent  Pierce  was 
ttsrdered,  no  British  ship  of  war  was  destroyed 
vithifi  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States,  no 
Chesapeake  frigate  was  attacked,  subdued,  and 
Abbed  of  her  seamen,  by  any  armed  ship  or  vessel 
tf  France ;  and  wiU  anv  patriot  citizen  assert 
tbt  the  proelamati<»  alluded  to  was  a  wanton, 
ttpforoked  effusion  of  power  on  the  part  of  the 
Resident  of  the  United  States,  or  that  it  was 
vuhoat  j  ust  eanse  ?  If  there  be  one  who  says  so, 
^  him  speak  out  plain. 
ii  has  conclusively  been  made  to  appear  that  the 
tttetaoee  of  the  Orders  in  Coancil  of  the  British 
Gcierament  was  known  in  the  United  States, 
Jterions  to  tbe  day  that  the  law  laying  the  em- 
«ttgo  vas  enacted.  It  is  scarcely  necessary  now 
idiake  any  further  notice  of  that  subject.  The 
<hit»pated  fact  is,  that  the  same  Orders  in  Conn- 
ed fere  actually  Issued  on  the  day  they  were  ex- 
pected  and  believed  to  have  issued..  That  they 
o^t  to  have  been  officially  known  4o  the  Gov- 


ernment of  the  United  States  before  the  law  lay- 
ing the  eqabargo  was  enacted,  will  not  prove  that 
that  law  ought  not  to  have  been'  enacted.  The 
faculty  of  acquiriaff  a  knowledge  of  passing  evenu, 
otherwise  than  omcially;  is  with  every  civilized 
nation,  and  more  particularly  with  the  Gk>ve(n« 
ment.  If  no  embargo  bad  been  laid,  and  a  nnmp 
her  of  the  merchant  vessels  of  the  Uhited  States 
with  their  cargoes  had  been  captured  by  the 
cruisers  of  Great  Britain,  and  sent  into  port  for 
adjudication,  ignorance  of  the  Orders  in  Council 
would  not  have  been  admitted  an  excuse  to.  pre- 
vent condemnation.  If  no  law  laying  an  eiQoai- 
go  had  been  enacted  until  the  Orders  in  Council 
ad  been  officially  known,  the  commerce  of  the 
United  States,  widely  spread  on  the  ocean,  would 
have  become  a  prey  to  British  capture;  and  in 
that  case  there  would  have  been  aloud  erimiaa- 
tingcry  againt  th^  President  of  the  United  States^ 
because  he  did  not  advise  laying  an  embargo,  al- 
though he  did  not  officially  know  that  the  Ordeis 
in  Council  were  issued,  or  about  to  be  issued  la 
that  case  every  proof  and  reason  would  have  been 
adduced  to  make  appear,  that  he  not  only  ki^ew 
what  the  substance  of  the  Orders  in  Council  was, 
but  also  that  they  actually  were  or  would  have 
been  issued  on  tne  day  appointed.  Why  then 
so  much  disputation  in  endeavoring  to  discrimi- 
nate between  official  and  inofficial  knowledge  1  If 
tbe  Chief  Magistrate  of  a  nation  is  informed  in  a 
manner  he  can  confide  in, it  is  sufficient ;  and  if  he 
do  not  act  on  that  information  he  is  blaraeable.  The 
causes  which  induced  the  embar^  are  now  well 
known  to  the  people  of  the  United  States;  and 
atlhough  that  embargo  was  attended  with  many 
privations,  it  was  and.  is  approved  by  a  ereat  ma- 
jority of  the  citizens.  If  tbe  embargo  had  beeii 
rigidly  adhered  to,  its  merits  as  they  are,  would 
have  been  greater.  It  frequently  happens,  and  it 
is  to  be  lamented,  that  for  certain  reasons  there 
may  be  a  voluntary  occlusion  of  light. 

As  parties  exist 'in  every  nation,  the  measures 
of  the  Government  will  be  approved  and  disap- 
proved ;  hence  it  is,  that  thereomay  be  approbation 
and  disapprobation  of  the  late  proclamation  of 
the  President,  declariog  the  renewal  of  commer- 
cial intercoiirse  with  Great  Britain ;  this  is  the 
less  to  be  surprised  at.  because  the  non-inter- 
course law,  which  authorized  the  issuing  th|it 
Eroclhmation,  was  not  well  spoken  «f  by  oiany 
olding  different  political  opinions  in  the  United 
States.  The  patriot  citizen  whnse  bosom  is 
warmed  with  the  love -of  his  country,  approvesr 
the  proclamation — he  bails  it  as  the  harbinger 
of  peace,  and  rejoices  in  the  destinies  of  the  natibn 
he  nelongs  to.  •', 

An  o|Nnion;  that  the  President  of  the  United 
States  would  ty  the  adoption  of  this  resolution  be 
the  more  influenced  to  do  his  duty,  and  ,that  tbe 
non-adoption  of  this  resolution  would  |ftevettt 
him  from  doing  his  duty,  is  unworthy  of  him, 
and  not  to  be  (or  a  moment  entertained.  Tbe 
President  of  the  United  States  will  perform  his 
Constitutional  duties ;  he  has  been  elected  for  that 
purpose;  and  they  who  elected  him  have  full  and 
entire  confidence  in  him  that  he  will  not  omit 
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anythiog  which  he  mayjudi:e  best  for  the  hap- 
piness and  prosperity  of  this  nation,  although 
the  House  or  Representatives  may  not  think  fit 
to  adopt  this  resolution.  Whether  the  law  called 
the  n on- intercourse  law,  has  any  merit,  or  was 
about  to  have,  or  would  have  had,  any  merit, 
considered  merely  in  a  commercial  view  and  ac- 
tually operating  in  fact  on  commerce  in  its  rela- 
tion to  Great  Britain,  cannot  now  be  ascertained, 
the  British  Government  haviug,  previous  to  the 
day  on  which  commercial  intercourse  between 
the  United  States  and  Great  Britain  and  its  de- 
pendencies was  by  that  law  interdicted,  offered 
proposals  to  the  United  States,  for  renewal  of  com- 
merce so  interdicted,  and  the  proposals  so  offered 
have  been  received  by  the  President,  and  his  proc- 
lamation is  issued  accordingly.  Some  cause  has 
operated  inducing  Great  Britain  to  change  her 
measures  respecting  the  United  States.  Great 
Britain,  by  her  Minister,  has  offered  specified  rep- 
aration for  the  attack  on  the  Chesapeake  frigate, 
if  the  United  States  would  accept  it.  That 
Power,  by  her  Minister,  has,  stipulated  and  .prom- 
ised, that  on  a  day  certain  the  obnoxious  Orders 
in  Council,  so  far  as  respects  the  United  States, 
will  have  been  repealed,  if  the  United  States 
will  renew  commercial  intercourse  with  her.  So 
far  has  Great  Britain  returned  to  the  practice  of 
the  principles  of  justice,  which  also  are  the  prin- 
ciples of  honor,  towards  the  United  States,  desir- 
ous to  remain  neutral  and  at  peace  with  all  the 
world,  and  thereby  has  done  honorably.  For 
this  conduct,  so  far  exhibited,  Great  Britain  ^said 
Mr.  Rhea)  nas,  on  behalf  of  my  country  ana  on 
behalf  of  suffering  humanity,  my  sincere  praise; 
but,  not  withstanding  this,  1  am  not  prepared  to 
vote  for  this  resolution.  Honorable  reparation 
has  been  offered  for  the  outrageous  attaca  on  the 
Chesafieake  frigate,  but  the  seamen,  citizens  of 
the  United  States,  who  in  that  unprovoked  attack 
were  murdered,  cannot  be  restored  to  life.  The 
officer,  in  consequence  of  whose  orders  that  attack 
was  made,  has  not  been  deservedly  punished,  but 
goes  at  large,  stained  with  the  blood  of  the 
citizens  who  were  murdered  in  that  atuck ;  and 
if  the  late  accounts  be  true,  although  he  has  been 
withdrawn  from  the  American  station,  he  is  ap- 
pointed to  a  rety  important  command  in  the 
British  navy.  It  is  true,  Great  Britain  has  disa- 
vowed the  act.  So  far  it  is  well  and  honorable; 
but  the  disavowal  of  that  act  is  a  reason  inducing 
the  punishment  of  him  who  offended  against  the 
laws  of  nature,  of  nations,  and  of  reason.  The 
President  of  the  United  States  deemed  it  proper  to 
accept  the  so  far  made  offers  of  Great  Britain,  and 
forbears  to  insist  on  the  punishment  of  the  offend- 
ing officers;  he  nevertheless  expresses  his  seosibil- 
ity  of  the  justice  and  utility  of  ^ucb  an  example, 
as  due  from  his  Britannic  Majesty  to  his  own 
honor;  as  is  stated  in  the  letter  of  the  seventh 
of  April  last,  from  Mr.  Smith,  Secretary  of  State, 
to  Mr,  Erskine,  the  British  Minister.  The  adop- 
tion of  this  resolution  would^  in  a  certain  degree, 
oppose  that  sensibility  and  expression  of  the  Presi- 
dent.. This  is  a  reason  why  it  ought  not  to  be 
adopted.  I 


The  case  between  the  United  States  andGrei 
Britain,  somehow  or  other,  has  been  considered  t 
if  the  United  States  were  the  aggressor,  and  hal 
done  wrong  in  opposing  in  any  manner  the  coa 
duct  of  the  British  Government  towards  thed 
That  mode  of  considering  the  case  is  iaeorrecj 
The  United  States  are  not  the  aggressor  ia  ii^ 
instance.  It  is  well  known  that  in  cooseqaenq 
of  the  orders  of  the  British  Gh>vemmeDt,  sooi 
thousands  of  seapden,  citizens  of  the  United  Stat« 
were  impressed,  and  that  property  amouaiiogi 
value  to  many  millions  of  dollars,  of  the  ci(iz«ii 
of  the  Uoited  States,  was  captured  by  Britn 
armed  ships  and  vessels,  and  condemned ;  \h 
the  citizens  so  impressed  were  reclaimed,  an 
inderonificatioa  for  the  captured  property  d 
manded  by  the  Ministers  of  the  United  State 
and  refused  or  delayed  to  be  restored  and  ioded 
nified  for  by  the  Britisl^  Government.  AnaJ 
cable  adjustment  of  all  difierences  was  earDe^iU 
insisted  on,  but  could  not  be  obtained.  The 
things  occurred  previous  to  the  enacting  of  the  a 
partial  non-importation  law.  That  was  the  fii 
law  enacted  by  the  United  States,  prohibitii 
the  importation  of  British  merchandise,  and  op^ 
ating  in  a  commercial  view  directly  on  Gre 
Britain.  Several  violations  of  the  soverei|a! 
of  the  United  States  were  perpetrated  by  Bntii 
armed  vessels  prior  to  the  attack  on  the  Cbes 
peake;  after  that  hostile  attack,  the  Preside 
issued  the  proclamation  of  interdiction.  Afu 
wards  the  British  Government  issued  their  Ordc 
in  Council,  afterwards  the  law  laying  the  embaii 
was  enacted ;  and  at  the  same  session  of  Go 
gress  a  law  was  enacted  authorizins  the  Preside! 
on  certain  conditions,  to  suspeoa  the  embar| 
laws  as  they  respected  either  Great  Britaio! 
France.  The  terms  were  proposed  to  Great Bi 
ain,and  by  that  Power  rejected.  At  the  sttbsequ< 
session  or  Congress,  the  so  much  talked  abc 
non-intercourse  law  was  enacted.  The  con 
quences  of  these  measures  are  now  well  kno« 
and  the  prospects  of  peace  and  happiness  to  t 
United  States  are  become  more  promising, 
this  view  of  the  subject  no  agjetession  caa 
charged  to  the  United  States.  The  so  loogcb 
ishea  unfoundjed  idea  of  partiality  to  France 
abandoned,  and  it  is  admitted  that  the  (Joii 
States  have  continued  their  impartial  neutral  ] 
sition.  AH  the  measures  of  the  United  Sta 
adopted  in  their  own  defence  were  regularly  < 
posed,  as  if  Great  Briuin  had  a  risht  to  legisk 
for  the  United  States.  If  the  United  Sutes  li 
adopted  no  measure  in  their  own  defence,  coloni: 
tion  of  commerce  under  Great  Britain  might  bi 
been  the  consequence;  and  if  the  opposition  li 

Prevailed,  probably  no  defensive  measure  woi 
ave  been  adopted.  But  it  has  been  said,  i 
may  be  said  aeaia,  that  if  the  rejected  treaty  I 
been  accepted  and  ratified,  it  would  have  sai 
us  from  all  these  difficulties.  Would  it,  iade< 
No;  it  would  not.  That  treaty  was  an  express 
of  permission  only,  and  not  of  mutual  equal 
ciprocity.  It  would,  if  ratified,  have  bound  ^ 
United  States  in  a  species  of  commercial  subj 
tion  to  Great  Britain.    It  is  admitted  that  the  n 
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nbjoioed  to  that  treaty  would  have  {)ut  the  Uni- 
{d  States  into  a  state  of  difficalty  with  Frknce  ; 
bit  i^,  if  (be  United  States  had  not  joined  in  the 
nr  agaiast  France,  Great  Britain  would  not 
ire  considered  that  treaty  obligatory — this  of 
ttlf  was  sufficient  reason  to  reject  that  treaty. 
I  has  been  intimated  that  the  United  States  are 
ow  in  the  same  state,  as  to  Great  Britain  and 
'noce,tbat  that  note  would  have  placed  them  in. 
rbis  proposition  is  not  admitted  to  be  correct. 
ihe  obligation  of  the  note  followed  the  ratifica- 
JM  of  the  treaty;  the  treatv  would  have  bound  the 
failed  States  in  a  kind  ot  commercial  subjection 
(Great  Britain, and  the  note  would  have  placed 
k  United  States  in  a  state  of  difficultjr,  that  is, 
f  war  with  France.  That  state  of  relations  does 
lot  sow  exist.  That  treaty  is  not  obligatory  on 
ke  United  States,  they  are  not  in  a  state  of  diffi- 
ilty  or  war  with  France.  Great  Britain  here- 
ftforewas  endeavoring'  to  impose  unfriendly  and 
lostile  restrictions  on  the  United  States ;  that 
^ver  has  now  offered  friendly  and  honorable 
iropasitioQs  of  accommodation,  for  renewal  of 
emmercial  intercourse,  and  an  amicable  adjust- 
KDt  of  all  differences.  The  people  of  the  Unl- 
li  States  know  that  Great  Britain  has  made 
kse  friendly  propositions — the  people  of  the 
kitjsh  empire  will  soon  know  the  same,  and 
)k\  the  Government  of  the  United  States  has 
leepted  them  as  the  pledges  of  justice  and  honor. 
|teat  Britain  is  bound  solemnly,  in  justice  and 

Eor,  to  go  on  until  all  differences  with  the 
ted  States  are  accommodated.  Mr4  R.  oh- 
rred,  that  he  would  not  say  that  Great  Britain. 
auking  the  same  propositions,  had  descended 
Kits  dignity ;  nor  would  he  admit  that  that 
«  had  condescended,  (because  the  United 
^tes  are  on  a  scale  of  equality  with  any  nation 
I  earth;)  but  he  would  say  that  Great  Britain  in 
ptriog  the  same  propositions  had  ascended  to 
iBitf  and  honor — ^from  injustice  to  justice — 
M  political  vice  to  political  virtue;  from  a  de- 
piaation  to  disturb  and  injure  a  peaceable  and 
pn\  nation,  to  a  determination  to  make  hon- 
lihle  and  just  reparation  for  all  .injuries  to  that 
fiioQ.  Bat  let  not  Great  Britain  retrace  or  turn 
}A,\  the  eye  of  the  people  of  the  United  States 
^ipoQ  her;  the  eye  of  the  people  of  the  British 
^re  is  upon  her — a  recurrence  to  former  hos- 
a  practices  will  be  fatal.  Let  her  progress  on 
apriaciples  of  justice  and  honor  until  the  work 
[ncoaciliation  with  the  United  States  is  com- 
Nf  and  unequivocally  finisjied,  and  then  she 
A  merit  the  grateful  remembrance  of  every 
^  woman,  and  child,  in  the  United  States,  and 
1^  British  empire. 

What  the  cause  was  which  induced  Great  Brit- 
^to adopt  the  friend Ijr  disposition  to  offer  hon* 
1^  specific  reparation  for  the  attack  on  the 
^peake,and  to  revoke  the  Orders  in  Council 
*^^as  they  respect  the  United  States,  and  to 
P^  friendly  negotiation,  is  made  a  matter  of 
'^3iry.  How  unimportant  soever  that  inquiry 
>urbe,the  human  mind,  prone  to  investigate^ 
m  occupy  itself  with  the  subject.  The  disposi- 
^  has  been  ascribed  to  the  embargo,  it  has 
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been  ascribed  to  thedefeat  in  Spain,  and  it  has  been 
ascribed  to  the  provisions  of  the  non-intercourse 
law.    To  the  provisions  which  that  law  was  ex- 

Sec  ted  to  embrace,  the  British  Government,  by  its 
linisters,  in  the  late  correspondence,  appears  to 
attribute  that  disposition.  It  is  of  no  great  im- 
portance to  contend  or  to  know  whether  the  dis- 
position alluded  to  'proceeded  from  all  or  any  of 
the  same  causes.  It  may  reasonably  be  conclu- 
ded that  the  old  partial  non-importation  law,  the 
proclamation  of  the  President  interdicting  British 
armed  vessels,  the  embargo  laws,  the  defeat  in 
Spain,  and  the  expected  provisions  of  the  non*- 
intercourse  law  severally  bad  their  influence  in 
promoting  that  disposition. 

Several  objects  may  have  influenced  the  British 
Gk)vernment  to  carry  on  the  war  in  Spain.  The 
expulsion  of  the  French  from  that  extensive  and 
fertile  country,  would  have  conduced  to  preserve 
the  dominion  of  the  ocean,  and  that  monopoly 
of  commerce— the  obtaining  whereof  had  em- 
ployed the  energies  of  that  Government  for  cen- 
turies. The  late  disastrous  defeat  has,  in  a  great 
degree,  (excluded  the  hope  of  success  in  that 
country.  The  non-intercourse  law  had  not  gone 
into  operation,  but,  by  the  operation  of  the  em* 
bargo  laws,  the  British  Government  was  by  ex- 
perience enabled  to  form  an  opinion  of  the  effect 
which  a  perpetual  continuance  of  the  embargo 
system,  as  was  expected  to  be  provided  by  the 
non-intercourse  system,  would  have  had  on  the 
British  empire.  That  Government  had  also  ex- 
perienced the  effects  of  the  partial  old  non-impor- 
tation law,  and  of  the  proclamation  of  the  Pres- 
ident, and  from  all  these  by  experience  were 
enabled  to  understand  what  effects  would  have 
resulted  from  a  complete  and  general  interdiction 
of  all  the  produce  and  merchandise,  of  all  the 
ships  and  yesseis,  armed  and  unarmed,  of  the  Brit- 
ish empire,  from  the  ports,  waters,  harbors,  and 
hospitality  of  the  United  States,  as  intended  by 
the  provisions  expected  to  be  eontaiiied  in  the 
non-intercourse  law.  The  consideration  of  the 
effects  which  an  absolute  non-intercourse  system 
would  have  had  on  the  British  empire,  certainly 
had  influence  in  disposing  that  Power  to  make  the 
offered  propositions  to  the  United  States ;  that  it 
had  in  some  manner  an  influence,  is  manifested 
in  the  written  communication  of  the  British  Min- 
ister to  the  Secretary  of  State,  before  alluded  to. 
The  examination  of  this  subject,  however,  is  not 
very  important.  The  prospect  of  peace  and  hap- 
piness and  prosperity  to  the  United  States  is  be- 
come more  promising.  The  sound  and  noise  of 
war  as  it  respects  them,  it  is  to  be  hoped,  will 
cease.  They  are  far  removed  in  the  depths  of  the 
wilderness  in  the  West,  from  the  bloody  fields  of 
Europe,  and  have  no  business  with  the  war  of  ven- 
geance, which  for  years  past  has  existed  with  un- 
relenting fury,  and  continues  to  exist  in  that 
quarter  of  the  earth.  The  disposition  of  friend- 
ship lately  manifested  by  Great  Britain  towards 
the  United  States  may  be  ascribed  to  a  fixed  de- 
termination to  return  to  the  principles  of  justice, 
of  public  law,  and  reason,  which  are  also  the  prin- 
ciples of  honor.  But  there  is  a  cause,  said  Mr.  R., 
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to  whom  truly  and  properly  is  to  be  attributed 
the  change  of  the  relations  between  the  United 
States  and  Great  Britain,  namelir,  the  Great  First 
Cause,  the  Almighty  Ruler  of  tne  Universe,  who 
holds  the  destinies  of  nations,  and  manifests  him- 
self the  protecting  guardian  of  these  United 
States. 

It  is  intimated  that  all  the  British  Minister  has 
given  for  a  change  of  our  position  *is  a  revocation 
of  the  Orders  in  Council— old  moth-eaten  parch- 
ment^ for  reparation  for  the  attack  on  the  Chesa- 
peake was  previously  offered  ;  very  wellj  let  that 
be  examined.  When  or  what  time  was  honora- 
ble reparation  offered  for  the  attack  on  the  Ches- 
apeake— previous  to  the  offer  honorably  and  can- 
didly made  by  Mr.  Erskin^  the  British  Minister? 
The  diplomatic  proceedings  on  that  subject*  do 
not  evidence  that  any  reparation  was  previously 
offered ;  let  them  be  exiimined.  No  reparation 
was  offered  in  Great  Britain ;  and  it  is  well 
known  that  the  Envoy,  Mr.  Rose,  although  it 
was  rumored  that  he  came  for  that  very  purpose, 
offered  no  reparation,  nor  did  he  specify  any;  ana 
not  that  only,  but  he  refused  to  inform  the  Gov- 
•ernment  of  tne  United  States  what  the  intended 
to  be  offered  reparation  would  be,  except  the 
Crovernment  did  previously  rescind  the  procla- 
mation interdicting  British  armed  vessels.  The 
Government  very  justly  and  properly  refused 
previously  to  rescind  that  proclamation ;  there- 
upon Mr.  Rose  refused  to  offer  or  specify  any 
reparation,  and  so  he  returned  to  Great  Britain, 
without  having  accomplished  any  known  object. 
But  the  British  Minister  has  given  us  nothing 
for  a  change  of  our  position  but  a  revocation  of 
the  Orders  in  Council,  old  moth-eaten  parch- 
ment. If  then  the  revocation  of  the  Orders  in 
Council  be  nothing  but  the  old  moth-eaten  parch- 
ment and  of  no  benefit,  the  resolution  under  con- 
sideration ought  not  to  be  agreed  to  by  this 
House. 

The  British  Government  constantly  declared 
that  the  Orders  in  Council  were  issued  to  retal- 
iate on  France.  Whatever  the  real  objects  of 
the  Orders  in  Council  were,  it  never  was  pre- 
tended that  they  were  issued  directly  against  the 
United  States ;  that  would  have  been  a  declara- 
tion rather  too  bold  and  explicit ;  the  orders,  how- 
ever, bad  the  same  effect  as  if  they  had  been  so 
declared  to  have  been  issued.  They  are  the  long- 
intended,  fatal,  all-comprehending,  everywhere- 
extending  orders,  by  the  operation  whereof  Great 
Britain  designed  to  colonize  and  to  make  tribu- 
tary all  the  commerce  of  all  the  world.  The 
same  Orders  in  Council,  so  far  as  they  respect 
the  United  States,  are  to  be  rescinded.  Mr.  Ers- 
kine,  the  British  Minister,  on  behalf  of  his  Gov- 
ernment, has  offered  and  stipulated  with  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States,  that  the  same 
Orders  in  Council  will  have  been  rescinded  on  a 
certain  day  if  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  will  renew  commercial  intercourse  with 
Great  Britain.  That  offer  of  the  British  Minis- 
try is  accepted,  and  a  proclamation  of  the  Presi- 
dent to  that  effect  issued  accordingljr,  and  Great 
Britain  is  bound  to  perform.    This  is  more  than 


a  destroying  of  old  moth-eaten  neglected  parch- 
ment. The  Orders  in  Council  l^ing  revoked, 
the  c6ia(imerce  of  the  United  States  will  again 
float  on  the  great  highway  of  nations,  nDtram- 
melled,  unshackled,  unfettered  with  the  chains 
which  were  forged  out  for  it,  and  contained  in 
the  so  much  deplored,  rejected  treaty,  subject 
only  to  the  laws  of  justice,  honor,  and  public 
reason.    The  British  Minister  has  no  reason  to 

Eut  on  sackcloth  and  ashes.  He  is  the  orgao  of 
is  Government,  and  for  what,  by  the  directions 
of  his  Government  he  has  done,  he  ought  to  pat 
on  the  vestment  of  honor  and  the  maotle  of 
glory.  Let  him  illumine  bis  mind  with  the  splen- 
did rays  of  sunshine,  satisfaction,  and  complacen- 
cy, for  he  baa  broken  down  the  wall  of  dirbion 
which  separated  two  great  nations,  and  com- 
menced the  glorious  work  of  reconciliation.  He, 
making  justice  and  honor  the  foundation,  has 
begun  to  build  an  edifice,  which,  if  his  Qovem- 
ment  will  authorize  him  to  perfect,  mav  endoR 
until  the  pyramids  of  Egypt  are  mouldered  in 
ruin,  and  Old  Time  himself  reniler  up  hi9  exist- 
epce.  War  has  been  prevented,  and  it  appears 
to  have  become  a  question,  w1m>  preventedit? 
The  investigation  of  this  ijuestion,  in  this  House, 
appears  unnecessary.  It  is  too  much  like  chil- 
dren contending  for,  *^  who  did  it  ?"  The  citizens 
of  the  United  States  will,  for  themselves,  inTes- 
tigate  it.  They  will  form  correct  opinions  re- 
specting it,  and  will  for  themselves  determine  the 
question,  and  duly  appreciate  the  merits.  At  this 
time,  when  reconciliation  is  the  order  of  the  day, 
it  might  be  as  well  to  omit  in  this  House  ereij 
circumstance  which  may  help  to  fan  the  flame  of 
party  and  disunion.  Party  in  the  political  worlil 
IS  liKe  evil  in  the  moral  world — a  destroyer  of 
the  peace  and  happiness  of  mankind.  Let  the 
chier  study  be,  who  shall  do  most  good,  and  the 
liberty,  sovereignty,  and  onion  of  this  natioo, 
will  be  perpetual. 

It  does  not  appear  necessary  to  adopt  this  reso* 
lution.  It  has  not  been  made  to  appcsar  that  aof 
good  will  flow  from  it.  The  citntens  of  the  Uni- 
ted States  will  testify  their  approbation  of  the 
conduct  of  the  President,  and  when  their  RepR* 
sentattves  return  home  let  them  also  in  their  in^ 
dividual  capacity,  join  their  fellow-citizens  io  th< 
general  voice  of  approbation. 

The  resolution  '*that  the  promptitude  am 
'  frankness  with  which  the  President  of  the  Uni 
*  ted  States  has  met  the  overtures  of  the  Got 
^  ernment  of  Great  Britain  towards  a  restoratioi 
^  of  harmony  and  free  commercial  iotereour^' 
^  between  the  two  nations,  meets  the  approbatioi 
<  of  this  House,"  contains  two  propositions;  tbi 
one  express,  the  other  implied.  The  express  prop 
osition  approbates  the  conduct  of  the  Presiden 
of  the  United  States:  the  implied  one,  appro 
bates  the  conduct  of  Great  Britain ;  for  the  con 
duet  of  the  President  cannot  be  approbated  ii 
this  case  without  approbating  the  coadact  o 
Great  Britain,  aqd  in  approbating  the  conduct  c 
the  President  the  conduct  of  Great  Britain  al« 
is  approbated.  But  the  approbation  intended  b] 
this  resolution  for  the  President  is  confined  to  th 
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particalar  case — the  approbation  impliedly  in- 
tended  bf  the  resolution  for  Great  Britain  is  gen- 
eral This  is  going  further  than  may  be  proper 
at  this  time.  If  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  in  this  particular  case,  be  approbated,  the 
kte  President  of  the  United  States  ought  also  to 
be  approbated;  for  this  plain  reason,  that  the 
measares  adopted  on  the  part  of  the  United 
States,  which  could  have  had  any  influence  in 
promoting  a  friendly  disposition  on  the  part  of 
Great  Bntain,  were  all  adopted  durinff  tne  Ad- 
ministration oif  the  late  President ;  and  hence  it 
follows  that  the  objects  of  the  late  President  have 
so  far  been  carried  into  effect.  In  approbating 
the  effect,  the  cause  ought  not  to  be  kept  out  oi 
Tiew,or  thrown  in  the  back  ground;  it  ought 
abo  to  be  approbated  unless  it  can  be  made  ap- 
pear that  an  effect  can  be  without  a  cause.  The 
resolation  is  capable  of  an  unfavorable  construc- 
tioo;  by  the  form  of  it,  it  may  be  concluded,  that 
Grat  Britain  heretofore  has  been  in  the  constant 
kbit  of  making  the  same  overtures  to  the  Uni- 
ted States,  and  that  they  were  not  accepted  by 
tile  President.  This  is  not  admitted  to  be  cor- 
rect, and  to  show  that  it  is  not  correct,  there  is 
10  necessity  again  to  repeat  what  already  has 
leen  orged  on  this  subject. 

This  resolution,  if  adopted  by  the  House,  will 
Tirtuatty  have  a  tendency  to  invade  the  treaty- 
Baking  power — a  power  which  by  the  Constitu- 
ilioQ  is  ezciusivelf  confided  to  the  President  and" 
Senate  of  the  United  States.  It  may  become  a 
itogeroas  engine  in  the  hands  «f  Great  Britain, 
grating  in  favor  of  that  Power,  and  against  the 
jfet  interests  of  the  United  States,  in  any  nego- 
itiation  that  may  hereafter  be  carried  on  for  the 
|Qrpose  of  making  a  commercial  treaty  between 
itl^e  United  States  and  Great  Britain.  For  these 
tad  other  reasons,  not  necessary  to  be  recapitula- 
ted, it  miy  be  most  proper  to  postpone  this  reso- 
JotioQ. 

Mr.  McKsB  said,  that  after  the  lengthy  dis- 

ossioD  which  had  taken  place  on  this  si]b|ect,  he 

lid  not  rise  to  enter  at  large  into  an  examination 

^it;  bat  there  were  one  or  two  remarks  which 

K  woald  offer  to   the  House.    The  question. 

i^beii  first  submitted  to  the  House,  had  appeared 

^Mm  to  be  one  of  no  importance,  to  be  one  that 

I e^iiid  excite  no  interest,  whether  decided  in  the 

segatire  or  affirmative ;  but  by  lying  on  the  table 

^a  day  or  two,  it  had  increased  in  magnitude. 

^aj  so  much  importance  was  attached  to  it  he 

^'M  Dot  see.     I  am,  said*  he,  opposed  to  the 

^cpiioD  of  the  resolution,  and  in  favor  of  iodefi- 

Biie  postponement,  because  I  cannot  see  any  good 

^^uences  which  can  possibly  result  from  the 

jioptioD  of  it.    I  consider  it  more  proper  for  the 

Wislatnre  of  the  nation  to  apply  its  time  and 

^rees  to  objects  of  utility,  than  to  descend  to 

N«ss  debate  on  a  subject  which  can  be  of  no 

K-jofUncc.    What  is  the  object  of  the  resolu- 

^■"^l  Is  it  to  communicate  information  which 

1^'-  regulate  the  conduct  of  the  President  of  the 

^siied  States  in  the  detail  of  the  negotiation, 

'J?  basis  of  which  is  formed  ?    If  so,  the  Presi- 

^m  can  obtain  i  t  from  a  proper  source.  Holding, 


as  the  President  of  the  United  States  certainly 
does,  an  extensive  patronage,  which  is  to  be  dis- 
tributed to  individuals  who  mav  meet  his  appro- 
bation, a  suspicion  must  arise  that  the  mover,  or 
perhaps  advocates  of  such  a  resolution  as  tnts. 
were  candidates  for  the  loaves  and  fishes.  Ana 
does  this  House  possess  the  information  on  our 
foreign  relations  which  the  President  must  pos- 
sess? Or  do  we  possess  that  knowledge  of  the 
sentiments  of  our  constituents  which  would  war- 
rant us  in  voting  for  the  motion,  if  it  were  expe- 
dient so  to  do?  We  do  not,  sir.  I  can  speak  for 
niyself  and  the  delegation  from  Kentucky,  that 
we  do  not  know  the  sense  of  the  people  on  this 
subject,  and  our  votes  will  be  but  individual 
votes,  and  not  expressive  of  the  will  of  the  peo- 
ple. I  see  no  good,  and  do  see  a  possible  mis- 
chief which  may  arise  from  the  adoption  of  the 
motion.  Why  should  expressions  of  joy  be  ut- 
tered? What  great  victory  has  been  achieved? 
What  great  good  has  the  Executive  obtained? 
Is  it  anything  more  than  an  acknowledgment  of 
our  Hgnts?  I  presume  not;  and  our  jov  can 
only  be  similar  to  that  which  an  individual  feels 
when  he  has  obtained  from  an  unjust  debtor  his 
right.  There  is  not  cause  for  more  of  exultation, 
and  the  same  course  of  conduct  which  produces 
an  effect  on  individuals,  will  produce  the  same 
effect  on  nations.  If  joy  be  loudly  proclaimed, 
may  it  not  have  a  tendency  to  create  difficulties 
in  the  detail  of  the  negotiation  ?  It  certainly 
may  produce  that  effect.  I  therefore  draw  the 
conclusion  that  it  is  not  good  policy  to  adopt  the 
resolution,  and  I  conceive  it  to  be  without  a  pre- 
cedent in  the  history  of  this  country,  at  least  in 
the  history  of  the  last  Administration. 

The  gentleman  from  Yirffinia  has  produced  a 
ease  which  he  is  willing  to  draw  iiito  precedent. 
I  think  that  an  examination  will  show,  that  it  is 
essentially  different  from  the  present  case,  and 
predicated  upon  the  same  principle  as  that  nau- 
seous stuff  which  the  gentleman  dislikes,  and 
which  was  offered  up  to  the  Executive  by  the 
Legislatures  prior  to  the  commencement  of  the 
late  Administration.  It  will  be  found  to  be  an 
address  to  President  Wasbinoton,  which  recog- 
nised his  conduct  in  issuing  the  proclamation  of 
neutrality  in  1793.  That  case  was  very  dissim- 
ilar to  the  late  act  of  President  Madboo,  which 
was  but  a  duty  he  was  expected  to  perform.  He 
has  done  it  with  ability  and  integrity,  and  there 
was  not  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  but  ex- 
pected it  of  him.  President  WAsniNOTON.had 
done  an  act  which  he  was  not  directed  to  do 
by  the  Legislature ;  he  had  issued  a  proclania- 
tion  on  his  own  mere  motion.  I  mention  with 
great  diffidence  that  it  was  questioned  whether 
this  measure  was  not  a  stretch  of  Executive  pow- 
er ',  and  if  it  was  so,  it  was  necessary  for  the 
Legislature  to  recognise  the  act,  inasmuch  as  it 
was  one  of  the  highest  importance.  Therefore 
I  say  that  the  case  is  not  a  precedent. 

Several  other  reasons  have  been  mentioned  in 
favor  of  the  resolution,  which  have  been  so  ably 
answered  by  the  gentleman  from  New  York  that 
I  shall  not  notice  them.    Here  might  be  an  end 
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to  the  discussion,  was  it  not  for  the  manDer  in 
which  the  subject  has  been  discussed  by  the  gen- 
tleman from  Virginia,  and  I  think  it  fair  to  an- 
swer him  in  his  own  way.  He  seems  to  contend 
for  the  credit  of  the  late  accommodation — with 
whom  ?  I  have  not  understood  that  the  Repub- 
lican party  ha?e  claimed  any  merit  from  it.  It 
has  not  been  said  that  this  or  that  party  should 
be  entitled  to  the  merit.  No  such  claim,  as  far 
,as  I  have  any  knowledge,  has  been  set  up  in  this 
country.  It  will  then  be  fair  to  examine,  on  this 
aubject,  whether  the  gentleman's  right  to  the 
credit  which  he  claicbs  is  fairlv  made  out.  We 
are  told  that  it  is  owing  to  the  passage  of  the 
non-intercourse  law  that  the  overtures  were  made 
by  Qreat  Britain.  The  gentleman  from  Virginia 
has  told  you  that  he  was  opposed  to  the  passage 
of  that  law,  not  from  any  dislike  to  it,  but  to- 
cause  he  supposed  that  he  might  get  clear  of  the 
embargo  wnollY*  Suppose  the  gentleman  had 
succeeded  in  his  vote  upon  the  non-intercourse, 
and  then  repealed  the  embargo,  there  would  then 
have  been  existing  no  measure  of  resistance  to 
British  oppression.  The  Orders  in  GouDcil  would 
have  been  acquiesced  in  by  this  Government. 
Suppose  that  the  disposition  of  the  British  Gov- 
ernment to  accommodate  with  America  be  as- 
cribed to  her  misfortunes  in  Spain ;  I  ask  whe- 
ther she  would  have  had  any  inducement  to  with- 
draw her  Orders  in  Council  in  this  state  of  things? 
The  reverse  in  Spain  having  produced  a  dispo- 
sition to  accommodate,  yet,  no  measure  of  hos- 
tility being  presented  to  the  Orders  in  Council, 
why  would  Great  Britain  have  withdrawn  them? 
Is  it  to  be  supposed  that  the  British  Government 
is  so  very  ignorant  of  the  situation  in  which  she 
was  placed  by  the  Orders  in  Council,  that  she 
would  have  withdrawn  them?  It  cannot  be  at- 
tributed to  this  motive.  If  not,  to  what  ?  Will 
you  suppose,  sir,  that  she  has  feelings  of  such 
sympathy  towards  America  that  she  would  have 
done  it  ?  I  need  only  call  to  my  aid  the  history 
of  that  nation  from  1774  to  the  present  day,  for 
proof  of  a  contrary  disposition ;  for  she  could 
not  withdraw  a  law  in  relation  to  this  country, 
much  less  advantageous  to  her  than  her  Orders 
in  Council,  until  its  fields  were  stained  with  the 
best  blood  of  the  country.  It  is  then  to  be  as- 
cribed to  the  non-intercourse.  If  the  embargo 
had  been  repealed  without  the  latter,  we  should 
to  this  day  been  groaning  under  the  Orders  in 
Ceuncil,  and  perhaps  our  situation  would  have 
presented  as  mournful  an  aspect  at  the  meeting 
of  Congress,  jas  the  gentleman  so  feelingly  de- 
scribed us,  voting  supplies,  marching  to  Canada, 
^c;  for,  sir,  what  would  then  have  been  our  sit- 
uation, if  we  had  at  the  last  session  repealed  the 
embargo  wholly  ?  We  should  have  been  retra- 
cing our  steps,  or  plunging  the  nation  into  war, 
hesitating  between  the  one  and  the  other,  exhib- 
iting a  stain  on  the  American  character,  which 
Years  could  not  have  effaced.  Is  this  picture  too 
nighly  colored  ?  Is  not  the  consequeoce  which 
I  have  portrayed  fairly  resulting?  Or  will  this 
visionary  phantom,  which  I  have  raised,  vanish 
into  air  at  the  slightest  examination  ?    Did  not 


the  gentleman  vote  against  the  embargo,  agajos 
non-intercourse,  against  everything  ?  Wfa« 
measure  did  he  advocate  to  resist  taxation  ?  [Mi 
Randolph. — Arming  our  merchantmen.]  Arn 
ing  our  merchantmen !  I  ask  that  geotlema 
and  this  House,  sir,  to  determine  whether  tba 
was  not  a  measure  of  hostility  fraught  wii 
greater  inconvenience  than  any  other;  and  wh< 
ther  it  would  not  have  produced  the  voting  < 
supplies  for  the  bombardment  of  New  York,  a 
certainly  as  any  other  mode  of  warfare?  Iij 
to  my  mind  as  clear  that  arming  these  merchaa 
men  would  have  produced  war,  as  the  radiai 
orb  of  day  is  to  my  sight.  How  then  does  tfa 
gentleman  obtain  his  title  to  the  credit  of  tli 
present  peaceful  situation  of  our  country? 
conceive  that  his  claim  will  not  be  supported  b 
this  House  or  the  nation.  I  shouM  have  bee 
happy,  for  the  gentleman's  fuike  and  for  my  owi 
that  this  subject  had  never  been  presented  A 
discussion.  6ut  as  it  has,  I  have  thought  it  m 
duty  to  express  my  sentiments  on  it.  Thoi 
feelings  under  which  a  young  speaker  neeessari! 
labors,  have  deprived  me  of  much  of  the  matte 
and  most  of  the  manner,  of  what  I  intended! 
say.  I  have  given  most  of  the  reasons  whic 
will  induce  me  to  vote  for  indefinite  postpoD( 
ment  ^  if  that  does  not  carry,  to  vote  for  tk 
amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Massachi 
setts,  and  finally  as  those  events  will  place  it  \ 
^my  power. 

Mr.  Gahdenier  said,  that  having  been  one  i 
those  whp  had  looked  up  to  the  elevation  of  tli 
present  Chief  Magistrate  as  one  of  the  ma 
calamitous  events  to  this  country  that  could  lal 
place,  he  rose  to  make  that  atonement  which  wi 
m  his  power  for  that  error.  Yes,  sir,  said  Mr.  € 
this  tree,  from  which  I  honestly  expected  so  mac 
bad  fruit,  is  bearing  fruit  of  gladness  and  rejoiciii 
for  our  country.  I  am  not  only  willing  but  tal 
pleasure  in  making  this  avowal.  The  first  ic 
portaot  act  of  the  Chief  Magistrate  of  the  Uoit< 
States,  is  one,  which,  while  it  calls  for  the  codI 
dence  of  the  nation,  demands  no  less  the  expre 
sion  of  it  by  this  House.  Being  of  the  old  scM 
sir,  I  am  not  of  course  very  much  frightened  ' 
the  speech — not  from  the  throne :  thank  God  v 
have  none,  and  I  hope  we  shall  long  be  withoi 
any--but  by  the  idea  of  the  terrors  which  a 
carried  in  the  countenance  of  the  Execotil 
magistrate.  If  he  would  favor  us  with  his  pre 
ence  to  make  his  speech,  my  poor  eyes  woa 
stand  the  dazzling  glare  of  such  an  exhibitio 
Even  in  the  British  Parliament  I  have  never  u 
derstood  that  a  speech  from  the  throne  humbt 
that  body.  I  have  never  seen  in  their  debate  ih 
the  minority  have  been  abashed  by  it;  for,  dc 
withstanding  the  speech,  they  have  carried  tl 
terrors  of  their  eloquence  to  the  throne  itself,  ai 
they  have  carried  it  by  means  of  the  answer 
the  speech  from  the  throne.  On  that  occasion 
is,  that  the  rights  of  the  minority  are  unrestraine 
it  is  then  that  they  speak  to  the  throne  in  la 
guage  of  freemen— for  the  House  of  Commoi 

I  elected  by  the  people,  though  irregularly,  cons 
tute  the  democratic  and  consequently  free  pa 
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of  the  English  eonstitation.  If  you  were  to  ex- 
clude them  from  the  right  of  expressing  their  optn- 
ioD  on  public  measures,  they  would  say  with 
great  justice  that  an  aueient  and  Constitutional 
right  was  withheld  from  them.  They  would 
protest  against  any  measures  calculated  to  deprive 
tbem  of  the  right  of  speaking  with  freedom  of  the 
measures  of  the  Ministry  and  King.  The  course 
vbich  has  been  here  pursued,  in  theory  though 
pleasant  to  the  eye.  has  in  practice  been  a  course 
which  has  fortified  the  Executive  magistrate,  and 
boilt  around  him  a  wall  which  prevented  ap- 
proach, thrqugh  which  the  measures  of  his  Ad- 
mioiNtration  could  not  he  reviewed  by  any  mem- 
bers of  this  House;  because,  forsooth,  the  House 
ai^bt  be  disposed  to  press  a  flattering  reply  upon 
him— but,  in  j)oint  of  fact  that  this  roinoritv,  a 
stroDg;  uDgOTeroable  animal,  mi^ht  be  muzizled. 
Year  President  was  not  unwilling  to  turn  the 
delighted  ear  to  the  addresses  of  citizens  assem- 
bled in  meetings;  and  at  no  time  has  he  frowned 
vjth  severity  at  that  courtly  adulation  of  the 
Lfgislatures  who  have  sung  his  own  language  in 
his  own  ears.  He  has  thanked  them  for  their 
jBtriotism,  and  republicanism  too,  in  addressing 
him  in  this  way.  But  if  the  Executive  magis- 
trate was,  under  the  good  old  practice,  flattered 
br  these  addresses  in  answer  to  his  speeches,  it 
vas  hereto  be  canvassed  whether  he  was  entitled 
to  that  incense  to  be  ofiered  up  by  the  majority ; 
and  I  much  doubt,  when  the  praise  of  the  ma- 
jority was  mixed  up  with  the  dispraise  of  the 
miDority,  if  the  bitter  did  not  prevail  over  the 
sweeu  The  practice  of  communicating  by  mes- 
sage vas  one  I  will  not  say  gone  into  for  the  pur- 
pose of  precluding  debate,  but  the  efi*ect  has  been 
that  if  we  ever  did  examine  the  measures  of  ad- 
mioistraiion,  we  were  obliged  to  examine  them 
piece-meal.  We  could  not  take  them  all  in  one 
view, to  make  that  impression  which  is  so  proper 
forkeeping  in  check  the  Executive  branch  of  the 
GoYernmeot.  There  might  have  been  an  apology 
nude  for  the  late  President  of  the  United  States. 
vbich,  if  my  late  information  be  correct,  could 
brdljrbe  made  for  the  present.  I  understand 
tbtin  Great  Britain  the  King  can  speak  but  can- 
i9t  write.  Now  I  think  it  very  well  there  that 
^  King  should  have  at  least  something  to  do  in 
pablic  concerns,  and  inasmuch  as  he  cannot 
vrite,  let  him  speak  (for  the  King  of  England  was 
KTer  remarkable  for  great  natural  ^ifts)  what 
ethers  have  written  for  him.  And  if  we  have 
itad  a  President  of  the  United  States  who  would 
viite  but  could  not  speak,  it  was  very  well  to  re- 
Terse  the  usual  order  of  proceeding  under  this 
Gorernment.  '  Whenever,  sir,  we  have  a  Presi- 
^t  who  can  first  write  his  speech  and  then  de- 
htt  it  to  the  House,  I  should  like  to  see  it,  be- 
^Qse  it  would  show  our  superiority  as  a  nation* 
''Spoiot  of  talents.  I  wish  to  put  down  monarchy, 
^-i  am  a  republican,  sir,  and  wish  to  show  the 
^ft  who  will  live  the  slaves  of  monarchy  that 
^have  nothing  to  boast  of.  It  is,  therefore, 
vith these  views  of  the  subject  that  I  could  have 
^0  Tery  well  satisfied  to  have  seen  revived  the 
t^  old  way,  of  the  Executive  magistrate  of  the 


people  meeting  the  Representatives  of  the  people 
face  to  face.  1  should  like  to  receive  a  commu- 
nication from  the  Executive,  into  which  he  could 
throw  something  of  his  own  soul.  On  the  other 
hand,  when  a  message  is  sent,  what  practical 
good  results  from  the  change?  I  presume  to  atLj 
none  at  all.  The  only  principle  on  which  it 
could  be  excused,  is,  that  tne  President  could  not 
read  it  to  so  august  a  body  as  this.  If  this  were 
the  case,  it  mignt  be  excused,  but  on  that  princi- 
ple alone. 

However,  sir,  be  the  practice  of  the  Executive 
what  it  may,  I  stand  upon  the  rights  of  the  House^ 
and  I  will  never  give  up  any  portion  of  my  right 
to  speak  of  public  men  and  public  measures.  I 
am  rejoiced,  therefore,  that  the  gentleman  from 
Virginia  has  laid  before  the  House  the  resolution 
now  under  debate,  because  it  enables  us  not  to 
sing  lo  Peans,  not  to  ofier  up  incense  to  the  Ex- 
ecutive, but  to  bring  back  to  this  House  the  right, 
which  it  ought  never  to  have  parted  with,  or 
animadverting  upon  the  course  of  public  measures, 
upon  things  which  have  passed.  I  would  not  tie 
myself  down  to  approbate  the  conduct  of  the 
President,  be  it  what  it  miffht;  but  when  the 
President  has  done  well.  I  will  claim  the  right  of 
approving  him.  I  would  say,  "  Well  done,  thou 
good  and  faithful  servant;''  and  in  so  doing,  lam 
permitted  to  say,  if  I  please,  ^  111  done,  thou  bad 
and  faithless  servant.''  Where  we  have  a  ri^ht 
to  praise,  we  have  a  right  to  dispraise,  and  vice 
versa ;  and  will  any  one  say  that  there  is  anything 
in  censuring  misconduct  which  is  inconsistent 
with  a  republican  form  of  Government?  No, 
sir;  whoever  may  feel  it,  no  one  will  say  so.  I 
am,  therefore,  against  a  postponement  of  the 
question. 

As  to  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts,  I  do  not  know  precisely  what  he 
means  by  it ;  and,  therefore,  know  not  whether  I 
am  for  or  against  it.  I  nnd  language  almost 
literally  accordant  with  it  in  the  Message  of  the 
President  of  the  United  States.  Now,  sir,  if  this 
be  meant  as  a  mere  echo  of  the  President's  Mes- 
sage, that  I  do  call  adulation ;  that  I  do  not  like; 
it  IS  too  kingly  even  for  me;  I  do  not  want  these 
echoes.  I  wish  the  House  to  express  its  opinion ; 
but,  after  receiving  the  Message  of  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  to  breathe  it  back  upon  him 
is  really  nauseous.  I  believe  the  gentleman  is  a 
good  republican ;  I  extend  to  him  the  same  char- 
ity which  I  ask  for  myself.  This  is  a  mere  error 
into  which  he  was  led  from  the  situation  into 
which  the  House  was  drawn.  To  let  the  reso- 
lution pass  entire,  would  not  do ;  there  was  no 
objection  to  the  substance  of  it,  but  that  it  should 
be  adopted  as  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  (Mr. 
Ranoolph)  moved  it,  there  were  a  variety  of 
reasons  which  I  will  not  detail,  which  rendered 
It  manifestly  unjust.  It  was.  therefore,  proper  to 
move  an  amendment.  In  tnis  point  of  view  I 
obiect  to  it. 

But,  in  another  view,  (as  I  cannot  clearly  com- 
prehend the  idea  intended  to  be  conveyed,)  I  will 
explain  my  difficulty  to  the  House.  *^  And  fnr- 
'  Bishes  additional  evidence  of  the  spirit  of  accora- 
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*  modatioo  on  the  part  of  oar  Government,  which 
'  has  at  no  time  been  intermitted."  Now,  I  agree 
with  this,  it  is  true ;  and  I  am  surprised  that  it 
escaped  the  sagacity  of  the  gentleman  from  Vir- 
ginia, that,  as  an  amendment,  there  can  be  no 
objection  to  it.  Has  it  been  intermitted  ?  Inter- 
mission necessarily  implies  commencement. — 
Now,  sir.  since  it  commenced,  has  it  ever  been  in- 
terrupted ?  The  Gk>7ernment  of  the  United  States, 
since  it  began  to  entertain  that  spirit,  has  not  in- 
termitted it.  This  is  all  true,  and  I  cannot  object 
to  the  spirit  of  it ;  but. I  am  afraid  that  I  shall  be 
compelled  to  |pte  against  the  amendment,  because 
it  is  not  republican — it  is  too  much  of  an  echo. 

Now  for  the  original  resolution.  I  do  much 
like  the  two  words  promptittuie  and  frankncBe, 
The  compliment  contained  in  them  is  highly  mer- 
ited ;  and  I  will  proceed  to  show  it,  according  to 
my  way  of  judging  upon  this  subject.  We  hkre 
just  emerged  from  that  dreadful  night  of  embar- 
go which  plunged  in  utter  darkness,  distress,  and 
consternation,  this  ^reat  nation.  Yes,  sir,  we 
have  emerged  from  it.  It  is  well,  now,  after  hav- 
ing escaped  so  great  a  calamity,  that  we  should 
xetrace  the  causes  of  that  calamity,  and  the  means 
which  have  been  happily  employed  ultimately  to 
avert  it.  The  original  cause  of  this  calamity  may 
.  be  distinctly  traced  to  the  Lssuiag  of  the  Berlin 
decree  of  the  21st  November.  1^,  and  to  the 
conduct  of  the  American  Government  subse- 
quently to  that  period  in  relation  to  that  decree — 
a  conduct  (I  am  free  to  express  my  opinion)  not 
calculated  Tor  peace,  and  as  little  for  war — calcu- 
lated to  produce  no  other  practical  effect  than  the 
ruin  of  ourselves.  By  issuiog  the  Berlin  decree, 
the  French  Gk>vernment  infringed  the  rights  of 
the  American  Republic  and  of  the  British  Gk>v- 
ernment.  They  did  an  act  which,  by  the  laws 
of  nations,  they  had  no  right  to  do,  either  as  it 
regarded  this  country,  or  as  it  regarded  England. 
It  was  a  mode  of  attack,  as  it  regarded  England, 
to  which  France  had  no  right  to  resort.  If  I  may 
be  permitted  to  simplify  this  idea,  it  was  as  im- 
proper for  her  to  have  recourse  to  this  mode,  as  it 
would  be,  in  fair  boxing,  to  knock  an  adversary 
after  he  was  down«  There  are  laws  of  war  as 
well  as  of  peace  between  nations.  Tou  are  not 
permitted,  legally,  to  do  everything  which  you 
Mve  the  physical  power  to  do.  This  need  but  be 
mentioned  to  be  clearly  perceived  by  everjr  gen- 
tleman. France  had  not  a  right  to  assail  her 
adversary  through  a  neutral  and  friendly  Power. 
France  bad  committed  an  act  unauthorized  to- 
wards England  by  the  Berlin  decree.  The  inter- 
ests of  Great  Britain  and  of  the  United  States 
were  both  injured  by  the  Berlin  decree.  Their 
interests  and  their  rights,  then,  being  mutually 
attacked,  it  was  a  mutual  concern  necessarily  be- 
tween the  two  countries.  Both  were  interested 
in  repelling  thin  infraction  of  neutral  rights ;  and 
the  study  of  our  Government  should  have  been, 
as  to  this  Berlin  decree,  and  as  to  that  only,  to 
have  made  a  common  cause  with  Great  Britain, 
and  resisted  the  decree.  If  that  common  cause 
had  been  so  made,  a  great  deal  of  distress  and 
ruin  which  has  fallen  upon  the  country  would 


have  been  avoided.  Our  Government,  however, 
was  silent  upon  this  subject,  though  it  was,  in  the 
nature  of  the  thing,  a  common  matter  betweea 
this  country  and  England ;  and  I  beg  pardon  of 
any  fastidious  gentleman,  that  I  should  tbiok  it 
possible  that  America  and  England  eoald  hare 
common  rights.  As  Great  Britain  could  not  be 
reached  but  through  us,  when  she  was  so  reached, 
both  had  one  object :  both  were  assailed,  and  ought 
to  have  made  common  cause.  But,  what  did  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  ?  Did  it  show, 
at  that  time,  a  manly  front  to  French  iojastice 
and  arrogance  ?  Did  it  consult  with  the  critish 
Government  what  measures  should  be  taken  to 
repel  this  assault?  No,  sir,  but  it  took  steps— j 
stranffe  to  tell — ^precisely  of  an  opposite  charac^ 
ter.  The  Berlin  decree  was  issued  on  the  21st  of 
November.  1806 ;  the  treaty  negotiated  betweea, 
Messrs.  Monroe  and  Pinkney  and  the  British 
Commissioners  was  signed  on  the  31st  December 
of  the  same  year — say  fortv  days  after  the  issoi 
ing  the  Berlin  decree.  Did  the  Government  o^ 
Great  Britain,  willing  to  ruin  your  commerce, 
(and  many  hold  out  Sils  idea,)  make  use  of  this 
pretext,  at  that  time,  to  retaliate  upon  yon  1  No^ 
sir ;  but  what  was  the  actual  state  of  things  7  Tb^ 
Berlin  decree  had  been  issued ;  a  treaty  was  di^ 
gested  and  signed  by  the  Commissioners  of  tb^ 
two  Governments  of  America  and  Great  Britain^ 
and  there  was  much  of  friendly  intercourse  bei 
tween  the  two  cotuitries.  I  would  demand  the 
manner  in  which  the  American  Government 
received  this  decree.  And  much,  I  say,  (for  I  am 
not  afraid  to  speak  the  truth,)  was  to  be  expected 
from  the  American  Government,  placing  iiseli 
as  a  fair  and  impartial  neutral  between  the  twq 
Governments.  Do  you  recollect  that  the  Britisif 
Ministers  annexed  to  the  treaty  a  note,  in  which-^ 
pointing  to  the  consideration  alreadv  mentioned, 
as  regarded  themselves,  and  the  right  of  Franc^ 
to  issue  the  decree — they  said:  '^Such  principle^ 
*  are  in  themselves  extravagant,  and  repognanj 
'  to  the  law  of  nations ;  and  the  pretensions  found^ 
'  ed  on  them,  though  professedly  directed  soielj 
'  against  Great  Britain,  tend  to  alter  the  ptactic< 
'  of  war  amon^  civilized  nations,  and  utterly  ti^ 
^  subvert  the  rights  and  independence  of  neutral 
'  Powers."  Did  not  the  Berlin  decree  tend  to  dc 
this  ?  And  was  it  not  an  injury  of  a  new,  andj 
at  the  same  tiipe,  of  a  most  fnshtful  character,a| 
regarded  Great  Britain  ?  In  this  situation,  wheij 
an  attempt  was  made  by  her  antagonist  to  kee( 
from  her  her  best  customer — and  this  attempt  wa| 
an  injury  to  her  customer  as  well  as  to  her— waj 
it  a  point  on  which  it  could  have  been  expected 
that  the  British  Government  would  have  beel 
silent?  Would  not  the  British  Commissioner| 
hajre  forfeited  all  claims  to  the  confidence  of  thi 
British  nation,  if,  upon  such  a  decree,  they  ha< 
not  done  something  for  themselves?  Ceruini^ 
I  speak  of  the  time  when  they  had  only  promul 
gated  the  decree.  They  signed  a  note,  in  whici 
they  said,  that  "  They  proceed  to  the  signatun 
'  under  the  lull  persuasion,  that,  before  the  treatj 
'  shall  be  returned  from  America,  with  the  rati^ 
'  cation  of  the  United  States,  the  enemy  will  eithe 
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'  bare  formally  abandooed  or  tacitly  relioquished 
'  his  QQJQst  preteosioos."  Was  this  an  unreason- 
able pipectation?  Was  it  unreasonable  to  hope 
that  the  iystem  of  injustice  which  the  first  nation 
ill  the  world  was,  m  the  first  time,  practising 
agaiDst  her,  should  be  abandoned  ?  Certainly  not. 
Bot,  if  it  was  not,  what  next  did  she  express  a 
desire  to  have  done?  "  Or  (as  the  British  Com- 
'missiofiers  said)  that  the  Gk>Ternment  of  the 
*Uoited  States,  by  its  conduct  or  assurances,  will 
'bareffiTen  security  to  His  Majesty  that  it  will 
'  sot  submit  to  such  iooovations  in  the  established 
'  system  of  maritime  law."  Was  there  anything 
wrong  ia  this  request,  sir  ?  It  cannot  be  contro- 
Teried,  that,  upon  this  matter,  we  had  a  common 
cause  with  Qreat  Britain,  whether  we  chose  to 
make  it  to,  o¥  not.  She  said,  *^  Do  you  declare, 
either  by  your  conduct  or  assurances,  that  you 
will  resist  the  decree — do  something  that  looks 
towards  it  7  We  do  not  require  a  specific  pledge, 
hat.  as  we  are  so  deenly  interested  in  the  man* 
serin  which  you  shall  conduct,  it  becomes  im- 
portant to  us  to  know  what  you  will  do  about  it." 
Ifsoch  assurances  had  been  giren — if  steps  be- 
coming the  digaitv  of  this  Gorernment  had  been 
porsued,  would  the  British  Orders  in  Council 
hare  been  issued  ?  There  neyer  would  have  been 
occasion  for  them.  But  this  is  not  all  contained 
ia  that  note,  for  it  continues  thus:  ^  The  under- 
' signed  hare  presented  this  note  from  an  anxious 
'  wish  that  it  should  be  clearly  understood,  on  both 
'sides, that,  without  such  an  abandonment  on  the 
'  part  of  the  enemy,  or  such  assurances  or  such 
'conduct  on  the  part  of  the  United  States,  His 
'  Majesty  will  not  consider  himself  bound  by  the 
'  present  signature  of  his  Commissioners  to  ratify 
'  the  treaty,  or  precluded  from  adopting  such  mea-- 
'  sores  as  may  seem  necessary  for  counteracting 
'the  designs  of  his  enemy."  Now,  sir,  was  not 
all  this  fair?  If  we  consider  that  Great  Britain 
has  rights  as  well  as  we — that  one  great  right  was 
in  jeopardy  in  regard  to  her  fnterest  as  well  as 
oars—was  this  arrogance?  Was  it  not  reasona- 
ble? Having  common  cause  with  her,  should  we 
lot  hare  made  that  answer  which  she  wished  ? 
Botj  what  answer  did  we  niiake  ?  Was  the  Got- 
emoient  of  the  United  States  content  with  being 
inerely  silent?  No,  sir;  so  far  from  giving  any 
iatimation  that  it  meant  to  defend  itself,  the  very 
cirenmstance  of  this  note  was  made  one  of  the 
caoses  for  the  rejection  of  this  treaty,  as  the  Pre- 
udent  of  the  United  States,  at  the  subsequent 
K&sioQ  of  Congress,  declared.  He  declares,  that 
iliere  was  one  consideration,  independent  of  this 
Aote,  which  induced  him  to  reject  the  treaty ; 
ibereby,  clearly  showing  that  the  annexion  of  that 
Bote  was  considered  as  so  offensive  as  to  have 
isdoced  him  to  reject  the  treaty,  if  there  had  been 
^  other  cause  for  it.  After  tnis.  what  in  fair- 
^^  could  the  British  Ministers,  ix>und  to  assert 
j^  rights  of  their  own  country,  do?  The  United 
States  never  gave  any  intimation  of  the  course 
vhich  they  intended  to  take.  In  the  next  place, 
ue  President  had  told  Congress  that  their  speak- 
ing to  hiai  was  so  offensive,  that  on  that  account, 
uo&Qo  other^he  should  have  considered  himself 


warranted  in  rejecting  the  treaty.  Were  the 
British  Ministry  to  expect,  after  this,  that  the 
President  would  have  recommended  a  resistance 
of  the  French  decrees  ?  No  sir ;  it  would  have 
been  giving  more  faith  than  we  generally  give  to 
them  or  they  to  us. 

Now,  sir,  to  carry  you  with  me  a  little  in  the 
orde/  of  time,  I  Would  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  a  letter,  dated  at  London  on  the  22d  of 
April,  1807.    If  iny  frequent  recurrence  to  docu- 
ments should  fatigue  the  House,  I  beg  them  to- 
bear  in  mind  that,  in  these  documents,  they  may 
find  truth  as  well  as  the  arts  of  able  diplomat* 
ists.    On  the  Slst  of  December,  1806,  then,  the 
note  was  annexed  to  the  treaty.    On  the  22d  of 
April,  1807,  Messrs.  Monroe  anqPiukney,  in  their 
letter  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  inform  him  that 
hey  had  an  interyiew  with  Mr.  Canning:    "  As 
soon,  however,  (say  they)  as  we  glanced  at  the 
objects  of  this  interview,  he  observed  that  he 
had  just  received  intelligence,  which,  if  true, 
would  make  it  unnecessary  for  us  to  enter  at 

E resent  on  any  of  the  topics  alluded  to  ;  that  it 
ad  been  represented  to  nim  that  an  officer  just 
arrived  from  America,  had  that  morning  inform- 
ed the  Admiralty  that  the  treaty  which  had 
been  lately  concluded  here  had  been  rejected  by 
our  Government,"  dbc.    He  observed  that  *'8ucn 
an  event  would  place  the  relations  of  the  coun- 
tries in  an  embarrassing  situation,"  dbc.    Here 
now  it  will  be  proper  to  bear  in-  mind  that  this 
treaty  was  framed  by  the  Ministry,  one  of  whom 
made  that  fine  speecn  in  Parliament,  which  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  read,  tne  Ministry 
most  friendly  to  this  country,  if  there  be  any  sucn 
thing  as  friendship  toward  us.  which  I  very  much 
doubt.    This  treaty,  thus  made,  was  sent  back 
immediately  after  the  issuing  of  the  Berlin  de- 
cree, which  so  closely  connected,  in  one  respect, 
the  interests  of  the  two  countries.    Was  this  not 
a  fair  cause  of  suspicion  ?    Well  might  Mr.  Can- 
ning hesitate  as  to  what  he  should  do  in  this  new 
state  of  things.    But,  to  complete  his  disappoint- 
ment and  confusion  on  this  subject,  the  American 
Ministers,  on  the  24th  July,  1807,  addressed  to 
Mr.  Canning  another  note.    This  was  the  first 
answer  which  was  ever  giyen  in  any  wa^  what- 
ever to  the  inquiry  as  to  what  the  American  Gk>T- 
ernment  meant  to  do  in  relation  to  the  Berlin  de- 
cree.   It  was  as  follows: 

"There  is  another  object  to  which  the  undersigned 
have  the  orders  of  the  President  to  invite  the  attention 
of  His  Majesty's  Government,  as  affecting  materially, 
and  giving  a  new  and  unexpected  character  to  the 
proposed  treaty.  They  allude  to  the  written  declaration, 
relative  to  the  French  decree  of  the  2 lit  of  Novem- 
ber last,  by  which  His  Majesty's  Plenipotentiaries  ae- 
companied  their  signature  of  the  treaty ;  a  declaration 
which,  in  its  actual  form,  creates  unnecessairy  embar- 
rassments in  the  way  of  an  acceptance  of  the  treaty  by 
the  United  States.  The  undersigned  persuade  them- 
selves that,  as  this  proceeding,  to  which  no  sanction 
was  given  on  their  part,  imposed  on  the  United  States 
no  new  obligation,  oonld  only  be  intended  to  declare 
that,  in  signing  or  ratifying  the  treaty,  it  was  under- 
stood by  Great  Britain  that  nothing  contained  in  it 
would  be  a  bar  to  any  measure,  which,  if  no  such  tree- 
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tj  had  been  signed,  would  be  lawftil  u  a  measure  of 
retaliation  against  her  enemy,  and  aa  the  occasion 
-which  produced  it  does  not  appear  to  exist  as  then  sup- 

red,  it  will  not  be  thought  that  anything  is  sacrificed 
withdrawing  it  as  unnecessarv." 
'  Yes,  sir,  an  inquiry  made  by  Great  Britain  in 
s,  most  perilous  conjuncture  was  answered  by  a 
«ool  and  very  sarcastic  desire,  that  her  inquiries 
on  that  subject  might  be  withdrawn.  This  was 
the  answer  which  they  received  to  an  inquiry  as 
to  any  disposition  of  the  American  Gk)vernment 
to  acquiesce  in  the  Berlin  decree.  It  is  not  to  be 
wondered  at  that  this  answer  was  unsatisfactory. 
It  cannot  be  wondered  at.  There  is  another  let- 
ter from  the  same  gentlemen  of  the  22d  October, 
1807,  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  to  which  I  will 
refer,  in  which  it  is  stated  that,  in  the  course  of  a 
conference  with  Mr.  Canning,  he  asked  an  expla- 
natioa  of  their  former  answer  to  the  note  on  the 
subject  of  the  Berlin  decree,  which  answer  they 
agreed  to  give  in  writing.  Mr.  Canning  closed 
the  interview  by  saying  that  it  would  be  necessa- 
ry to  postpone  what  he  had  further  to  communi- 
cate to  another  opportunity.  No  information,  no 
explanation  was  siven,  sir ;  nothing  partaking  of 
the  nature  or  quality  of  conciliation  aaving  been 
resorted  to.  A  deathlike  silence  was  observed  on 
this  point  of  critical  interest  to  the  nation.  A 
note  was  delivered,  attempting  to  prove  that  the 
occasion  which  produced  the  note  annexed  to  the 
treaty  had  disappeared ;  and  what  ground  was 
taken  in  that  note,  sir? 

'<  Great  anxiety  having  been  excited  by  a  construc- 
tion which  many  believed  the  decree  to  be  susceptible 
of,  the  Minister  of  the  United  States  at  Paris  requested 
of  the  Minister  of-  Marine,  who  was  chaiged  with  its 
execution,  an  explanation  of  the  sense  in  which  it  was 
understood  by  his  Government,  who  assured  him  that 
it  was  not  intended  that  it  should  in  any  degree  inter- 
fere with  the  provisions  of  the  Treaty  of  1800,  between 
the  United  States  and  France.  We  relied,  also,  upon 
the  fact,  not  only  that  no  countenance  had  been  given 
by  any  practice  or  judicial  decision,  in  France,  to  a 
different  construction,  but  that  the  practice  was  in  pre- 
cise conformity  with  the  view  above  suggested,  and 
that  in  a  cause  in  which  the  question  had  been  formal- 
ly brought  into  discussion,  the  Court  had  sanctioned 
tile  conclusion  that  the  treaty  between  the  two  nations 
was  to  be  exactly  fulfilled,  and  that  the  decree  was  to 
be  so  construed  as  not  to  infringe  it." 

This  was  the  answer  given,  to  this  amount : 
'^Your  solicitude  about  the  operation  of  the  decree 
is  extremely  idle,  because  we  are  perfectly  satis- 
fied^ and  you  should  be  too,  that  the  principle  on 
which  it  goes  will  never  be  carried  into  execu- 
tion." 

It  is  easy  to  conceive  how  very  far  such  a  dec- 
laration fell  short  of  what  was  requested  in  the 
note  of  Lords  Auckland  and  Holland.  It  came 
to  this  point :  either  that  the  British  Qovernment 
was  to  be  satisfied,  or  to  go  on  to  the  alternative 
which  was  threatened.  It  did  go  on  to  it.  The 
British  Government  did  not  trust  to  these  favor- 
able appearances,  which  it  suited  France  to  hold 
out.  Who,  then,  was  wrong,  we  or  they  7  Did 
France  act  upon  that  decree,  or  did  she  not?  For 
the  whole  pomt  of  this  miserably  conducted  ar- 


gument, turned  upon  this  at  last:  that  if  ther 
was  sufficient  ground  to  calculate  that  the  Frenc 
Grovernment  would  not  execute  its  decree,  the 
the  British  Government  ought  to  be  silent ;  b 
if  she  did  execute  it,  that  the  British  Govemmei 
should  take  care  of  its  own  preservation.    Ho 
was  the  fact  ?    France  did  execute  the  decree 
and  from  that  moment  there  could  be  no  dout 
that  resistance  was  justifiable.    But  it  appea 
that  Great  Britain  did  not  know  it  was  carri 
into  execution  before  she  issued  her  Orders  i 
Council.    If  so,  Great  Britain  displayed  moi 
knowledge  of  the  character  of  nations  than  fal 
to  our  share.    I  have  read,  in  a  speech  made  ii 
the  other  House,  as  to  the  embargo,  that,  if  t 
Orders  in  Council  were  not  known,  yet  the  e 
bargo  was  a  lucky  hit.    Then.  sir.  if  Great  Bri 
ain  did  not  know  that  the  Berlin  aecree  was  ex 
cuted,  the  Orders  in  Council  were  a  lucky  hil 
And,  sir,  as  to  the  question  whether  the  Ordei 
in  Council  were  known  here  when  the  embarg 
was  laid,  I  will  just  step  aside  to  notice  it.    lo  I 
letter,  dated  February  19, 1808^  to  our  Minister^ 
London,  we  find  this  passage :    "  My  last,  whic 
^  was  committed  to  the  British  packet,  enclosed 

*  copy  of  the  act  of  embargo,  and  explained  tb 
'policy  of  the  measure.  Among  theconsideratioo 

*  which  enforced  it  was" — What?  The  knowledg 
of  the  Orders  in  Council  ?  No,  sir;  '^  the  probabi 
ity  of  such  decrees  as  were  issued  by  the  Britis 
Government  of  November  11,"  &c.  Now,!  do  hop 
that,  after  this,  we  shall  not  have  any  more  sQ 
phistical  wire-drawn  reasoning  to  show  how  the! 
might  have  been  known^  when  Mr.  Madison  hioi 
self  has  told  our  Minister  at  London  that  the  Oj 
ders  in  Council  were  supposed  to  be  meditated 
and  that  their  appearance  afterward  justified  th 
embargo.  But  I  think  that  gentlemen  arecarn| 
ing  this  point  too  far.  Let  them  notgo  the  who^ 
length  of  saying  that  the  Orders  in  Council  wer 
known  before  the  embargo.  It  is  giving  the  \i 
to  Mr.  Madison  most  indecently ;  and  as  to  thi 
way  of  complimenting  him,  though  I  have  ver 
little  to  expect  from  him,  I  cannot  concur  in  i\ 
Not  only,  sir,  am  I  willing  to  allow,  in  the  m 
guage  of  this  letter,  that  there  was  a  probability 
of  the  issuing  the  Orders  in  Council,  nojt  only  tba 
the  language  of  the  British  gazettes  left  littij 
doubt  of  it ;  but  I  feel  justified  in  going  a  grei 
deal  further,  and  say,  that  the  celebrated  not 
rendered  it  improbable  to  suppose  that  anytbioi 
else  could  have  happened.  The  British  Gk)verq 
ment  said,  "we  desire  that  France  should  abau 
'  don  her  system,  or,  if  not,  that  you  will  taici 
<  some  measure  which  will  defend  us."  If  wi 
expected  that  the  British  Ministers  would  keej 
their  word,  we  might  safely  swear  that  the  0^ 
ders  in  Council  would  issue.  It' is  not  necessarj 
to  the  purpose  of  my  argument  at  this  timetosaj 
that  Great  Britain  did  right  in  issuing  these  Or 
ders  in  Council,  though  I  am  free  to  acknowledgi 
that,  for  the  promotion  of  her  own  interest,  it  wai 
right;  but  it  is  my  purpose  to  show  that  tbi 
ground  has  been  yielded,  and  that  it  has,  is  oneti 
the  reasons  why  we  find  ourselves  in  a  situatiol 
so  comparatively  happy. 
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Permit  me,  to  go  to  the  proof  of  this,  to  state, 
as  my  conception,  that  there  were  three  things 
which  prevented  that  accommodatioD   between 
the  two  coantries,  which  was  so  essential  to  the 
prosperity  of  both.    They  were  these:  the  proc- 
kmatioo,  the  refusal  to  coalesce  with  Great  jBrit- 
ain  iD  resistance  to  the  Berlin  decree ;  and,  lastly, 
the  refusal  to  repeal  the  embargo.    These  are  the 
three  reasons  which  prevented  the  accomplish- 
meDt  of  that  good  of  which  the  President  has  put 
Qs  in  possession.    Great  Britain  demanded  that 
we  should  intimate  by  our  conduct  or  assurances 
that  we  would  not  submit  to  the  innovations  on 
maritime  law,  attempted  by  the  Berlin  decree, 
and,  throughout  the  whole  otthis  correspondence, 
made  it  a  point  that  she  would  never  give  up  her 
Orders  in  Council  until  she  had  some  pledge  to 
that  effect  from  us.    She  now  has  that  pledge, 
and  it  is  a  great  misfortune  that  it  was  not  given 
hefore.    Yes,  sir,  the  first  resolution  reported  by 
the  Committee  of  Foreign  Relations  last  winter, 
adopting  the  language  of  Lords  Holland  find 
Auckland,  declares  that  the  United  States  cannot 
submit  to  the  French  decrees.    I  am  disposed,  on 
this  part  of  the  subject,  to  give  the  present  Presi- 
dent credit  for  his  adroitness.    I  should  not  be 
surprised,  sir,  were  the  secret  history  of  the  Cabi- 
net ever  to  be  written,  if  it  should  turn  out  that, 
without  the  knowledge  of  the  then  President  of 
the  United  States,  the  present  President  had,  by 
making  a  verv  surly  face  at  Great  Britain,  caused 
a  demand  to  oe  made  of  France  that  she  should 
reroke  her  decree,  and  given  that  very  pledge 
which  Great  Britain  demanded  of  us.    Great 
Britain  issued  der  Orders  in  Council  to  keep  us 
from  France.    It  was  said  that  we  could  not  go 
with  any  safety  on  the  ocean  between  the  French 
decrees  and  British  orders.    Now  was  supposed 
to  be  the  happy  time,  when  the  plapets  were  aus- 
picious, for  mvolvingus  in  a  British  war:  but,  it 
did  so  happen  that,  in  the  nature  of  things,  we 
could  not  declare  the  British  orders  to  be  unlawful, 
without  declaring  the  Frencli  decrees  to  be  unlaw- 
ful, also.    We  could  not  oppose  one  without  also 
opposing  the  other.    The  very  moment  that  we 
fought  both  Great  Britain  and  France,  Great 
Britain  did  not  want  any  quarrel  with  us.    If  we 
bad  put  ourselves  in  opposition  to  France,  when 
the  question  was  raised,  in  the  note  attached  to 
the  treaty,  we  should  never  have  had  the  Orders 
ia  Council.    But  we  bad  them.    We  did  declare, 
ifter  we  had  them,  that  we  would  give  the  pledge. 
It  was  rendered  indispensably  necessary,  by  our 
refusing  to  give  a  pledge  of  resistance  to  the  Ber- 
lin decree,  that  the  Orders  in  Council  should  be 
i^ued.    That  pledge  now  having  been  given,  it 
became  as  necessary  that  the  orders  should  be 
^thdrawo.    It  was  folly  for  Great  Britain  to 
hare  cootinued  them.     We  were  fighting  Great 
Britain  (on  paper) — for    what?     Because   she 
joined  us  in  the  maintenance  of  our  neutral 
rights.    We  acknowledged  that,  as  soon  as  the 
Berlin  decree  was  acted  on,  it  was  cause  of  war^ 
hut  felt  too  proud  to  vindicate  ourselves  from  the 
imputation  of  submitting  to  it,  because  Great 
Britain  had  asked  it  of  us.   When  we  had  passed 


the  non-intercourse  law  as  to  France,  and  exclud- 
ed French  ships  from  our  harbors,  we  were  placed 
in  a  situation  which  disabled  us  from  submitting 
to  the  Berlin  decree,  and  are  now  in  that  situa- 
tion. I  would  observe  that,  at  the  time  these 
measures  were  agitated,  we  had  all  a  little  sand 
in  our  eyes;  we  did  not  understand  tb^  sub- 
ject as  completely  at  that  time  as  we  do  now;  and 
I  am  pretty  well  satisfied  that,  when  the  secret 
history  of  the  two  last  years  is  divulged,  it  will 
be  found  that  while  the  former  President  was 
endeavoring  to  fan  the  flames  of  war,  the  Secre- 
tary of  State,  by  originating  these  resolutions, 
dbc.,  was  smoothing  the  way  for  the  happy  dis- 
charge of  his  Presidential  duties  when  he  should 
come  to  the  Chair.  I  think  it  did  him  honor. 
The  ground,  then,  having  been  taken,  we,  stand- 
ing pledged,  in  the  /ace  of  the  world,  to  resist 
French  injustice,  have  done  what  we  were  re- 
quired to  give  a  pledge  to  do.  There  is,  therefore, 
no  further  difficulty  on  the  part  of  Great  Britain, 
in  relation  to  us.  She  withdraws  her  Orders  ia 
Council,  and  leaves  us  precisely  in  the  situation 
in  which  she  first  asked  of  us  to  place  ourselves. 
All  the  difference  is,  that  the  Orders  in  Council 
are  enforced  now  by  us  instead  of  herself.  In 
bringing  about  this  state  of  things,  I*  yield  my 
hearty  approbation  to  the  President  of  the  United 
States ;  and  I  believe  that,  when  I  could  not  see 
the  end  of  our  troubles,  the  President  was  secretly 
conducting  us  to  the  late  happy  result. 

But,  says  one  gentleman,  the  embargo  has  so 
humbled  the  British  nation,  and  the  terrors  of  the 
non-intercourse -law  have  performed  such  mira- 
cles, that  she  is  willing  to  fall  at  our  feet,  and  the 
equal  footing  on  which  the  two  countries  was 
placed,  was  a  pretence,  and  nothing  more,  for 
their  cnange  of  position.  Now,  let  us  examine  it; 
for  I  do  consider  it  extremely  importaiit  that  the 
fact  should  be  ascertained  and  established  whe- 
ther the  embargo  was  such  a  machine  as  to  pro- 
duce all  these  consequences ;  for,  if  it  was,  let  us 
never  forget  that  we  had  it,  aiid  have  recourse  to 
it  on  every  future  occasion.  If  it  was,  sir,  let  us  in- 
scribe it  in  golden  characters  over  your  head,  that 
it  may  stare  us  in  the  face,  whenever  we  rise  to 
address  you.  But,  if  the  late  change  be  not  as- 
cribable  to  that,  but  to  the  abandonment  of  that 
pernicious  system  of  which  the  embargo  formed 
a  principal  feature ;  if  it  be  ascribable  to  the 
frankness  and  promptitude  with  which  the  Presi- 
dent met  the  late  overtures,  let  us  say  so.  The 
medicine  has  operated,  and  it  is  correct  that  we 
should  ascertain  by  what  physician  the  cure  was 
performed.  That,  medicine,  which  had  like  to 
have  killed  us,  will  never  be  resorted  to  again. 

The  proclamation  was  another  stumbling  block, 
in  the  consideration  of  which  I  must  again  have 
recourse  to  the  volume  of  truth.  It  will  be  rec- 
ollected, sir,  that  when  the  affair  of  the  Chesa- 
peake first  became  public  at  London,  it  was 
known  to  the  British  Minister  before  it  was 
known  to  our  Ministers.  While  things  were  go- 
ing on  very  smoothly,  in  relation  to  that  matter, 
information  was  received  that  the  President  of 
the  United  States  had  issued  a  proclamation  in- 
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terdicting  the  entrance  of  our  waters  to  British 
vessels,  and  objection  was  made  to  it — on  what 
ff round  ?  That  the  United  States  bad  no  right 
by  the  law  of  nations  to  exclude  armed  vessels 
from  their  waters  ?  No,  sir,  that  was  a  ground 
which  was  never  contested.  For,  in  point  of 
fight,  foreign  armed  vessels  can  no  more  claim 
permission  to  come  within  our  waters  than  their 
armies  can  claim  a  right  to  encamp  on  the  terra 
firma  of  our  country.  The  right  is  enjoyed  but 
by  indulgence.  But,  if  the  armies  of  France 
and  England  were  engaged  upon  our  frontiers, 
and  we  should  permit  the  army  of  one  to  receive 
accommodation  and  comfort  within  our  territo- 
rial limits,  and  were  to  exclude  the  othier,  we 
should  violate  the  neutral  character  by  aiding  one 
to  the  depression  of  the  other,  taking,  so  Slt  as 
this  partiality  extended,  a  part  in  the  war ;  we 
should,  in  fact,  be  doing  a  hostile  act.  On  the 
other  hand,  if  we  permitted  both  to  come  into  our 
territories  and  fight  it  out,  we  still  keep  our  neu- 
tral character,  impartiality  being  of  the  essence 
of  neutrality.  When,  therefore,  the  proclamation 
interdicting  British  vessels  was  issued,  it  was 
complained  of  onl^  on  this  ground  : 

**  The  total  exdnsion  of  all  &ips  of  war  belonging 
to  one  of  two  belligerent  parties,  while  the  ships  of 
war  of  thA  other  were  protected  by  the  harbors  of  the 
neutral  Power,  would  furnish  no  light  ground  of  oom- 
plaint  against  that  neutral,  if  considered  in  any  oUier 
point  of  view  than  as  a  matter  of  retaliation  for  previ- 
ous injury  ;  and,  so  considered,  it  cannot  but  be  neces- 
sary to  take  it  into  aocount  in  the  adjustment  of  the 
original  dispute.'' 

If  the  House  will  give  me  a  little  attention, 
they  will  see  that  the  objection  to  the  proclama- 
tion did  not  go  on  the  ground  simply  that  Brit- 
ish vessels  were  prohibited  from  entering,  but  that 
while  British  vessels  were  prohibited,  French 
were  admitted.  It  was  admitting  the  army  of  one 
belligerent  to  occupy  your  territory  while  that  of 
the  other  was  prevented.  Therefore,  the  giving 
the  use  of  our  waters  to  one  belligerent  and  refus- 
ing it  to  the  other,  was  a  fair  and  just  cause  of 
complaint;  and,  until  both  were  admitted  or  both 
excluded,  Great  Britain  refused  to  treat  or  make 
reparation  for  the  attack  on  the  Chesapeake.  Mr. 
Hose  came  forward  afterward  with  a  long  letter 
on  the  same  subject,  and  we  find  that  he  comes 
to  the  same  conclusion.  This  point,  wherever 
the  subject  is  treated,  is  not  lost  sight  of.  You 
find  it  afterward,  in  tiie  reply  which  wassiven  by 
Mr.  Canning  to  Mr.  Pinkney,  whenpMr.Pinkney 
made  the  famous  proposal  to  the  British  Govern- 
ment, that  if  they  would  withdraw  the  Orders  in 
Council,  the  embargo  should  be  suspended  as  re- 

Sirded  them.  One  reason  of  refusal  was,  that 
ritish  vessels  were  interdicted  while  French 
were  admitted.  She  wished  that  both  should  be 
admitted  or  both  excluded.  She  never  would 
enter  into  any  negotiation  until  that  equality  was 

Eroduced.  ohe  has  not  talked  as  much  as  we 
ave,  to  be  sure,  but  she  has  acted  more.  Now, 
sir,  by  the  non-intercourse  act,  this  demand  of 
placing  both  nations  on  an  equality  is  complied 
with,  and  she  ofiers  that  reparation  which  she  | 
lias  hitherto  refused. 


But  it  is  said  that  the  proposal  made  by 
Pinkney  last  summer  embraced  the  same  ter 
And  how?  What  did  Mr.  Pinkney  offer  at  t 
time  ?  After  talking  about  and  about  the  sabj 
Mr.  Canning  not  understanding  him,  desired  hi 
to  commit  his  ideas  to  paper.  He  wrote  it. 
have  the  honor  to  state,  says  Mr.  P.,  that  it 
the  intention," — it  vat  (not,  it  is)  the  inteotioo  i 
the  President  of  the  United  States  to  suspend  til 
embargo  as  to  Great  Britain  in  case  she  shoal 
withdraw  her  Orders  ifi  Council,  &c.  And  Mj 
Piikkney  then  makes  no  pledge  that  the  embers 
shall  be  continued  as  to  France,  but  goes  intotj 
argument  on  the  subject.  Was  this  the  pledg 
required  bv  the  British  Government?  No,  sii 
find,  till  that  demand  was  complied  with,  sq 


we 


never  would  come  to  a  settlement.  Now,  ifth 
Orders  in  Council  had  been  then  repealed,  woul{ 
it  have  produced  those  consequences  subsequent! 
nroduced  by  her  perseverance  ?  No,  sir.  In  tb 
nrst  place  there  was  then  no  pledge  on  recoil 
that  we  would  resist  the  French  decrees ;  oq 
Government  having  studiously  avoided  such  i 
pledge.  The  Government  was  sot  pledged  b| 
Mr  Pinkney  even  to  keep  the  embargo  in  open 
tion  in  relation  to  France.  They  were  not  y( 
willing  to  pledge  themselves  to  resist  Francj 
They  would  not  act  a  manly  part  even  then.  ] 
was  not  enough  that  France  disregarded  all  nev 
tral  rights  and  the  obligations  of  a  sacred  treaij 
We  would  not  then  give  intimation  that  if 
would  resist  France,  but  all  we  said,  was,  that  i 
France  persisted  in  her  decrees,  we  would  coi{ 
tinue  the  embargo  as  to  her.  On  this  ground  th 
Orders  in  Council  were  asked  to  be  witbdrawi 
British  vessels  would  still  have  been  exclude 
whilst  French  were  admitted.  But  at  last  thi 
state  of  things  has  arrived,  as  to  the  pledge  xht 
this  country  will  not  submit  to  the  French  d< 
crees.  and  as  to  both  nations  being  placed  on  a 
equality  in  relation  to  armed  ship,  in  which  n 
ought  first  to  have  placed  ourselves.  The  prt 
clamation  being  removed  is  no  impediment  i 
that  adjustment.  It  never  would  have  been  a 
impediment,  if  this  Giovernment  had  been  willio 
to  do  originally  what  it  at  last  consented  to  do. 
The  third,  last,  and  only  impediment  was  tb 
existence  ot  the  embargo.  As  long  as  that  n 
mained  in  force,  the  British  Grovernment  stoc 
pledged  not  to  withdraw  the  Orders  in  Counci 
The  embargo  is  given  up.  But  the  address  ao 
adroitness  of  the  Government  is  distioguishabi 
there  too;  for  while  they  killed  the  life  and  soi 
of  the  embargo,  they  held  up  the  lifeless  corpi 
as  though  in  mil  life  and  vigor.  The  great  argi 
ment  in  favor  of  the  embargo  was,  that  it  wou! 
starve  our  adversary.  Now  we  had  repealed  tl 
embargo,  except  as  to  Great  Britain  and  Fraoci 
we  had  come  down  on  our  knees,  and  thus  brol 
our  fall.  It  was  said  to  our  merchants,  you  shs 
not  go  to  Great  Britain;  but  you  shall  go  to  S 
Bartholomews,  and  thence  Great  Britain  ms 
get  your  produce.  As  soon  as  you  said  that,  si 
you  abandoned  the  principle  on  which  the  ec 
cargo  went.  It  was  no  longer  an  embargo 
that  purpose  for  which  it  was  designed.    Sut 
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nsbecmfor  our  own  interests  to  have  permitted 
irect  ezpoctatiod,  as  I  shall  prove;  for  it  is  a 
lateriai  eoDsid«ratioii  with  Great  Britain  to 
ire  her  shipping  employed.  If  we  had  exported 
nr  produce  immediately  from  this  country  to 
Irest  Britain,  I  see  very  plainly  that  British 
Uppin^  wonld  not  have  been  employed ;  but  as 
I  was,  in  striving  to  afiect,  and  perhaps  injure 
b«at  Britain,  we  ^ve  employment  to  her  sea- 
KQ  and  ships  which  she  would  not  otherwise 
an  had.  Ekit  I  say  that  the  principle  of  the 
nbargo  was  eoaipletely  abandoned  as  soon  as 
Joagress  consented  to  give  vent  to  the  produo- 
ioDs  of  the  eooatry  by  a  partial  repeal  of  the 
nbarso.  This  measure  was  adopted  on  the 
roQ&d  that  Great  Britain  stood  so  much  in  need 
four  prodnce  and  raw  materials -that  she  could 
01  lire  without  them ;  aad  the  moment  that  we 
^aied  it  in  this  manner,  the  embargo  was  de* 
(loyed.  It  looked  well  to  have  the  embargo 
ontinBed  aa  to  Great  Britain  and  France,  be- 
aose  it  saved  appearances.  I  do  not  know  that 
ke  Goremmeiat  was  to  blame.  In  the  same 
uxtT  of  Mr.  Canning  to  which  I  have  alluded, 
here  is  an  expression,  the  import  of  which  plainly 
I.  that  if  the  British  Gk>verament  could  restore 
iieadly  relationa  between  the  two  countries  with- 
in appearing  to  deprecate  the  embargo  as  a 
letsore  of  dreadful  hostility,  she  would  have 
feen  rery  willing  to  have  treated  with  you.  If 
ke  embargo  had  remained  to  this  day,  would  you 
Mthare  remained  without  a  step  being  taken? 
Bo(  ve  did  repeal  the  embftrgo,  notwithstanding 
le  name  which  was  left,  so  much  that  it  coold 
lot  be  supposed  by  anybody  to  operate  on  Great 
Britain  so  as  to  be  injurious  to  her.  Those  who 
ared  appearances  by  a  partial  repeal  of  the  em- 
^%^^  granted  what  she  wanted  in  this  respect. 
When  these  three  impediments  were  removed, 
■d  by  our  Government  too,  when  the  door  was 
hiriy  opened.  Great  Britain  walked  in  and  oflered 
toibe  President  of  the  United  States  that,  since 
?e  had  done  all  that  she  could  reasonably  desire, 
nd  we  did  nothing  more,  she  was  willing  to  do 
ill  that  we  conld  reasonably  desire.  It  is  for  the 
irooptitode  and  frankness  with  which  the  Presi- 
tet  met  the  late  overture  that  I  thank  him  most 
eofdially  for  my  country.  I  approve  it  roost 
^rtily.  When  Secretary  of  State,  he  satis- 
fcd  me  that  when  he  wanted  to  keep  oflT  accom- 
BodatioQ  no  man  was  more  competent ;  for  in- 
^iice,  wnen  reparation  was  offered  in  London, 
nd  oar  Gk>vernment  had  as  lief  have  taken 
fOisoD  as  accepted  it.  I  know  that  the  President 
tfthe  United  States,  in  the  course  of  diplomatic 
^Qssion,  conld  have  produced  delay  m  such  a 
BiQDer  that  no  one  could  well  have  decided 
vhat  prevented  the  arrangement  from  coming  to 
I  bappy  conclusion.  Bat  he  chose,  when  he 
^e  into  power,  to  dispel  that  darkness  which 
'be  Administration  of  his  predecessor  bad  spread 
^ad.  He  acted  with  promptitude  and  frank- 
Bess,  aod  merits  the  gratitude  of  the  nation  for  it, 
^it  is  the  doty  of  tne  House  of  Representatives 
to^re  their  approbation  of  that  act.  And  I  am 
^^^Umg  to  join  in  it,  not  because  I  am  in  the 


habit  of  pouring  out  the  incense  of  adulation— 
for  I  will  tell  gentlemen  very  frankly,  that  if  any 
one  who  is  so  averse  to  praise,  were  to  blame  the 
President  for  his  conduct  relating  to  the  resistance 
to  the  laws  in  Pennsylvania,  I  would  join  him ; 
hot  whilst  I  express  my  .disapprobation  that  he 
has  not  repressed  rebellion,  that  he  has  not  de- 
tailed the  causes  out  of  which  it  grew,  and  the 
manner  in  which  it  was  composed,  f  must  express 
approbation  of  his  conduct  in  relation  to  the  sub- 
ject now  before  us.  I  must,  indeed,  regret  that  the, 
President  has  not  even  submitted  it  to  the  con- 
sideration of  Congress,  when  there  was  a  rebel- 
lion, in  the  heart  of  the  Government,  a  rebellion 
against  the  judicial  authority  of  the  United  States. 
I  shall  not  make  a  motion  to  express  my  disap** 
probation ;  but  if  other  gentlemen  did,  I  migat 
vote  for  it. 

A  colleague  of  mine  (Mr.  Fisk)  yesterday  un- 
dertook to  instruct  us  by  reading  part  of  the  speech 
of  a  British  nobleman,  instead  oi  listening  to  the 
dictates  of  his  own  judgment.  As  to  this  same 
Lord  Grenvilie,  I  have  a  word  or  two  to  say. 
Perhaps  my  colleague  does  not  know  that  in 
Great  Britain  they  understand  the  game  of  ins 
and  outs  as  well  as  here;  that  there,  as  well  as 
here,  men  have  one  set  of  political  connexions 
to-day,  and  a  new  set  of  political  connexions  and 
principles  to-morrow.  But  the  little  knowledge 
which  I  possess  of  British  corruption  (I  am  sure 
I  shall  be  applauded  for  that  word)  enables  me  to 
say  that  there  are  men  in  Great  Britain  who  do 
not  practise  what  they  think,  who  make  speeches 
for  tne  mere  purpose  of  putting  the  ins  out,  and 
themselves  in.  And  though  I  would  not  put 
Lord  Grenvilie,  my  worthy  friend's  friend,  on  his 
trial  here;  yet,  since  he  is  brought  in,  I  choose  to 
pay  my  respects  to  him.  You  have  heard  me 
read  the  note  attached  to  the  treaty.  Would  you 
believe,  after  hearing  his  speech,  that  this  &ame 
Lord  Grenvilie  was  one  of  the  British  ministry 
who  pledged  the  British  nation  by  that  note  to 
the  Orders  in  Council  which  were  su*b6eauently 
issued,  in  failure  of  the  conditions  stated  7  And 
this  man  is  to  be  appealed  to  as  authority  that 
the  offer  of  Mr.  Pinkney  in  relation  to  the  em- 
bargo was  really  fair,  and  such  as  the  Govern- 
ment should  have  consented  to !  Will  the  gen- 
tleman go  the  whole  length  with  his  British 
friend  ?  He  says  that  when  the  offer  to  repeal 
the  embargo  was  made,  then  the  Orders  in  Coun- 
cil ought  to  have  been  rescinded.  In  the  opinion 
of  Lord  Grenvilie,  the  Orders  in  Council  only 
became  unlawful  when  the  British  Government 
refused  the  offer  of  the  American  Minister.  Is 
it  fair  to  bring  the  arguments  of  the  British 
minority  to  prove  that  the  American  majority 
are  right  ?  It  might  be  right  if  it  would  not  cut 
both  ways.  How  would  it  operate?  I  am  a 
Representative  of  33,000  souls,  a  situation  which 
I  feel  as  honorable  as  to  be  a  British  peer,  and, 
therefore,  am  on  an  equality  with  a  member  of 
the  British  House  of  Lords.  I  have  said  that 
the  Orders  in*  Council  were  fairly  justifiable. 
Now,  suppose  that  a  British  subject  were  to  quote 
my  argument  as  evidence  that  they  were  lawful — 
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I  have  DO  doubt  that  Lord  Grenriile  would  make 
a  pretty  speech  oq  the  occasion.  Aod  this  shows 
the  absurdity  of  quoting  arguments  used  by  the 
minority  there,  as  decisi?e  on  the  subject  of  meas- 
ures which  it  is  a  part  of  their  plan  to  decry. 

I  thinkj  after  th is  very  fair  exposition,  there  can  be 
no  doubt  in  this  House  that  there  is  a  great  merit 
which  much  attach  somewhere  or  to  somebody, 
in  bringing  us  to  this  blaze  of  light  from  that 
scene  of  utter  darkness,  in  which  we  groped  so 
long.    I  cannot  reconcile  it  to  my  mind  to  give 
credit  for  it  to  any  one  but  the  President  of  the 
United  States.    It  is  not  the  embargo  which  has 
done  it,  or  the  embargo  might  have  a  sort  of  post- 
humous merit,  the  merit  of  doing  that  when 
dead  which  it  could  not  accomplish  whilst  living. 
As  to  the  non-intercourse,  no  body  ever  dreamt 
that  the  non-intercourse  would  have  more  power 
than  the  embargo,  which  I  think  I  have  shown 
to  have  had  none.    It  is,  therefore,  owing  and 
solely  due  to  the  proper  temper  with  which  the 
overtures  were  received.    And  it  is  now  in  proof 
before  us,  as  I  have  always  said,  and  contended, 
that  nothing  was  wanting  but  a  proper  spirit  of 
conciliation  and  fair  and  honorable  dealing  on 
the  part  of  this  country,  to  bring  to  a  happy  issue 
all  the  fictitious  differences  between  this  country 
and  Great  Britain ;   and  that  is  now  acknowl- 
edged to  be  true,  for  saying  which  I  was  so 
much  censured — censured  because,  in  saying  it, 
it  was  supposed  that  I  had  an  opinion  of  the  Brit- 
ish Government  which  did  not  become  an  Amer- 
ican citizen.    Let  me  be  understood  that  I  have 
not  that  confidence,  that  I  am  no  advocate  of  ^ 
Great  Britain.    A  mutual  dependence  of  inter- 
ests one  upon  the  other  rendered  it  a  point  of  in- 
terest for  Great  Britain  to  be  in  a  state  of  amity 
with  us  when  it  could  be  done  consistently  with 
a  sense  of  her  own  right.    But  I  praise  not  Great 
Britain,  nor  give  her  any  eulogy  for  it.    It  is  her 
interest  which  actuated  her ;  and  on  this  account 
alone  should  this  country  have  produced  this  state 
of  things  long  a^o.    It  long  ago  mi^ht  have  been 
produced,  if  we  nad  not  made  a  fictitious  quarrel 
with  Great  Britain,  which  gave  much  room  for 
political  dispute,  and  has  been  the  means  of  dread- 
ful destruction  to  the  United  States.    I  wish  not 
to  discuss  the  point  whether  this  or  that  party  is 
entitled  to  the  credit  of  the  present  state  of  things. 
I  do  not  see  the  necessity  of  it.    But  if  it  were 
necessary,  I  might  ask,  at  the  last  session  who  was 
it  in  their  speeches  that  endeavored  to  soften  the 
public  temper,  to  bring  it  down  to  a  medium 
which  was  necessary  to  induce  the  British  Gov- 
ernment to  meet  us  ?    You  remember,  sir.  that 
there  was  in  this  House  a  party,  who,  revolving 
round  the  Executive,  derived  light  from  him;  who 
cried  out  ^'  war !  give  us  war !"  Who,  when  they 
found  they  could  not  get  us  into  war,  begged  for 
letters  of  marque  and  reprisal ;  and  who,  when 
they  could  get  neither,  wished  for  a  continuance 
of  the  embargo.    No,  said  others — (and  I  believe, 
sir,  that  you  yourself  had  some  share  in  it,)  the  peo- 
ple began  to  open  their  eyes,  and  some  gentlemen 
became  convinced  that  if  they  did  not  stop  their 
course  the  people  would  stop  them  from  coming 


here  aeain.  There  were  protesters,  Repablicau, 
and  a  Tittle  handful  of  we  poor  Federalists,  few  ia 
number  at  that  time,  who  formed  a  class.  No.  2. 
which  would  not  have  war,  letters  of  marque  to4 
reprisal,  or  embargo.  There  were  some  who  were 
as  well  content  as  any  of  us  not  to  doaDythiof 
in  point  of  substance,  but  who  wished  to  take  to 
themselves  the  credit  of  proposing  a  substitute; 
and  they  certainly  took  as  mild  a  one  as  could  be 
expected.  We  had  heretofore  endeavored  to 
coerce  Great  Britain  by  non-exportation ;  butoow 
we  tried  another  novelty.  It  was  non-ezpom- 
tion  before ;  and  we  changed  it  for  non-importa- 
tion.  What  coercive  or  other  effect  was  expected 
from  that,  I  never  heard.  The  men  rerolrlDg 
round  the  Executive  came  down  to  the  measare 
because  the  House  would  not  go  higher ;  it  wai 
the  most  hostile  measure  they  could  ^et.  as  tbef 
avowed  as  their  reason  for  voting  for  it.  This  is 
the  true  exposition  of  the  whole  thing.  Would 
yon,  after  this,  say  that  the  embargo  brought 
about  the  accommodation  ?  The  Grog  and  Mag<f 
of  the  party  were  shivered  to  pieces.  The  poo- 
intercourse  law  was  not  a  measure  of  the  Admiois* 
tration,  but  a  measure  of  compromise  between  the 
hot  and  the  cool.  And,  af\er  all  our  troubles,  we 
may  be  permitted  to  laugh  a  little  that  our  relief 
was  brought  about  by  this  poor  non-intercourse 
law.  The  President  has  made  good  useofiL 
Therefore,  I  say,  let  praise  be  given  to  the  Exe- 
cutive for  the  promptitude  and  frankness  with 
which  he  has  acted. 

I  would  now,  sir,  as  we  are  arrived  at  an  eti 
in  which  we  have  a  right  to  look  forward  to  the 
same  prosperity  and  happinessfor  which  oar  coun- 
try was  distinguished  under  the  Administration 
of  Wasbinoton  and  Adams — the  two  first  yean 
of  Mr.  Adams's  Administration  I  mean — I  would 
hope  for  an  abandonment  of  political  intolerance, 
which  misguides  men  themselves  and  by  which 
they  misguide  others;  that  the  contentious  spiritof 
party,  which  has  made  so  many  bUnd  to  their  own 
errors,  will  cease ;  and  that  from  this  time  a  nef 
party,  a  parly  bent  upon  promotion  of  the  pros* 
perity  of  the  country  and  the  preservation  of  the 
public  liberty  may  succeed*-a  party  of  the  coun- 
try and  the  Constitution.  Both  parties  have  run 
wild  so  long,  that  it  is  perhaps  fair  to  say,  as  it  is 
certainly  true,  that  neither  is  exactly  right. 

'*  When  public  contest  lasts  so  very  long, 
No  side  is  wholly  right  or  wholly  wrong." 

Let  us  return  to  the  steady  sober  principles  of 
the  Washington  Administration,  as  well  as  to 
our  foreign  relations  as  to  our  internal  concerns. 
We  had  enough  of  Mr.  Adams's  system  of  sedi- 
tion laws,  dbc.,  during  his  Administration,  and 
enough  of  the  palavef'  of  philosophy  since.  I 
wish  to  have  the  golden  age  of  Washington  re- 
vived. It  was  then  usual  to  speak  freely.  Let 
us  do  it  now. 

As  it  regards  the  motion  now  before  the  House, 
let  us  take  into  view  this  consideration,  and  1  re- 
commend it  to  the  attention  of  the  gentleman 
from  Kentucky,  (Mr.  McKeb:)  that  if  General 
Washington  issued  a  proclamation  not  author- 
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by  107  ezistioff  Jaw,  but  so  much  calculated 
promote  the  public  prosperity  and  to  call  for 
lie  consent,  so  in  the  present  case  did  Presi- 
{  Madison ;  for  there  is  no  law  autborizinff 
proclamation  which  he  issued,  and  which 
much  approve.     It  is  not  expressly  war- 
ed by  law,  but  it  is  in  the  spirit  of  the  law. 
pose  that  a  ressel  should  sail  from  the  United 
es;  after  the  1st  of  June,  to  Great  Britain, 
it  should  be  found,  on  a  legal  inrestiga- 
,  that  the  proclamation  had  not  suspended  the 
.  DOt  being  issued  in  conformity  thereto,  and 
k  merchant  was  to  be  prosecuted  for  a  breach 
I  law-— could  that  proclamation  be  pleaded  in 
prof  recovery  7     Certainly  not ;  because  it  was 
tly  aatborized  to  be  issued  after  the  revocation. 
I  is  not  only  necessary  that  the  proclamation 
koold  be  approved,  but  that  a  law  should  be 
Bssed  giving  validity  to  it.    We  should  not, 
berefore,  be  content  with  merely  giving  this  ap- 
^obaiioD,  but  should  go  on  and  pass  laws  upon 
(.  1/  we  last  Winter  got  upon  some  notion  of 
■ssiog abstract  propositions  against  which  I  voted, 
Icao  show  that  I  preserve  consistency  in  voting 
br  this,  by  showing^,  as  I  have  done,  that  a  law 
•ay  be  founded  on  it. 

lo  erery  point  of  view,  whether  gentlemen  on 
tte  hand  are  willing  to  do  justice  to  the  Bxecu- 
ife.  or  to  heal  the  wounds  of  party  which  have 
Mw  long;  if  thev  are  willing  with  the  re- 
inrpiDiT  prosperity  ot  the  country  to  restore  to 
Mcial  intercourse  that  harmony  without  which 
Mt  and  liberty  are  of  so  little  value,  let  us  20 
vith  them.  I^C  them  not  be  so  frightened  by 
■r  praise  as  to  draw  back,  or  how  are  we  ever  to 
tpproteh  them  ?  I  entreat  gentlemen,  therefore, 
KK  to  be  afraid  of  us.  We  are  an  honorable 
firty.  Dot  guided  by  party  zeal  alone.  When 
hi  Administration  deserve  credit,  we  will  give 
I  to  them ;  and  when  they  deserve  censure,  f  be- 
iere  gentlemen  will  give  us  the  credit  of  not  be- 
ig  too  sparing  of  it. 


Frioat,  June  2. 

Aaother  member,  to  wit:  Jobr  Clopton,  from 
nzeiDia,  appeared,  produced  his  credentials,  was 
iulified,  and  took  his  seat  in  the  House. 

Mr.  Love  presented  a  petition  of  the  President 
fid  Directors  of  the  Potomac  Company,  praying 
kit  an  act  may  be  passed  authorizing  a  lottery 
B  the  District  of  Columbia,  to  raise  the  sum  of 
M  hundred  thousand  dollars^  to  be  applied  to 
^improvement  of  the  navigation  of  the  Potomac 
isd  Shenandoah  rivers. — Referred  to  the  Com- 
littee  for  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Mr.  Newton,  from  the  Committee  of  Com- 
merce and  Manufactures,  presented  a  bill  to  con- 
^&oe  in  force  "  An  act  declaring  the  assent  of 
^j^^a  to  a  certain  act  of  the  State  of. South 
Molina,  passed  the  twenty-first  of  December, 
^ihoQsand  eight  hundred  and  four ;  which  was 
^  twice  and  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the 
*kolc  to-morrow. 

Kr.  McKiM  presented  a  petition  of  the  sugar 
^en  in  the  city  of  Baltimore^  to  the  same  ef- 


fect with  petitions  from  sundry  other  sugar  refi- 
ners within  the  United  States.  Wore  stated. 

Mr.  MoNTooHERT  presentcQ  a  petition  of  sun- 
dry distillers  and  other  citizens  of  the  United 
States,  praying  that  the  importation  of  foreign 
spirits  distilled  from  grain  may  be  wholly  prohib- 
ited, and  that  additional  duties  may  be  imposed 
on  the  introduction  into  the  United  States  of  for- 
eign spirits  distilled  from  other  materials. — Re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  of  Commerce  and  Man- 
ufactures. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Montgomery, 

Resolved^  That  a  committee  be  appointed  to 
inquire  whether  any,  and  what,  compensation 
ought  to  be  made  to  Major Zebulon  M.Pike, and 
his  companions,  for  their  services  in  exploring 
the  Mississippi  river,  and  in  their  latC:  expedition 
to  the  sources  of  the  Osage,  Arkansas,  and  La- 
Platte  rivers,  together  with  their  tour  through 
New  Spain ;  and  that  they  have  leave  to  report 
by  bill,  or  otherwise. 

Mr.  MoifTooMBRT,  Mr.  Robert,  Brown,  Mr. 
Gbolson,  Mr.  Livingston,  and  Mr.  Kennedy, 
were  appointed  a  committee,  pursuant  to  the  said 
resolution. 

The  Speaker  laid  before  the  House  a  letter 
from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  transmitting 
his  annual  ireport,  prepared  in  obedience  to  the  act, 
entitled  **An  act  to  establish  the  Treasury  De- 
partment ;"  which  was  read,  and  referred  to  the 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Means. 

TERRITGRIAL  G0VERNMDNT8. 

Mr.  PoiNDEXTER  observcd  that,  in  consequence 
of  the  frequent  and  wanton  exercise  of  the  pow- 
er ^iven  by  the  ordinance  of  1787  to  the  Terri- 
torial Governors,  to  prorogue  and  dissolve  the 
Qeneral  Assembly,  he  thought  it  his  duty  to  pre- 
sent a  resolution.  He  said  he  did  not  expect  it 
would  be  acted  on,  but  he  thought  it  his  duty  not 
to  let  a  session  pass  over  without  attempting  to 
expunge  this  foul  stain  from  the  statute  book  of 
the  United  States.  The  following  is  the  resolu- 
tion : 

Reiohed^  That  a  committee  be  appctnied  to  inqnin 
into  the  expediency  of  repealing  so  much  of  the  ordi- 
nance for  me  government  of  the  several  Territories  of 
the  United  States,  as  empowers  the  Governors  thereof 
to  prorogue  and  dissolTS  the  Legislature. 

Mr.  Troup  had  no  objection  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  committee^  but  he  trusted  that  the 
committee  when  appointed  would  take  especial 
care  not  to  interfere  despotically  with  the  articles 
of  cession,  or  any  articles  of  agreement  between 
the  State  of  Georgia  and  the  United  States. 

Mr.  PoiNDEXTER  said  the  gentleman  certainly 
could  not  wish  to  retain  this  principle,  which  had 
been  borrowed  from  the  worst  features  of  monar- 
chical goFernment  of  Great  Britain.  When  a 
bill  was  reported,  if  the  gentleman  thought  the 
people  of  tne  Mississippi  Territory  were  exclu- 
sively to  be  ruled  in  this  manner  because  that 
Territory  had  once  been  attached  to  the  State  of 
Georgia,  he  might  prevail  upon  the  House  to  ex- 
cept that  Territory  from  the  benefits  to  be  grant- 
ed  to  other  Territories. 
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Mr.  Troup  said  it  would  be  recollected  that 
this  questioD  had  been  stirred  at  the  last  session, 
debated  at  considerable  length,  and  that  the  same 
proposition  as  this  was  rejected  by  a  respectable 
majority  as  he  believed,  and  ezcIusiTely  on  the 
ground  of  such  a  repeal  being  an  interference  in 
the  articles  of  compact  between  Georgia  and  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  PoiNOEZTER  wished  to  state  the  fact,  that 
it  had  then  been  postponed  indefinitely,  not  re- 
jected, by  a  majority  of  only  three  votes. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to — 57  to  32;  and 
Mr.  PoiNDEZTER,  Mr.  Troop,  Mr.  Gold,  Mr. 
Lewis,  and  Mr.  McKeb,  were  appointed  a  com- 
mitter pursuant  thereto.  . 

NON-INTERGOUBBE. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  J.  G.  Jackbon  the  unfinished 
business  of  vesterday  (Mr.  Randolph's  motion 
for  a  TOte  or  approbation)  was  ordered  to  lie  on 
the  table,  54  to  41 ;  and, 

The  House  went  into  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  Mr.  Bassett  in  the  Chair,  on  the  bill  con- 
tinuing in  force  and  amending  the  non-intercourse 
law.  A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Gardenier 
that  the  Committee  rise  for  the  purpose  of  recom- 
mitting the  bill,  to  amend  it  so  as  wholly  to  repeal, 
the  non-intercourse  law,  and  re-enact  that  part  of 
the  system  which  it  was  judged  would  be  proper 
to  retain,  in  a  separate  bill. 

Messrs.  Q^uincy^  Livermore,  and  Gardenier 
supported  the  motion; 

Mr.  J.  G.  Jackson  said  that  the  whole  system 
comprised  in  this  bill  was  proper  in  itself,  and 
that  there  was  no  such  difficulty  as  had  been  de- 
scribed. Ail  the  provisions  respecting  our  for- 
eign relations,  except  the  non-intercourse  act, 
were  continued  in  it,  and  three  of  the  sections  of 
that  act  were  contemplated  to  be  repealed  by 
this.  All  construction  of  the  law  is  coofined  to 
the  sections  of  this  bill,  and  the  sections  of  the 
non-intercourse  law  revived  by  it,  which  may  as 
well  be  re-enacted  by  this  law,  if  the  principle 
be  correct,  as^o  have  them  introduced  at  length 
into  the  bill  itself. 

It  will  be  seen  that  this  bill  contains  two  great 
features.  1.  Non-intercourse  with  France,  sub- 
ject to  the  provisions  of  the  eleventh  section  of 
the  non-intercourse  act,  which  authorizes  the  sus- 
pension of  the  law.  2.  The  exclusion  of  the 
armed  ships  of  both  France  and  England.^ 

The  first  is  the  result  of  our  own  sense  of  con- 
sistency, dignity,  and  propriety  of  conduct.  Is  it 
proper  to  continue  the  course  which  has  been 
commenced  ?  Will  you  prohibit  intercourse  with 
France  till  she,  like  Great  Britain,  either  does  us 
justice,  or  gives  us  authoritative  assurances  that 
she  will  do  it  7  I  am  glad  that  it  is  in  our  power 
to  discuss  this  question  coolly  and  deliberately ; 
that  there  is  nothing  like  a  positive  obligation  on 
the  Government  to  do  this  act.  The  course  we 
are  asked  by  this  bill  to  take,  implies  an  expecta- 

*  This  speech  was  made  on  the  bill  as  first  reported. 
It  was  subsequently  recommitted,  and  reported  again, 
■o  as  to  admit,  instead  of  excluding,  both. 


tion  that  France  will  do  as  uistiee.  If  so,  trad 
with  her  will  be  renewed.  Until  then,  we  sha 
have  no  trade  whatei^er  with  France.    The  lai 

?;ttage  held  out  at  the  last  session,  until  we  hei 
rom*France,  as  we  have  beard  from  Englani 
shall  be  continued  towards  tbe  former ;  and  whc 
an  answer  is  received,  such  ulterior  measures  wi 
be  pursued  by  the  Government  as  shall  be  coi 
sistent  with  the  honor  and  rights  of  the  natiot 
I  am  glad  that  it  was  not  required  by  Great  Bri 
ain,  as  in  the  obnoxious  note  atuched  to  ti 
treaty,'  or  promised  on  the  part  of  the  Unit^ 
States,  as  proposed  through  our  Mioiater  at  Lo 
don,  heretofore,  to  resist  France ;  that  we  are  n^ 
on  the  one  hand,  subject  to  menace,  or  on  u 
other,  under  the  oblig^ation  of  a  promise;  but  th 
we  will  do  thus  because  we  conceive  it  to 
right.    We  display  to  Great  Britftin,  by  the  pi 
hibition  of  intercourse  with  France,  a  determio| 
tion  to  manifest  impartiality  in  oar  eondocL  nd 
withstanding  all  the  clamors  raised  at  the  U 
session,  and  repeated  at  this,  that  we  are  unwil 
ing  so  to  act.    It  was  said  vesterday,  that  we  hi 
shown  a  willingness  to  submit  to  the  Berlin  d 
cree ;  that  we  had  not  evinced  a  disposition 
resist  it,  and  that  therefore  he  Orders  fn  CouM 
were  justi6ed.    I  deny  that  our  non-resisuo* 
would  have  been  a  justification  of  them.    B 
how  often  must  this  charge  be  exposed  and  r 
fhted  ?    We  did  reMst  the  decree,  not  in  the  vi 
required  by  Great  Britain..   We  did  not  send 
hostage  by  way  of  surety,  to  be  immolated  at  tj 
caprice  ot  a  foreign  Power.    We  did  not  gi 
*»  security  to  His  Majesty;'*  but  we  did  manif^ 
disposition  to  maintain  our  rights,  and  resist  d 
usurpation  of  Bonaparte.    L^t  the  genikemanj 
cur  to  the  subject,  and  he  will  find  that,  iraicH 
ately  on  issuing  the  Berlin  decree,  a  letter  ^ 
written  by  General  Armstrong  to  one  of  the  m 
isters  to  whose  care  the  execution  of  the  decii 
was  confided,  (tbe  Minister  of  Foreign  AfftI 
being  then  at  Berlin  with  Bonaparte,)  and  it  m 
answered,  the  operation  of  the  decree  would  d 
interfere  with   the  treaty   between  the   Uoiti 
States  and  France,  and  the  practice  conformi 
to  the  profession,  till  the  famous  or  infamous  ca 
of  the  vessel  wrecked  at  Morlaix.    We  then  ba 
by  our  conduct,  manifested  a  disposition  to  resi 
the  Berlin  decree.     But.  sir,  I  rejoice  that  we« 
not  bound  by  the  engagements  of  the  Americi 
Government,  or  the  requisition  of  Great  Brita 
to  pursue  this  course,  though  I  conceive  that  o 
character,  honor,  and  rights,  require  of  us  to  p( 
severe  in  the  system  commenced,  and  that  tbt! 
is  an  implied  engagement  similar  to  a  debt 
honor,  which,  although  we  are  not  legally,  we  a 
morally,  bound  to  discharge;  that  we  will  n 
renew  intercourse  with  her  while  her  decrees  a 
in  force  any  more  than  we  would  with  Englai 
while  her  Orders  in  Council  were  in  existeD( 
We  did  not  desire,  at  the  last  session,  to  go  to  w 
with  England  or  France,  as  was  stated  the  oth 
day;  and,  by  the  by,  I  will  now  notice  a  su?^ 
tion  of  a  ffentleman  from  New  York,  (Mr.  Ga 
ognier)  that  it  was  the  wish  of  the  ex-Pre^ide 
to  involve  the  country  in  war,  and  that  the  pre 
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loatioQ  was  issued  for  that  purpose.    I  appeal 

0  his  own  recollection,  that  there  never  was  and 
lererwili  be  a  more  aoeqaivocal  manifestation 
fa  disposition  to  preserve  peace  than  was  mnde 
If  that  proclamation.  On  that  occasion,  when 
he  Dews  of  the  outrage  arrived,  one  general  burst 
if  indignation  was  heard  from  Maine  to  Georgia, 
lodfroiB  the  Atlantic  to  the  Mississippi,  all  vieing 
rbo  should  express  the  greatest  indignation. 
Ffaen  wis  the  moment  for  war,  if  enmity  to  Brit- 
do  bad  existed  in  the  bosom  of  the  Executive. 

1  Congress  had  been  convened,  and  a  recommen- 
hnon  to  that  effect  had  been  made  bjr  the  Presi- 
ifotjOnless  gentlemen  are  more  inconsistent  than 
lis  possible  to  conceive  of,  a  vote  of  war  would 
iare  been  immediately  obtained.  For,  even  after 
Coogresff  met  in  Octooer,  and  such  communica- 
SoDs  bsd  been  received  from  the  President  as 
wm  calculated  to  allay  the  fermentation  of  our 
minds,  some  of  the.  members  were  for  making  a 
deseeat  on  Jamaica,  and  marching  to  Canada ; 
tber  tboQght  it  a  fjair  opportunity  for  taking  pos- 
Rssioo  of  the  Northern  provinces.  And  this 
ilone  should  prove  to  the  gentleman  bis  mistake. 

To  reiorn  to  the  subject  before  the  House — I 
Bf  tbat  the  course  now  recommended  by  this  bill 
is  consistent  with  that  of  the  last  Winter,  which 
vas  not  war,  but  the  reverse.    There  was  a  prop- 
ositioQ  to  go  to  war  on  demand  and  refusal  of 
mher  Power  to  rescind  its  decrees;  but  it  was 
wt  tbe  obj^t  of  the  mover  of  that  amendment 
to  go  to  war  v^th  Great  Britain  or  France  imme- 
diately, but,  af^er  demand  made  and  refusal  on 
lbe|art  of  His  Britannic  Majesty,  or  the  Empe- 
lor  of  France  to  withdraw  his  decrees,  to  author- 
he  tbe  President  of  the  United-  States  to  grant 
letters  of  marque  and  reprisal.    And  strange  it  is, 
tbat,  by  some  curious  manteovre  of  legislation, 
the  rery  gentlemen  who  are  complaining  against 
ts  for  manifesting  this  disposition  of  hostility 
scaiost  Great  Britain,  voted  for  the  amendment 
«  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  (Mr.  D. 
R-  Williams)  for  striking  out  the  condition  on 
wfaieh  letters  of  marque  and  reprisal  should  be 
inued,  thus  making  it  a  proposition  for  imme- 
teie  war.    [Here  Mr.  J.  referred  to  the  Journal, 
f^e443.]    This  bill  I  conceive  to  comprise  the 
coarse  proper  for  us  to  pursue.    I  would  say  to 
France  that  intercourse  shall  be  prohibited  with 
b- unless  she  rescinded  her  decrees  violating  our 
KQtral  riffhts;  and,  in  the  event  of  her  refusal 
>otodo,  1  would  refer  tbe  question  back  to  the 
American  people  to  decide  what  course  they  will 
intake.  $ 
The  second  proposition  contained  in  this  bill 
Bt3  exclude  the  armed  ship^  of  both  nations. 
Tai^  18  a  question  on  which  there  is  a  great  di- 
Tmity  of  opinion,  and  which^  on  account  of  its 
iilicacy,  it  isexiremfly  difficult  to  treat  with  that 
AiOQteness  which   its  importance  demands.     I 
v.li  endeavor,  consistently  with  the  feelings  that 
^  predominant  in  my  breas^t,  with  the  hope  that 
tt^e  fortunate  commencement  of  the  late  accom 
Bodation  will  eventuate  happily,  and  that  the 
'itbtsand  honor  of  each  nation  will  be  respected, 
(°  discuss  this  question  calmly  and  without  pre- 


judice. I  subscribe  most  heartily  to  the  doctrine 
advanced  yesterday,  that  the  exclusion  of  the 
armed  vessels  of  one  belligerent,  and  the  admis- 
sion of  those  of  the  other,  is  tn  act  of  hostility. 
The  principle  is  perfectly  orthodox,  and  by  the 
way.  It  does  me  pleasure  to  give  the  gentleman 
from  New  Tork  (Mr.  QABOEifiBB)  credit  for  any 
orthodox  doctrine  he  may  happen  to  advance. 
He.  with  great  propriety,  illustrated  his  position 
by  likenins  it  to  the  case  of  two  armies  on  the 
frontier  of  the  United  States  contending  with 
each  other,  and  one  being  suffered  to  encamp 
within  our  limits  while  the  other  was  excluded. 
So  with  regard  to  armed  vessels.  If  the  armed 
vessels  of  any  one  nation  engage  at  sea  with 
those  of  another,  and  fly  to  our  port  as  a  place  of 
refuge,  and  we  receive  them  while  the  others  are 
excluded,  it  is  an  abandonment  of  our  neutrality. 
We  cannot  permit  a  foreign  nation  to  carry  on 
war  within  our  territorial  limits,  or  take  refuge 
from  the  attacks  of  superior  force,  and  enjov  any 
immunities  which  are  not  equally  extended  to 
both  belligerents,  without  such  abandonment. 

But  it  may  be  said,  why  did  the  United  States 
assume  such  an  attitude  in  relation  to  Great  Brit- 
ain ?  It  is  admitted  that  the  proclamation  was  a 
hostile  act.  And  why,  sir,  would  you  do  away 
that  measure  caused  by  a  series  off  hostile  acts, 
which  to  this  day  have  not  been  atoned?  The 
proclamation  was  a  hostile  act  preceded  by  one 
more  hostile,  which  I  am  pleased  to^ee  placed  in 
a  train  of  settlement  as  it  has  been,  because  the 
spirit  in  which  the  offer  of  reparation  was  re- 
ceived, proves  to  the  world  that  this  country  will 
be  sati86ed  witli  even  half  justice.  Our  Gov- 
ernroent  has  not  insisted  on  the  punishment  of 
the  offender,  or  even  that  he  shall  be  stripped  of 
the  honors  with  which  he  is  clothed;  and  thus 
they  have  manifested  that  they  are  willing  to  ac* 
cept  of  half  reparation.  It  being  conceded  by 
gentlemen  in  opposition,  that  the  exclusion  of  the 
armed  ships  of  one  belligerent,  and  the  admis- 
sion of  those  of  another,  would  be  war  against  the 
former,  I  wish  to  ask  the  House  is  it  proper  now 
to  take  that  attitude  towards  France?  Perhaps 
it  may  be  said  that  we  were  last  Winter  in  favor 
of  taking  that  step.  I  answer  this  as  I  did  before, 
that  it  was  only  after  demand  made,  and  refusal 
by  France,  that  we  would  have  consented  to 
make  war.  I  think  it  is  not  now  proper,  and  for 
the  same  reason  that  I  thought  so  at  the  last  ses- 
sion of  Congress;  because  we  have  not,  since 
that  time,  received  any  information  from  France 
to  enable  us  to  determine  what  course  will  be 
pursued  by  the  Government  of  that  country  in 
relation  to  the  United  States,  and  particularly 
consequent  on  the. arrangement  with  Great  Brit- 
ain. We  have  a  right  to  expect  an  adjustment 
with  France  when  we  recur  to  the  Milan  decree, 
which  declares  that,  in  the  event  of  Great  Britain 
receding  from  her  Orders  in  Council,  and  unjust 
decrees,  violating  the  rights  of  neutral  commerce, 
that  Bonaparte  will  follow  the  example.  And, 
when  we  consider  the  effect  which  a  settlement 
of  our  diflferences  with  France  will  have  on  our 
trade,  and  that  we  have  nothing  to  expect  from 
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war  but  the  loss  of  all  our  commerce  od  the  Coa- 
tineDt,  I  think  we  ought  not  to  plunge  the  nation 
rashly  into  it  without  affording  to  our  Govern- 
ment an  opportunity  of  knowing  what  determi- 
nation has  been  made  by  the  French  Government 
in  consequence  of  the  antecedent  measures  of 
this.  We  are  informed  by  the  Message  of  the 
President  that  a  vessel  has  been  dispatched  with 
communications  to  France;  and,  of  course,  it  is 
naturally  to  be  expected,  and  .such,  I  presume,  is 
the  expectation  ot  the  Executive,  that  while  he 
is  sending  the  harbinger  of  peace  and  accommo- 
dation, we  will  not  commit  an  act  of  hostilitv  by 
discriminating  between  the  armed  vessels  or  the 
two  nations,  and  especially  when  we  know  there 
has  been  a  recent  manifestation  of  an  amicable 
disposition  on  the  part  of  France.  I  refer  to  the 
permission  to  embargoed  vessels  to  depart  from 
French  ports,  and  to  the  relaxation  by  the  King 
of  Holland  of  his  decrees ;  for,  though  indepen- 
dent of  France  in  name  and  form,  he  is  not  so  in 
fact.  Now,  I  ask  whether  it  be  proper,  in  a  crisis 
like  this,  unauthorized  by  any  information  from 
France,  at  a  time  too  when  we  look  for  commu- 
nications from  that  country  of  a  favorable  com- 
plexion, to  adopt  any  measure  leading  to  war? 
What  are  the  merchants  to  expect  from  a  war 
with  France  ?  Thev  are  anxious  for  a  trade  to 
that  country.  It  is  there  that  they  find  a  profita- 
ble market  for  colonial  produce,  tobacco,  ^.,  it 
is  upon  the  Continent  of  Europe  alone,  all  the 
countries  of  which  are  either  under  the  dominion 
of  France,  or  satellites  of  Bonaparte,  or  in  a  state 
of  war  with  him,  that  we  find  a  market  for  these 
articles,  and  for  flour,  fish,  d^.  It  is  a  notorious 
fact,  that,  notwithstanding  the  repeal  of  the  em- 
bargo, and  authorizing  the  departure  of  vessels 
for  British  ports,  tobacco  is  only  three  or  four  dol- 
lars per  hundred,  whereas,  when  the  continental 
market  is  open,  it  is  twice  that  price. 

But,  sir,  for  what  purpose  do  gentlemen  wish 
this  course  to  be  pursued  ?  Great  Britain  does 
not  require  it;  it  is  not  made  a  condition  in  the 
arrangement  of  Mr.  Erskine.  No  mention  is  made 
of  it.  And  is  it  necessary  to  do  an  act  of  cour- 
tesy to  that  nation  which  will  involve  us  in  war 
with  another?  Is  it  necessary,  after  the  many 
proofs  we  have  given  of  a  disposition  to  accom- 
modate with  Great  Britain,  to  compromit  our 
peace  and  the  interests  of  the  country  by  giving 
a  double  assurance  of  it?  I  say  that  Great  Brit- 
ain does  not  ask  or  require  it — it  has  not  been 
required  at  anv  time.  All  that  they  have  asked, 
is,  to  be  placed  on  a  footing  of  equal  restrictions. 
Mr.  Erskine  says,  in  the  correspondence,  that  the 
overture  which  he  was  instructed  to  make,  was 
grounded  on  the  knowledge  that  the  United  States 
were  about  to  pass  certain  laws  placing  the  belli- 
gerents in  a  state  of  equality,  and  not  on  the  repeal 
of  the  embargo,  as  was  yesterday  said  by  a  gen- 
tleman from  New  York.  The  rejection  of  the 
offer  made  through  Mr.  Pinkney  by  our  Govern- 
ment last  Summer  was  attributed  by  the  gentle- 
roan  (Mr.  Gaedbnier)  to  the  enaction  of  the 
embargo  laws ;  but,  the  reason  assigned  for  the 
overture  by  Great  Britain,  was,  the  passage  of 


laws  which  enforced  the  embargo,  excluded  Bri^ 
ish  vessels,  and  interdicted  commercial  intecj 
course  with  her ;  for,  such  was  the  course  we  haj 
then  resolved  upon.  The  gentleman  has  forgo^ 
ten  that  we  are  three  or  four  thousand  miles  sejj 
arated  from  Great  Britain ;  that  they  had  not 
knowledge  of  our  proceedings,  whereby  we  re 
traced  our  steps,  and  shrunk  from  the  ground  w 
had  taken — proceedings  which  probably  had  na 
taken  place  at  the  time  their  messenger  left  Eds 
land.  For,  after  determining  to  enforce  the  em 
bargo,  (of  which  determination  they  had  koowj 
edge ;)  after  passing  a  law  for  that  purpose,  whicl 
I  acknowledge,  strained  the  Ck>nstitution  to  i 
greatest  capacity ;  we  turned  about,  withoat 
pretext  for  it,  and  abandoned  the  embargo.  A^ 
that  was  asked  by  Great  Britain — ^all  the  grouo 
on  which  the  overture  was  made — was,  that  hot 
the  belligerents  should  be  placed  on  an  equality. 
But.  it  may  be  said,  that  our  re-enacting  a  pu 
of  this  law,  which  otherwise  expires  by  its  ow^ 
limitation  at  the  end  of  Che  present  session  t 
Congress,  will  have  an  unfavorable  aspect,  ao 
that  it  will  display  a  hostile  front  towards  he^ 
This  is  an  inference  directly  in  the  teeth  of  th 
fact ;  for,  the  most  conclusive  proof  of  that  spin 
of  accommodation  was  contained  in  the  procU 
mation  of  the  President  of  the  United  Stato 
which,  I  admit,  was  beyond  the  letter  of  the  Ui^ 
but  was  conceived  in  the  spirit  of  it,  and  was  ein 
dence,  therefore,  as  strong  as  proof  of  holy  wri 
that  the  Government  of  this  country  was  desiroo 
of  meeting  frankly,  and  with  promptitude,  ao 
overtures  tending  to  an  honorable  accommodatia 
of  our  differences.  By  the  by,  the  admission  i 
form  of  French  vessels  within  the  waters  nod« 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States  is  not  mac 
in  substance ;  for,  of  the  few  vessels  which  hav 
within  a  few  years  escaped  the  British  fleets,  in 
arrived  within  our  waters,  one  was  burned  by  tb 
British,  within  our  jurisdictional  limits,  on  th 
coast  of  North  Carolina.  If  proof  be  wanting  c 
the  spirit  of  the  people  in  relation  to  the  late  ac 
eommodation,  it  may  be  found  in  their  approM 
tion  of  it,  by  the  proposed  meetings,  on  the  lOd 
of  June,  in  the  newspapers,  and  in  the  effusion 
of  our  Congressional  and  pulpit  orators ;  for,  I 
was  only  last  Sunday,  that  the  minister  officiaj 
ing  in  this  department  offered  up  thanks  for  oq 
release  from  the  restrictions  on  our  commere^ 
dbc.  I  do  not  believe  that  gentlemen  are  corree 
in  supposing  that  there  is  any  difference  of  opio 
ion  on  this  subject.  There  may  be  a  few  indi  vidq 
als,  American  in  name,  but  not  in  sen^ment,  whj 
were  opposed  to  the  accommodation.  We  ari 
a  ffenerous  nation,  sir,  and  soon  forget  injari^ 
inflicted  on  us.  We  remember  the  good  and  fo^ 
get  the  evil,  and,  like  old  fjiends  who  have  fallei 
out  in  consequence  of  some  bickerings,  whethei 
founded  in  reason  or  not,  we  are  unwilling  ti 
permit  the  gratification  with  which  we  receive! 
renewal  of  friendship  to  be  alloyed  by  any  recol 
lection  of  former  differences.  Although  we  fe^ 
this  sensation — an  honorable  and  rational  feeliojl 
characteristic  of  the  American  people — I  hope  il 
God  that  we  shall  beware  not  to  abuse  it  by  sad 
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ctiaragaQt  joy.  I  should  then  regret  it  as  a  tri* 
Dph.  Dot  of  American  principles,  but  of  feeting 
rer  principle,  prostrated  by  it. 
I  ask,  why  should  we  discriminate  ?  I  am  sorry, 
lit,  in  the  inreaiigation  of  this  point,  I  am  com- 
piled to  turn  oyer  a  leaf  on  which,  for  one,  I 
lould  rejoice  that  a  tear  could  fall,  and  blot  out 
le  record  forever.  But,  when  gentlemen  are  de- 
lOQs  of  changing  the  relations  of  this  country, 
)  u  (0  bring  us  in  hostility  with  France  and  alli- 
Bce  with  Britaiui  it  is  necessary  that  we  should 
)iDk  at  the  sins  of  each,  to  remember  them,  if 
(Jy  to  enable  as  to  preserve  the  neutral  station 
rliich  we  ought  to  occupy.  It  is  a  delicate  and 
linfal  task.  I  have  no  Aeling  adverse  to  friend- 
tip  for  Great  Britain.  I  am  willing  to  "  be  to 
er  faolts  a  little  blind,  and  to  her  virtues  very 
iod."  Bat,  when  gentlemen  wish  us  to  discrim- 
sate,  it  is  proper  to  inquire,  what  has  France 
&d  what  has  Great  Britain  done  ?  I  shall  not 
iixrell  loog  on  the  subject,  because,  if  I  do,  I  mav 
« coosidered  as  contravening  an  opinion,  which 
mo$t  religiously  entertain,  that  our  differences 
Md  be  forgotten,  and  that  the  two  nations 
koold  be  united  in  tne  bttnds  of  friendship.  But, 
otwitbtanding  atl  this,  justice  must  not  be  stran- 
M  by  feeling.  What  has  France  done  ?  Plun- 
lered  our  property,  to  an  enormous  amount ;  burnt 
arTesseb  on  the  high  seas;  blockaded  all  the 
rorld,  without  any  vessels  of  war  to  blockade  any 
■n  of  it ;  passed  a  decree  which  condemns  all 
m  vessels  spoken  bv  British  cruisers ;  ^  conse- 
nted the  liberty  of  the  seas"  by  adding  confisca- 
ioa  to  shipwreck,  in  the  case  of  the  vessel  stranded 
t  Morlaix ;  and  imprisoned  our  seamen,  after 
jriviDg  them  into  the  interior.  We  have,  there- 
ore,  jast  cause  of  war  against  her.  What  has 
neat  Britain  done  ?  I  will  "  nothing  extenuate, 
AT  set  down  aught  in  malice."  Sir,  she  has  im- 
Rssed  and  detained  three  thousand,  and  more, 
I  our  seamen;  cut  off.  the  colonial  trade  under 
erarated  circumstances,  which  induced  the 
Kicaatile  interest  (and  particularly  from  that 
vtof  the  country  mostly  opposed  to  the  Admin- 
lUation)  to  remonstrate,  and  pledge  their  lives 
■d  sacred  honor  to  resist  the  tyranny ;  she  has 
^kaded  a  coast  of  a  thousand  miles  in  extent, 
rithoQt  stationing  any  vesseb  which  could  have 
iBoyed  the  entrance  of  the  principal  waters; 
Khas  cut' off  our  trade  from  port  to  port  belong- 
if  to  the  same  or  two  nations,  one  or  both  of 
•^cbwere  her  enemies;  she  has  committed  the 
ittderof  a  citizen  (Pierce)  within  your  waters; 
^  of  her  officers  has  claimed  jurisdiction  within 
^b  of  his  buoys  in  the  harbor  of  New  York; 
|K  bas  barnt  the  Impetueux  on  the  shore  of  North 
y^ioa,  which  in  tact  was  an  act  of  war  waged 
*^  territory  against  her  enemy,  which  we  could 
HeoDsistently  with  our  relations  with  both  nar 
^  pass  over  with  impunity;  add  to  this  black 
*>i^e  the  outrage  of  Love  and  the  affair  of 
Jl'tCnesapeake,  which  (thank  Qod)  we  may  now 
%«}  as  likewise  the  late  case  of  the  Melampus 
■'■ig  on  one  of  our  vessels,  and  giving  as  an  ex- 
^  that  she  thought  it  was  a  French  privateer, 
which,  had  it  been  the  ease,  would  have  been  no 
Uth  Con.  Ist  Ssss.— 8 


excuse,  because,  being  within  our  jurisdictional 
limits,  she  would  have  been  exempt  from  attack. 

The  affair  of  the  Chesapeake,  and  the  Orders 
in  Council,  are  settled^  or  at  least  promised  to  be 
settled,  and  I  confide  in  the  promise.  I  am  un- 
willing to  enter  with  gentlemen  into  the  dispute 
to  what  cause  the  removal  of  the. Orders  in  Coun- 
cil is  to  be  attributed  ;  I  regret  that  the  inqoirv 
has  been  forced  upon  us ;  I  receive  it  now  regard- 
less of  the  motive.  God  be  praised  for  so  much  I 
but  there  are  a  long  catalogue  of  injuries  existing 
antecedent  to  these,  for  which  I  hope  we  shall  re- 
ceive full  and  entire  satisfaction.  Are  they  not 
eoual  to  the  actual  injuries  inflicted  by  France  ? 
If  the  Emperor  of  France  were  to  blockade  the 
moon,  by  a  decree  Issued  from  Vienna,  Berlin,  oc 
eUewnere,  merely  to  let  posterity  know  that  he 
was  in  character  of  a  conqueror  at  such  a  place, 
it  is  but  (as  his  decrees  were  called  by  a  gentle- 
man from  Maryland,  Mr.  Kby)  mere  brutumjuir 
men.  I  speak  of  their  actual  effects  upon  us. 
France,  without  a  single  ship  that  can  float  on  the 
ocean  without  skulking  from  port  to  i)ort,  with 
all  her  decrees,  has  not  done  us  more  injury  than 
Gkeat  Britain,  before  she  issued  any  orders.  The 
injuries  which  the  latter  has  done  to  us,Jndepen- 
dent  of  this  species,  are  great  and  numerous.  They 
grind  the  fortunes  and  happiness  of  manv  to 
atoms — they  touch  the  feelings  and  lives  of  thon^' 
sand^,  till  many. die  broken-hearted  under  the 
lash,  are  cast  into  the  ocean,  swallowed  by  the 
waves,  food  for  the  sharks,  and  are  heard  of  no 
more,  except  in  the  wretched  hovels  of  their  wid- 
ows and  orphans  who  depended  upon  them  for 
br6ad.  It  might  as  well  ne  asked  of  Britain  to 
surrender  up  all  the  seamen  on  board  her  vessels, 
as  to  ask  of  us  to  discriminate  between  her  armed 
vessels  and  those  of  France.  It  would  be  an- 
swered to  such  a  request  on  our  part :  No;  the 
Qovernments  are  about  to  treat ;  let  them  enter 
into  such  friendiv  stipulation  as  may  be  conducive 
to  the  honor  and  interest  of  both. 

Great  Britain  does  not  ask  of  us  an  exclusive 
admission  into  our  jiorts,  but  only  an  equal  atti- 
tude to  be  preserved.  This  is  the  language  of 
Mr.  Brskine  here,  of  the  British  Government,  of 
the  Ministerial  orators  on  the  floor  of  Parliament 
and  of  Mr.  Canning  in  his  letter  on  the  subject 
of  the  affair  of  the  Chesapeake.  He  says  that' 
to  exclude  the  armed  vessels  of  either  belliger- 
ent  is  a  hostile  act,  but  that  to  exclude  all  is  not. 
I  am  willing  to  exclude  them  both ;  and  am  pleas- 
ed with  a  proposition,  made  in  the  other  branch 
of  the  Legislature,  for  a  permanent  exclusion  of 
armed  vessels  from  our  waters.  I  will  state  a 
case.  Suppose,  during  a  war  with  the*  savages 
on  our  frontier,  after  they  had  invaded. our  terri- 
tory and  murdered  our  citizens,  a  party  of  our 
hardy  backwoodsmen  were  to  pursue  them,  and 
they  were  to  retreat  within  the  Spanish  lines. 
Would  it  be  possible  to  arrest  our  brave  country- 
men in  an  attempt  to  kill  the  enemy  whilst  they 
were  carrying  off  some  of  their  relatives  prison- 
ers, and  scalps  of  others  whom  they  had  murder- 
ed? Would  the  charged  rifle  and  tomahawk 
fall  harmless  at  their  feet  the  moment  the  line 
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was  crossed  over  1  No,  sir ;  it  is  not  in  htiman 
nature  to  be  arrested  by  artificial  or  nominal 
boundaries  in  the  beat  of  action.  So  in  the  case 
of  an  engagement  on  our  coast.  The  vessel  of  one 
belligerent  engages  that  of  another  and  kills  ma- 
ny of  her  seamen;  but,  finding  at  length  that  she 
is  inferior  in  force,  retreats  within  our  limits.  Do 
you. suppose,  before  the  partv  which  has  suffered 
ab  much  pursues  her,  that  tney  will  stop  to  take 
BB  observation  and  calculate  the  latitude  and 
longitude?  No,  sir;  blood  will  have  blood,  and 
there  will  be  no  end  of  it  if  yon  allow  your  wa- 
ters to  be  a  place  of  refuge  for  armed  vessels. 
Let  us  then  exclude  all.  If  we  admit  them,  and 
they  commit  offences  against  national  law  or  our 
own  statutes,  within  our  waters,  can  we  check 
them  ?  Tes,  call  out  our  militia  with  rifles  and 
tomahawks  to  attack  a  74  gun  ship.  We  might 
Bs  well  attempt  to  check  the  howling  winds,  the 
warofelements,  the  inundations  of  theOhio,  or  the 
waters  of  the  Mississippi.  As  well  say,  as  Joshua 
did  of  old,  *^8un,  ^tand  thou  still  upon  Qibeon, 
and  thou  moon  in  the  valley  of  Ajalon,"  as  to  at- 
tempt to  eject  a  74  gun  ship  by  militia;  and  it 
aeems  to  be  determined  that  we  shall  not  have  an 
effectual  naval  force.  I  confess,  sir,  though  here- 
tofore somewhat  of  a  navy  man.  I  am  almost  a 
convert  to  the  doctrine  of  the  gentleman  from 
North  Carolina,  (Mr.  Macon,)  that  it  is  the  rotten 
part  of  our  system;  and,  that.if  some  salutary 
regulation  like  this  were  adopted,  we  should  not 
have  much  occasion  for  frigates  in  time  of  peace. 
If  we  have  war  and  are  attacked,  I  would  be 
armed  at  all  points ;  I  would  fight  the  shark  at 
sea  and  the  tiger  on  the  land.  But  in  peace  I 
know'of  no  better  regulation  than  to  exclude  all 
armed  vessels,  except  such  as  are  admitted  by  ex- 
press stipulation.  And  it  appears  to  me  to  he  for 
the  interest  of  Great  Britain  to  exclude  them,  be- 
cause she  has  ports  near  us,  and  it  was  the  ground 
on  which  Great  Britain  sent  instructions  to  her 
Minister  to  negotfate.  Suppose  Joseph  Bona- 
parte obtains  peaceable  possession  of  Spain,  and 
that,  in  consequence  of  that  event,  a  contest  should 
arise  between  him  and  Great  Britain  about  the 
Spanish  possessions  in  South  America.  Would 
it  not  be  a  most  material  object  with  Great  Britr 
ain  to  prevent  the  vessels  of  Spain,  belonging 
then  to  her  enemy,  from  taking  refuge  in  our 
ports?  Certainly  it  would.  And  this  idea  is  the 
more  striking,  when  we  reflect  on  the  possibility 
of  a  war  carried  on  in  that  manner  between  those 
Powers  in  the  adjacent  colonies,  of  America. 
Great  Britain  views  the  exclusion  of  vessels  of 
war  belonging  to  her,  whilst  others  are  admitted, 
as  an  evidence  of  hostility ;  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  urged  the  argument;  and  Mr  Rose 
considered  it  so  hostile  as  to  preclude  all  nego- 
tiation till  removed.  If  then  it  was  considered 
by  Great  Britain  an  act  of  so  hostile  a  character  as 
to  prevent  accommodation,  a  case  which  she  ac- 
knowledged to  be  "  decidedly  a  wrong  act,"  how 
may  not  this  language  be  reverberated  by  Mr. 
Chanipagny,  if  this  discrimination  be  made  be- 
tween Great  Britain  and  France  ?  You  have  by 
finesse,  aa  gentlemen  say,  done  away  the  interdle* 


tory  proclamation.  Great  Britain. in  cdnseqaeoc 
of  the  equality  produced,  has  thought  proper  i 
make  that  reparation  which  she  declares  she  wi 
at  all  times  willing  to  make.  Whilst  this  Ui 
guage  is  held  by  Great  Britain,  you  ask  of  Fraa( 
to  do  us  the  justice  under  the  operation  of  a  me 
sure  which  Great  Britain  declared  the  honor* 
that  nation  forbade  her  to  do,  wheo  enforei 
against  her. 

And  it  may  be  said,  that  the  excIusioD 
British  vessels  argrues  a  want  of  confidence 
Great  Britain.    I  have  no  such  want ;  I  coaiir 
in  her  following  up  the  course  she  has  eoi 
menced  till  all  difficulties  are  accommodated,  b 
cause  it  is  her  interest  to  do  so. 

If  our  ports  are  open  at  all  times  to  forai 
armed  vessels,  it  must  unquestionably  be  ofttio* 
dangerous  to  us.  Is  it  necessary  to  refer  toe 
amples  in  support  of  this  ?  The  case  of  Cope 
hagen  is  very  recent  and  conclusive.  If  vessc 
of  war  of  foreign  nations  may  enter  your  poi 
without  limitation  as  to  number  and  time,  tl 
first  evidence  of  hostile  intention  after  they  hr 
entered,  may  be  the  coi^flagration  of  your  towi 
the  destruction  of  their  wealth,  and  the  ruin 
the  inhabitants. 

A  gentleman  from  New  York  (Mr  Gabd 
nier)  yesterday  claimed  credit  for  himself  ai 
his  friends  for  having  softened  the  public  tempj 
Let  them  have  it;  lam  unwilling  to  dispii 
their  claim  ;  let  them  have  the  quiet  enjoymei 
of  it.  But  let  us  restrain  those  gentlemen,  aods 
ten  the  public  laws,  so  as  to  permit  them  towc 
a  hostile  front,  till  we  are  called  upon  to  assai 
it  by  a  regard  to  our  own  honor.  Let  us  w| 
the  result  of  the  appeal  to  France,  or  the  retarDJ 
the  vessel  dispatched.  This  isthecourse  I  propo! 
to  pursue  at  the  last  session,  and  which  I  wish 
pursue  now.  And  in  what  I«say  I  am  onljri 
pressing  my  opinion.  1  disclaim  any  title  to  I 
ing  the  ^  oracular  organ"-  of  the  Administratis 
I  am  a  Representative  of  a  portion  of  the  Am' 
lean  people,  and  unwilling  to  have  my  rights 
vaded  by  an  insinuation  of  that  kind.  It  afTa 
ine  pleasure  at  all  times  to  agree  with  those  i^ 
whom  I  have  not  always  the  honor  to  act. 
hope,  however,  that  I  shall  always  possess  ioj 
pendenee  of  mind  sufficient  to  act  for  myself, 
gardless  of  that  consideration,  and  I  wish  it  to 
understood  distinctly  that  the  insinution  is  i 
correct;  and  that  no  repetition  of  it  will  prerj 
me  from  doing  what  1  Believe  to  be  my  du 
Denouncing  a  measure,  as  ibstering  ^  the  can < 
modern  philosophy,"  will  not  make  me  abaod 
what  I  conceive  interest,  impartiality,  and  resp 
for  our  own  character,  require  of  us.  i 

I  have  done,  sir.  I  have  made  this  represeii 
tion  to  do  away  any  imputation  of  hostility! 
wards  Great  Britain.  I  deduce  my  inferei 
from  documents  and  facts  in  the  possession  of  i 
House  and  the  nation;  and  whether  we  arei 
pec  ted  or  required  to  pursue  this  course  or  no 
believe  it  to  be  such  as  will  promote  the  best 
terests  of  the  country,  and  will  preserve  ui 
peace  as  long  as  It  Is  attainable,  or  unite  and] 
tify  us  in  war,  if  that  matt  be  the  resort.        " 
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Mr.  RiNDOLPH  commenced  a  speech,  bot  a 
9ii€$tioD  aming  on  a  point  of  order,,  and  some  ir- 
ritatioD  being  caused  by  it,  after  a  reversal  hy  the 
Committee  of  the  Chairman's  decision  on  the 
^iot  of  order,  the  Committee  rose  and  reported 
progress,  aod  at  three  o'clock  the  House  adjourn^ 
Ki  till  Monday. 


Monday,  Jane  5. 

Two  other  members,  to  trit :  Ezbkibl  Wbit- 
KARjrom  Massachasetts,  and  Richard  Winn. 
bm  Soath  Carolina,  appeared,  prodaced  their 
eredeotials,  were  qoaltfied,  and  took  their  seats 
ia  the  House. 

A  message  from  the  Senate  informed  the  House 
thai  the  Seoate  haTing  been  informed  of  the  death 
if  the  Honorable  Francis  Malbonb,  one  of  the 
Beoators  from  the  Slate  of  Rhode  Island,  have 
lireeted  the  sama  to  be  communicated  to  this 
HoQse. 

Oa  motion  of  Mr.  Pottbb, 

Renivei,  unamffumtfyj  That  this  House  will 
Hieod  (he  funeral  of  Francis  Malbonb,  £i«quire, 
ke  a  member  of  the  Senate  of  the  United  States. 

Retdved,  unanimoualy,  That  this  House  do 
|Rar  mourning  on  the  left  arm  for  the  space  of 
Be  moDth,  in  testimony  of  their  respect  for  the 
iKmory  of  the  deceased. 


Tuesday,  Jane  6. 

Another  member  to  wit :  Wilson  C.  Nicbo> 
us,  from  Virginia,  appeared,  produced  his  ere- 
kstials,  was  qualified,  and  took  his  seat  in  the 
noDse. 

Mr.  Bassett,  from  the  Joint  committee  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  an^  report  what  business  it  is 
ftqaisite  should  be  done  by  Congress  in  their  pre- 
bt  session,  made  a  report  thereon  |  which  was 
Kad,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

Oo  motion  of  Mr.  Lewis, 

Ordered,  That  the  following  petitions,  to  wit : 
lOfthe  Common  Council  of  Alezflndria,  pre- 
mtd  OD  the  twenty^firet  of  November  last ; 

Oftbe  President  and  Directors  of  the  Washing- 
[^  Bridge  Coa(ipa»y,  presented  on  the  nintli  of 
Rcmber  last ; 

Of  the  Proce«taBt  Bpiseopal  Church  in  the  City 
ifWashiDgtoo,  presented  on  ihe  fifieeftth  of  De- 
■ober  last ; 

|0f  the  Commissioners  of  the  Levy  Court  of 
^ashiogton  county,  in  the  District  ofColumbia, 
;|R^nted  on  the  fifteenth  of  December  last : 

Of  the  Presbyterian  Congregation  in  Alexan- 
cia,  presented  on  the  tenth  of  January  last; 

Oftbe  Episcopal  Church  in  Alexandria,  pre- 
*nttd  OQ  the  eighteenth  of  November  last;  and 

Of  the  WashingtoQ  and  Alexandria  Turnpike 

^paov, presented  on  the  twenty-second  of  No- 

^^r  last;  be  severally  referred  to  the  Com- 

■luee  for  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Hr.  SotTTBARD  presented  a  memorial  from  the 
^Qfutorers  of  hate  in  the  township  of  Wood- 
«^,  to  the  State  of  New  Jersey,  to  the  same 
*^ivith  a  petition  of  the  manufacturers  of  bate 


in  Frederiektown,  State  of  Maryland,  presented 
on  the  twenty-fifth  ultimo. 

Mr.  Nelson  presented  a  memorial  of  the  manu- 
facturers of  hats  in  Hagerstown,  State  of  Maryland, 
to  the  same  effect  with  the  memorial  last  stated. 
Ordered,  That  the  said  memorials  be  severally 
referred  to  the  Committee  of  Commerce  and 
Manulactures. 
•A  motion  was  made  bv  Mr.  Sawtbb,  that  the 
House  do  come  to  the  following  resolution : 

Raohed,  That  a  standing  comnnttee  be  appointed, 
to  be  called  **  The  Committee  of  Manufactures,^  whees 
duty  it  shall  be  to  take  into  consideration  all  saeh  pe* 
titwns,  matters,  and  thing*,  teaching  the  mannfaeions 
of  the  United  dtetes,  as  shall  be  presented,  or  shall  or 
naj  ceme  in  question,  and  be  referred  to  Ihem  by  the 
House,  and  to  report  from  time  to  time  their  opiniom 
thereon. 

The  resolution  was  read,  and  ordered  to  lie  oa 
the  table.  >, 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Nelson, 

Beeolpedf  That  the  communications  oftbe  Pre- 
sident  of  the  United  States,  on  the  subject  of  the 
road  from  Cumberland,  in  Maryland,  to  the  Ohio, 
received  on  the  nineteenth  of  February,  one  thou* 
sand  eight  hundred  and  eight,  and  on  the  twenty- 
third  of  December  last,  with  the  accompanying 
documents,  be  referred  to  a  select  committee; 
with  leave  to  report  by  bill  or  otherwise. 

Ordered,  That  Mr.  Nglson,  Mr.  Nicholas, 
Mr.  WiNNJ  Mr.  Lton,  and  Mr.  Morrow,  be  ap- 
pointed a  committee  pursuant  to  the  said  resplii- 
tion. 

Mr.  FisK  presented  a  petition  of  Andrew  Fos« 
ter  and  JacoD  P.  Qiraud,  merchants  of  the  city  of 
New  York,  stating  that,  in  ;be  month  of  Jaoop 
ary  last,  their  ship  palled  the  Clara,  sailed  from 
New  York  to  New  Orleans,  and  that,  after  her 
cleamnce,  and  without  iheir  knowledge,  the  mas* 
ter  took  on  board  two  ne^  skves,  and  landed 
the  same  in  New  Orleaae.  in  violation  of  the  act 
passed  the  second  of  Biarch,  one  thousand  eight 
hundred  and  seven,  aUd  that,  in  consequence 
thereof,  the  said  vessel  has  been  libelled  and  con- 
demned  as  fbrfeiled  to  the  United  States,  and  . 
prayiuff  a  restitution  of  the  same,  or  such  prc^ 
vision  In  the  ease  as,  to  the  wisdom  of  Congress, 
shall  seem  just  and  proper^— Referred  to  the 
Committee  of  Commerce  and  Manufociures. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Lbwis,  the  petitions  of  the 
President  and  Directors  of  the  Commercial  Com* 
pany  of  the  city  of  Washington,  and  of  the 
President  and  Directors  of  the  Bank  of  Aleitan- 
dria,  presented  on  the.  eighth  and  twentieth  of  ' 
December  last,  were  referred  to  the  Committee 
for  the  District  of  Columbia. 

A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Lewis,  that  the 
House  do  now  proceed  to  the  consideration  of  a 
resolution  proposed  by  him  on  the  thirty-first  ul- 
timo, relative  to  a  removal  of  the  Military  Acad- 
emy from  West  Point  to  the  city  of  Washing 
ton:  And  the  question  being  taken  thereupon,  tt 
was  determined  in  the  negative. 

Mr.  Helms,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  petition  of  John  Heard,  presented  a 
bill  authorizing  the  discharge  of  Jfohn  Heard 
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from  his  imprisoomeat ;  which  was  read  twice| 
and  eommitted  to  a  Coknmittee  of  the  Whole  to- 
morrow. 

Mr.  Helms,  from  the  same  committee,  also 
presented  a  detailed  report ;  which  was  read,  aod 
referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  last 
mentioned. 

Mr.  Ranoolpb,  from  the  committee  appointed 
on  the  thirty-first  ultimo,  presented  a  bill  anthor- 
izing  a  summary  mode  of  proceeding  against 
marshals  and  their  deputies  who  hare  received 
money  by  rirtae  of  executions  issued  from  the 
courts  of  the  United  States;  which,  was  read 
twice,  and  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  on  Thursdajr  next. 

The  Speaker  laid  before  the  House  a  letter 
mnd  report  from  the  Secretary  of  War,  of  the 
sums  necessary  to  complete  the  fortifications  com- 
menced or  contemplated,  and  of  the  amount  of 
anjr  deficiency  of  former  appropriations  for  this 
object,  made  m  obedience  to  a  resolution  of  the 
twenty-seventh  ultimo ;  which  was  read,  and  re- 
ferred to  the  committee  on  so  much  of  the  Pres- 
ident's Message  as  relates  to  the  Military  Estab- 
Jishment. 

A  message  'from    the  Senate   informed  he 
House  that  the  Senate  have  passed  a  bill,  entitled 
*An  act  to  fix  the  time  of  the  next  meeting  of 
Congress ;''  to  which  they  desire  the  concurrence 
of  this  House. 

A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Gardbnibr  that 
the  House  do  come  to  the  following  resolution : 

Btaohedj  That  it  is  expedient  that  all  such  provis- 
ions in  the  several  acts  which  relate  to  the  laying  and 
enforcing  the  embargo,  and  prohibiting  foreign  armed 
vesseki  from  entering  the  ports  and  harbors  of  the 
United  States,  and  for  prohibiting  intercourse  between 
the  United  States  and  Great  Britain  and  Prance,  and 
their  dependences,  as  ought  to  be  kept  in  force,  should 
be  reduced  into  one  act,  and  that  a  committee  be  ap- 
pointed to  bring  in  a  bill  for  that  purpose. 

And  on  the  question  that  the  House  do  proceed 
to  the  consideration  of  the  said  resolution,  it  was 
determined  in  the  negative. 

T.he  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  on  the  bill  authorizing  the  appoint- 
ment of  an  agent  for  the  land  office  at  Kaskas- 
kia,  and  allowing  compensation  to  the  commis- 
aionera  and  clerk;  and,  after  some  time  spent 
therein,  the  bill  was  reported  with  several  amend- 
ments thereto ;  which  were  twice  read,  and  con- 
earred  in  by  the  House. 

Ordered,  That  the  said  bill  with  the  amend- 
ments, be.engrossed,  and  read  the  third  time  to- 
morrow. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  on  the  bill  to  continue  in  force  an  act 
declaring  the  assent  of  Congress  to  a  certain  act 
of  the  State  of  South  Carolina,  passed  the  twen- 
ty-first of  December,  one  thousand  eight  hunnred 
and  four.  The  bill  was  reported  without  amend- 
ment, and  ordered  to  be  engrossed,  and  read  the 
third  time  to-morrow. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole,  on  the  bill  supplementary  to  an  act, 
•ntitled  ''An  act  making  appropriations  for  car- 


rying into  efieet  a  treaty  between  the  Unite 
States  and  the  Chickasaw  tribe  of  Indians,"  an 
to  establish  a  land  office  in  the  Mississippi  Tei 
ritory.  No  amendment  being  made,  the  bill  wi 
ordered  to  be  engrossed,  and  read  the  third  tia 
to-morrow. 

Mr.  Eppeb,  from  the  Committee  of  Ways  an 
Means,  reported  a  bill  supplementary  to  an  a< 
entitled  "An  act  making  further  provision  f( 
the  support  of  public  credit,  and  for  the  redem| 
tion  of  the  public  debt." — \Thxs  bill  is  reporu 
accord iuff  to  the  recommendation  of  the  Seer 
tary  of  the  Treasury,  to  explain  the  act  author 
zing  the  borrowing  of  money,  if  necessary,  i 
discharge  the  annual  instalments  of  the  pobl 
debt.]    Twice  read  and  eommitted. 

Mr.  Pitkin,  after  some  observations'  on  tl 
state  of  the  Treasury,  and  the  necessity  of  d 
minishing  the  expenses  of  Gkivernment,  movd 

**  That  the  Committee  on  tiie  Naval  Establishme 
be  instmcted  to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  aellii 
Buoh  of  .the  gunboats  beloagina  to  the  United  Sttt 
as  are  not  neceasaiy  to  be  employed  in  actual  service 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Macon,  Mr.  Pitkin's  m< 
tion  was  so  modified  as  to  insert  the  words  ^pa 
lie  armed  veesds  and"  before  the  word  "gv 
boaU;"  and,  after  a  short  debate  between  Messi 
CuTT8.  Dana,  Lton,  Ranoolph,  Macon,  ti 
Tboup,  agreed  to — ayes  70.  i 

On  motion  of  Mr.  J.  Q.  Jackson  the  Commi 
tee  of  the  Whole  was  discharged,  unanimously^ 
veas  130 — ^from  the  further  consideration  of  t) 
bill  for  amending  and  continuing  in  force  t] 
non-intercourse^  4bc.,  and  it  was  recommitted  fi 
amendment. 

FOREIGN  RELATIONE 

A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Garden ier  tb 
the  House  do  come  to  the  following  resolutioo 

Regohfcd,  That  the  committee  to  whom  was  refeir 
so  much  of  the  Preddent's  Message  as  relates  to  intJ 
course  with  foreign  nations,  be  instructed  to  bting  a 
bill  to  reduce  into  one  act  all  such  provisions  of  t 
several  acts  which  relate  to  the  laying  and  enfordi 
the  embargo,  and  for  prohibiting  foreign  armed  vms 
from  entering  the  ports  and  harbors  of  the  Uni^ 
States,  and  for  prohibiting  intercourse  between  t 
United  States  and  Gbeat  Britain  and  France,  and  lb 
dependencies,  as  ought  to  be  keifi  in  force. 

And,  on  the  question  that  the  House  do  nc 
proceed  to  the  consideration  of  the  said  resoluti^ 
It  was  determined  in  the  negative — yeas  59,  ni 
66,  as  follows : 

TiAS— Esekiel  Bacon,  William  Baylies,  Dao 
Blaisdell,  James  Breckenridge,  John  C.  Chambefls 
William  Chamberlin,  Epaphroditus  Champion,  Ml 
tin  Chittenden,  Matthew  Clay,  Samuel  W.  Dm 
John  Davenport,  junior,  William  Ely,  James  £m< 
Barent  Gardenier,  Charles  Goldsborough,  Thomu 
Gold,  William  Hale,  Nathaniel  A.  Haven,  Dai 
Heister,  Jonathan  H.  Hubbard,  Robert  Jenkins,  Phj 
B.  Key,  Hermsn  Knickerbacker,  Joseph  Lewis,  jun) 
Edward  Sl  Loe  Ltvermore,  Robert  Le  Roy  Lirii 
ston,  Matthew  Lyon,  Nathaniel  Macon,  Robert  Mari 
Vincent  Matthews,  Archibald  McBiide,  Pleasant 
Miller,  William    Milnor,  Thomas  Mooro,  Jered 
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[orrow,  Jonfttkan  O.  Motely,  Thomas  Newton,  John 
icholson,  Joseph  Pearson,  Benjamin  Pickman,  Jan., 
imothj  Pitkin,  junior,  Etisha  '  R.  Potter,  Josiah 
uincj,  John  Randolph,  Daniel  Sheffej,  Richard  Stan- 
ri,  John  Stanley,  William  Stedman,  James  Stepheh- 
m,  Lewis  B.  Storges,  Jacob  Swoops,  Samuei  Tag- 
irt,  Benjamin  Tallmadge,  Jabex  Upham,  Archibald 
an  Horn,  KiUian  K.  Van  Rensselaer,  Laban  Whea* 
»Q,  Ezekiel  Whitman,  and  James  Wilson. 
Nats — Lemuel  J.  Alston,  Willis  Alston,  junior, 
rUUam  Anderson,  Barid  Bard,  Burwell  Bassett, 
William  W.  Bibb,  Adam  Boyd,  John  Brown,  Robert 
Irown,  William  A.  Burwell,  William  Butler,  Joseph 
lalhoon,  Howell  Cobb,  James  Cochran,  James  Cox, 
Villiam  Crawford,  Henry  Crist,  Richard  Cutts,  John 
Dawson,  Joseph  Desha,  John  W.  Eppes,  William 
'indley,  Jonathan  Pisk,  Banillai  Gannett,  Thomas 
ifaolwn,  junior,  Peterson  Goodwyn,  William  Helms, 
am«t  Holland,  Benjamin  Howaid,  Jacob  Hufty,  J<dm 
I.  Jackson,  Richard  M.  Johnson,  Walter  Jones,  Thos. 
Cenan,  WUliam  Kennedy,  John^  Love,  Aaron  Lyle, 
(amael  McKee,  Alexander  McKim,  John  Montgom- 
jry,  Nicholas  R.  Moore,  Gurdon  8.  Mumford,  Roger 
VeiMo,  Thomas  Newbold,  John  Porter,  John  Rea  of 
Pennsylvania,  Jotui  Rhea  of  Tennessee,  Matthias  Rich- 
iids,  John  Roane,  Ebenezer  Sage,  Thomas  Sammons, 
[■emuel  Sawyer,  Benjamin  Say,  Ebenezer  Searer, 
Samuel  Shaw,  George  Smith,  John  Smith,  Samuel 
9mith,  Henry  Southard,  John  Taylor,  John  Thomp- 
ra,  Uri  Tracy,  Robert  Weakley,  Robert  Whitehill, 
f^chard  Winn,  and  Robert  Witherspoon. 

The  bill  sent  from  the  Senate,  entitled  "An 
let  to  fix  the  time  for  the  next  meeting  of  Con- 
pess,"  wa9  read  twice,  and  committed  to  a  Com- 
nittee  of  the  Whole  to-morrow. 


Wedhbbdat,  Jane  7. 

Another  member,  to  wit:  Erabtus  RboT, 
from  New  York,  appeared,  produced  his  creden- 
tials, was  qualified,  and  took  his  seat  in  the  House. 

Oq  motion  of  Mr.  Lbwib,  the  petitions  of  Sam- 
U(l  Carson,  of  Alexandria,  and  of  sundry  inhab- 
itants of  Washington  county,  in  the  District  of 
Coiambia,  presented  on  the  tenth  and  nineteenth 
of  January  last,  were  referred  to  the  Committee 
for  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Mr.  Southard,  from  the  Committee  of  Revi- 
nl  and  Unfinished  fiasiness,  made  a  farther  re- 

SOTt,  io  part,  of  such  matters  of  business  as  were 
spending  and  undetermined  at  the  close  of  the 
list  session  of  Congress ;  which  was  read  and 
ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

Mr.  BoRWBLL,  from  the  committee  appointed 
00  that  part  of  tixe  Message  from  the  President  of 
the  United  States  which  relates  "  to  the  fortifi- 
tatioQs  of  our  seaport  towns,''  presented  a  bill 
nukiog  farther  appropriations  to  complete  the 
fortifications  commenced  for  the  security  of  the 
pons  and  harbors  of  the  United  States,  and  to 
trect  such  fortifications  as  may  be  necessary  for 
tjte  protection  of  the  Northern  and  Western  fron- 
tiers of  the  United  States ;  which  was  read  twice, 
tod  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  to- 
ttorrow. 

Mr.  Howard  presented  a  petition  of  sundry 
tniDtifacturers  oi  hemp  into  linen,  residing  in 
vto  State  of  Kentucky,  praying  that  such  addi- 


tional duties  may  be  imposed  by  law  upon  th« 
importation  of  hemp  and  coarse  linens  from  for-> 
eign  countries,  as  will  efieetuallj  encourase  the 
manufacture  of  those  articles  within  the  United 
States,  and  present  their  introduction  into  the 
United  States  from  abroad. — Referred  to  the 
Committee  of  Commerce  and  Manufactures. 

Mr.  Eppeb,  from  the  Committee  of  Wava  and 
Means^  presented  a  bill  making  appropriations 
for  defraying  the  expense  of  stationery,  printings 
and  all  other  contingent  expenses  of  the  Senate 
and  House  of  Representatives,  during  the  present 
session  of  Congress ;  which  was  read  twice,  and 
committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  to- 
morrow. 

'  An  engrossed  bjU'supplementary  to  an  act,  eii-; 
titled  '^An  act  making  appropriations  for  carry- 
ing into  effect  a  treaty  between  the  United  Statea 
and  the  Chickasaw  tribe  of  Indians,"  and  to'es» 
tablish  a  land  office  in  the  Mississippi  Territory, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed.  ' 

An  engrossed  bill  authorizing  the  appointment 
of  an  agent  for  the  land  office  at  Kaskaskia,  and 
allowing  compensation  to  the  commissioners  and 
clerk,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

An  engrossed  bill  to  co9tinue  in  force  an  act 
declaring  the  assent  of  Congress  to  a  certain  act 
of  the  State  of  Sooth  Carolina,  passed  the  twenty- 
first  of  December,  one  thousand-  eight  hondred 
and  four,  was  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

Mr.  LoTE  baring  made  some  observations  on 
the  uncertainty  with  which  any  committee  would 
now  present  business  to  the  House  until  some  de^ 
cision  was  had  as  to  the  time  at  which  Congreaa 
should  adjourn,-  moved  the  following  resolution, 
with  a  view  to  rejfolate  the  conduct  of  a  commit- 
tee of  the  House  in  preparing  business: 

Resohed,  That  the  Committee  on  the  District  of 
Colnmbis  be  instructed  to  report  what  subjects  referred 
to  them  it  will  be  necessary  to  act  on  daring  ^e  piea- 
ent  session." 

After  some  opposition  from  Messrs.  PiTKiir. 
Smilib,  Bibb,  Dana,  and  Bassett,  on  the  |^round 
of  the  propriety  of  shortening  the  session,  instead 
of  extending  it,  and  reply  by  Messrs.  Lote  and 
Yan  Horn,  the  motion  was  negatived. 

Mr.  Dana  reported  a  bill  for  the  benefit  of  the 
seamen  of  the  United  States.  [This  bill  requirea 
the  mate*,  and  at  least  a  majority  of  the  mariners 
on  board  any  vessel,  to  be  citizens  of  the  United 
States,  iivorder  to  entitle  the  vessel  to  the  benefits 
of  a  vessel  of  the  United  States ;  and  prescribes 
various  amendments  to  the  navigation  laws  of 
the  United  States,  so  as  to  accommodate  then 
to  the  proposed  r^ulation.]  Twice  read  and 
committed. 

Mr.  Lewis  asked  (the  fourth  time)  for  the  con- 
sideration of  the  resolution  for  appointing  a  com* 
mittee  to  inquire  into  the  propriety  of  removing 
the  Military  Academ^r  from  West  Point  to  Wash- 
ington. On  the  question  for  considering  it,  thirty^ 
two  gentlemen  only  rose  in  the  affirmative. 

Mr.  LiVERMORB,  with  a  view  of  limiting  the 
business  to  be  done  during  the  session,  moved 
"that  no  petition  of  a  private  nature  shall  be  re* 
ceived  by  thia  House  after  Monday  next,  daring 
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the  present  session  of  Congress."  This  motion 
Was  opposed  by  Mr.  J.  G.  Jackson  on  the  ground 
of  inexpediency  as  well  as  unconstitutionality ; 
fot  he  contended  that  the  Constitution,  securing 
the  right  of  the  people  peaceably  to  petition  for 
a  redress  of  grievances,  prohibited  the  House  from 
refusing  to  receive  their  petitions.  Ft  was  replied 
by  Messrs.  LivfiRMOBs  and  Gold  that  it  might 
as  well  be  urged,  from  the  CoBstitution^  that  Con- 
gress should  never  adjourn  while  a  petition  or 
grievance  could  be  offered  to  the  House;  that 
the  petitions  would  be  in  fact  merely  laid  on  the 
table,  which  was  the  ordinary  course  of  every  day. 
The  motion  was  negatived  by  yeas  and  nays — 
yeas  17,  nays  104. 

Mr.  Eppbb,  from  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Mean&  reported  a  bill  making  an  appropriation 
for  defraying  the  expenses  of  stationery,  printing, 
dbe.,  for  the  two  Houses  of  Congress  durine  the 
present  session. — Twice  read  and  committed. 

Mr.  Sawyer  called  for  the  consideration  of  his 
resolution,  laid  on  the  table  yesterday,  for  appoint- 
ing a  standing  committee  to  be  called  the  Com- 
feaittee  of  Manufactures.  The  House  refused  to 
consider  it — yeas  35. 

AMERICAN  MANUFACTURES. 

The  House  proceeded  to  consider  the  resolo- 
lion  proposed  by  Mr.  Baoon,  on  the  thirty-first 
ultimo,  to  wit; 

Raoheiy  That  the  >86crettT^  of  the  Tretsury  be 
directed  to  prepare  and  report  to  this  House,  at  their 
next  session,  a  plan  for  the  application  of  sudi  means 
M  are  within  the  power  of  Congress,  ibr  the  purpose 
of  protecting  and  festering  the  mannftctures  of  the 
United  States ;  together  with  a  statement  of  the  seve- 
ral manufacturing  establishments  which  have  bean 
oonunenced,  the  progress  which  has  been  made  in 
them,  and  the  succeis  with  which  thej  have  been  at- 
tended ;  and  such  other  information  as  in  the  opinion 
of  the  Secretaxy  shall  be  material  in  exhibiting  a  gen- 
eral view  of  the  manufactures  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  Bacon  remarked  that  if  the  House  had  any 
dLispoaition  to  do  anything  towards  the  advance- 
mept  of  manufactures  of  the  country,  the  proper 
course  woqld  be  to  call  for  information  on  which 
they  could  act,  as  proposed  by  the  resolution.  For 
himself,  however  desirous  to  aid  manufactures 
without  information  oo  which  he  could  rely,  he 
did  not  feel  himself  prepared  to  act. 

Mr.  Lyon  remarked  that  twentv  years  ago  a 
similar  reference  of  the  subject  had  been  made  to 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  and  a  long  report 
bad  been  received,  on  which  no  proceedings  were 
had.  And  this  would  be  the  case  with  the  pro- 
posed report.  It  was  intended  but  to  allay  by. 
■procrastination  the  little  zeal  which  was  now  dis- 
played by  some  members  in  favor  of  manufactures, 
if  nothing  was  done  now,  he  said  he  should  de- 
spair of  anything  ever  being  done  to  encourage 
manufactures;  ai|d  this  motion  was  evidently 
intended  to  give  the  subject  the  go-by. 

Mr.  Lyon  moved  to  amend  the  resolution  bv 
Itriking  out  the  words  "  at  their  next  session/' 
the  time  at  which  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
i»  directed  to  report  to  the  House  a  plan  for  the 


encouragement  of  manufactaree;  with  a  view  ta 
make  the  resolution  obligatory  on  the  Secreiarf 
to  report  during  the  present  session. 

The  motion  was  negatived  without  a  di?isioo. 

Mr.  Van  Hobn  moved  to  amend  the  resolotioa 
by  striking  out  all  that  part  requiring  the  Secr^ 
tary  of  the  Treasury  to  report  a  plan.  He  stated 
hT5  reasons  to  be  that  he  wished  not  to  vote  opon 
a  plan  reported  by  any  Head  of  Departmeot,  how- 
ever great  confidence  he  might  have  in  ihem^ 
for  he  thought  the  House  were  competent  them- 
selves to  originate  a  plan.  He  feared  too  that 
some  plan  might  be  proposed  which  would  injure 
the  agricultural  interest ;  and  the  weight  of  a  re- 
commendation from  80  respectable  an  autboriif 
be  well  knew.  He  thought  that  Congress  coaU 
themselves,  bv  amending  and  regulatiog  datia 
and  drawbaeaa,  sufficiently  encourage  manufac- 
tures, without  any  specific  plan  being  laid  down 

Mr.  Bacon  said  it  had  long  ago  men  decided 
in  this  €k)vemment  that  when  a  call  was  made 
for  information  on  the  Heads  of  C^partmeou,  it 
was  also  within  the  rules  of  correct  proceeding  to 
require  the  officer  so  called  upon  to  prepare  and 
digest  a  plan  on  the  subject  on  which  informa- 
(ton  was  called  for.  And  he  feared  no  injarr 
which  would  result  from  such  a  course,  though 
much  good  might. 

After  some  observations  from  Messrs.  Qcikt 
a^nd  Dana,  against  the  amendment,  and  Mr.  Bibb 
in  support  of  it,  Mr.  Van  Horn's  motion  was 
negatived,  ayes  19. 

Mr.  Kenneoy  having  called  for  the  yeas  aad 
navs,  on  the  passage  ofthe  resolution — 

Messrs.  Garoenier  and  Ranoolph  opposed  it 
at  length,  on  the  general  ground  of  the  inexpedi- 
ency of  legislative  interference  for  the  encourag^ 
men t  of  manufactures;  each  gentleman  appea> 
ing  to  consider  it  as  a  pledge*  or  eommencemeoi 
of  a  system,  for  fostering  manufactures  by  legis- 
lative acts. 

Mr.  Q^orNCT  supported  it,  as  calling  for  info^ 
mation  on  which  the  House  might  legislate;  as 
they  could  not  properly  legislate  on  any  subject 
wittiout  information. 

The  question  was  then  taken  to  agri^^  ^^  ^^^ 
said  resolution,  as .  originally  proposed,  and  re 
solved  in  the  affirmative — yeas  93,  nays  38,  u 
follows : 

Ykas — ^Lemuel  J.  Alston,  Willis  Alston,  junior 
William  Anderson,  Eaekiel  Bacon,  WiUiAm  BayOe^ 
Da^id  Bard,  Adam  Boyd,  James  Breckenridge,  Johi 
Brown,  Robert  Brown,  William  A.  Borwell,  WiUiao 
Butler,  Joseph  Calhoun,  John  C.  Chamberlain,  Wil 
Uam  Chamberlin,  Martin  Chittenden,  Matthew  City 
John  Clopton,  Orchard  Cook,  James  Cox,  Williaa 
Crawford,  Henry  Crist,  Samuel  W.  Dana,  John  Da^ 
son,  Joseph  Desha,  James  Emott,  John  W.  Eppes 
William  Findley,  Jonathan  Fisk,  Meshack  Franklic 
Barzillai  Gannett,  Gideon  Gardner,  Thomas  Gholsoi 
junior,  Peterson  Goodwyn,  Thomas  R.  Gold,  WiUiaH 
Hale,  Nathaniel  A.  Havenr,  Daniel  Heister,  Williaf 
Helms,  James  Holland,  Benjamin  Howard,  Jaco 
Hufty,  John  G.  Jackson,  Richard  Jackson,  Robert  Jei 
kins,  Richard  M.  Johnson,  Thomas  Kenan,  Philip  I 
Key,  Herman  Knickerbacker,  Aaion  Lyle,  Robo 
I  Marion,  Archibald  McBride,  Samuel  McKee,  Aleza^ 
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lir  XeKim,  PteaMDt  M.  MiUer,  WiUiam  Milnor,  John 
fontgomeiy,  Nicholas  R.  Moore,  Thomas  Moore,  Jece* 
liah  Morrow,  Gordon  8.  Mumford,  Roger  Nelson, 
llamas  Newbold,  Thomas  Newton,  Wilson  C.  Nich- 
1b5,  Jose^  Pearson,  Benjamin  Pickman,  junior,  Tim- 
thy  Pitkm,  junior,  John  Porter,  Josiah  Quincy,  John 
thea  of  Tennessee,  Matthias  Richards,  Erastus  Root, 
ohn  Ross,  Ebenezer  Sage,  Lemuel  Sawyer,  Benjamin 
1st.  Ebenezer  Sealer,  Samuel  Shaw,  Daniel  Sheffcy, 
i}«ofge  Smith,  John  Smith,  Samuel  Smith,  Henry 
loutbsrd,  Richard  Stanford,  John  Stanley,  Benjaniin 
rsUmsdge,  Uri  Tracy,  George  M.  Troup,  Robert 
KThitehiO,  JanMs  Wilson,  Richard  Wmn,  and  Robert 
KTithenpoon. 

Nirs— BufwaU  Bassett,  WiUtam  W.  Bibb,  Daniel 
HaisdeB,  John  Campbell,  Epaphroditus  Qhampion, 
iswdl  Cobb,  James  Cochran,  John  Davenport,  jmiior, 
f^iiUaa  Ely,  Barant  Gardenier,  Charles  Goldsboioogh, 
lonsthsn  H.  Hubbard,  Walter  Jones,  William  Ken- 
wdy,  Joseph  Leiwis,  junior,  Edward  St.  Loe  Lirer- 
Bore,  Bobert  Le  .Boy  Livingston,  Nathaniel  Macon, 
ITinccot  Matthews,  Jonathsn  0.  Mosely,  John  Nichr 
ilsoD,  Peter  B.  Porter,  Elisha  R.  Potter,  John  Ran* 
ioiph,  John  Rea  of  Pennsylvania,  John  Roane,  Thom- 
0  Saoimons,  James  Stephenson,  Lewis  B.  Sturges, 
iicob  Swoope,  Samuel  Taggart,  John  Taylor,  John 
RiampRon,  Jabei  Upham,  Archibald  Tan  Horn,  Kil- 
an  K.  Tan  Rensselaer,  Laban  Wheaton,  and  Ezekiel 
S^utman. 


Thursday,  June  8. 

Mr.  Nelson,  from  th«  oommittee  appointed  on 
Ik  sixth  insunt,  presented  a  bill  in  addition  to 
k  act  to  reffolate  the  laying  out  and  making  a 
md  from  Camberland,  in  the  State  of  Mary- 
hnd.  to  the  State  of  Ohio;  which  was  read 
twice,  and  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  to-morrow. 

Ur.  LovB,  from  the  Committee  for  the  Distriet 
rf  Colombia,  presented  a  bill  to  amend  the  charr 
iif  of  Alexandria ;  which  was  read  twice,  and 
eommitted  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on 
Hooda?  next. 

Mr.  OABDMsa  presented  jpetitions  from  sun- 
iiy  maoafocturera  of  salt,  within  the  State  of 
UasfiachusettSy  praying  that  a  duty  he  imposed  by 
liv  on  the  import%tion  of  salt  from  foreign 
piices. 

Mr.  MiucoB  presented  a  petition  from  the 
naoufacturers  of  hals  residing  in  the  borough 
of  Lancaster,  State  of  Pennsylvania,  to  tbe'same 
(fleet  with  a  petition  of  the  manufacturers  of 
bts  io  Fredericktown,  State  of  Maryland. — Re^ 
fer«d  to  the  Committee  of  Commerce  and  Man- 
tfictures. 

The  Sp£ak£R  laid  before  the  House  a  report 
&&m  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  upon  the  subject 
tf  the  gunboats  belonging  to  the  Navy  of  the 
Ciited  States,  made  in  obedience  to  a  resolution 
cf  the  26th  uuimok— Referred  to  the  committee 
Hi^iiKed  on  that  part  of  the  Message  from  the 
l^»ident  which,  relates  to  the  Naval  fSstablish- 

Tbebill  sent  from  the  Senate,  entitled  *'An  act 
tdtBspcnd,  for  a  limited  time,  the  recruiting  ser- 
vice,'' was  read  twice,  and  referred  to  the  com- 
outtee  appointed  on  that  part  of  the  Message  ftom 


the  President  of  the  United  States  which  relatca 
to  the  Military  Establishment. 

A  communication  was  received  from  the  Secre* 
tary  of  the  Navy,  in  pursuance  of  a  resolution  of 
the  House  of  the  26th  ultimo,  requiring  an  ac- 
count of  the  actual  expense  of  the  equipment  of 
gunboats,  as  well  as  a  statement  of  their  number|. 
and  the  time  that  they  have  been  actually  em- 
ployed.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Naval 
Establishments.* 

CONTESTED  ELECTION. 

Mr.FiNOLBT,  from  the  Committee  of  Elections^, 
to  whom  were  referred,  during  the  present  session^ 
the  petition  of  Charles  Turner,  Jr.,  and  petition* 
from  sundrv  inhabitants  of  the  district  of  Ply- 
mouth, in  the  State  of  Massachusetts,  contesting 
the  election  of  William  Baylies,  returned  to  serve 
as  one  of  the  members  of  this  House  for  the  said 
State,  made  a  report  thereon ;  which  was  referred 
to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  Monday  next. 
The  report  is  as  follows: 

**  That  they  have,  according  to  order,  examined  the 
petitions  and  the  docomentii  which  accompany  them. 
The  petitions,  signed  by  1,231  inhsbitants  of  the  dis- 
trict, state  that,  at  an  election  held  for  a  member  of 
Congress  for  the  district  of  Piymouthi  in  the  State  of 
Massachusetts,  agreeably  to  the  law  of  that  8tate,  di- 
recting the  time,  place,  and  manner,  of  electing  mem- 
bers of  Congress,  on  the  first  Monday  of  November,  1808, 
the  whole  nnraber  of  votes  given  was  3,719,  of  which, 
agreeably  to  the  laws  of  that  State,  1,860  were  neoes> 
sary  to  make  a  choice.  Of  these  there  were  given  for 
Charles  Turner,  Jr.,  Esq.,  1,443  votes,  and  for  Charles 
Turner,  Esq.,  430  votes,  amounting,  if  for  Uie  same 
candidate,  to  1,873,  which,  being  a  majority  of  the 
whole  number  of  votes,  decided  the  election  in  favor  of 
Mr.  Turner,  the  candidate  for  whom  the  petitioners 
claim  the  sest,  if  he  was  the  same  person  intended  to 
be  voted  for,  by  the  name  and  addition  of  Charles  Tur- 
ner, Jr.,  Esq.,  and  Charles  Turner,  Esq.  The  petition- 
ers assert  that  Charles  Turner,  in  whose  behalf  they 
claim  the  seat,  is  the  same  person,  for  whom  the 
votes  were  given,  with  the  additions  of  Esq.  and  Junior, 
Esq. ;  snd  in  proof  of  this,  they  assert  that  the  laws  of 
Massachusetts  directthat  the  candidates  voted  for  must 
be  inhsbitants  of  the  district  for  which  they  may  be 
elected,  and  that  there  was  no  other  person  legally 
qualified  to  be  a  candidate  for  a  seat  in  Congress,  in- 
habiting that  district  at  the  time  of  the  election ;  but 
the  same  Charles  Turner,  for  whom  the  petttionen 
claim  the  seat  in  Con ^^ress. 

**  These  assertions  of  the  petitioners  are  proposed  to 
be  supported  by  testimony  taken  after  due  notice  given 
to  the  sitting  member,  which  have  been  admitt«i  by 
the  Committee,  as  correctly  tsken,  but  not  acted  on 
with  respect  to  the  merits  of  the  case. 

"  It  sppears  thst,  by  a  law  of  Massachusetts,  the  Ex- 
ecutive of  that  State  decides  on  the  election  of  mem- 
bers of  Congress,  and  certifies  the  return ;  and  that, 
in  this  instance,  the  selectmen,  who  appear,  by  the 
laws  and  customs  of  that  State,  to  be  official  election 
officers  in  their  respective  towns  or  districts,  had  set 
down  the  votes  received  for  Charles  Turner,  Jr.,  Esq., 
and  for  Charles  Turner,  Esq.,  separate  fi-om  each  other ; 
and  that  the  Executive,  in  deciding  on  the  election,  had 
considered  the  votes  as  given  for  different  candidates, 
a^d  that,  on  this  supposition,  none  of  the  candidates 
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had  a  majority  of  the  whola  number  of  votes  given,  and 
therefore  directed  that  another  election  ahoold  be  held 
in  Plymouth  diitrict,  on  the  19th  of  January,  1809,  at 
vhich  the  sitting  member  had  the  majority  of  votes ; 
and,  in  consequence  of  which,  he  was  returned  to  Con- 
gress, by  a  certificate  signed  by  the  Governor. 

«  Before  the  committee  examined  maturely  the  doc- 
ument, or  deliberated  on  the  merits  of  the  case,  the  sit- 
ting member  requested  a  postponement  of  the  dedsion 
vntil  the  next  session  of  Congress ;  in  support  of  which 
he  alleged,  that  it  is  necessary  to  a  full  and  fair  inves- 
tigation of  the  case,  and  to  acquaint  himself  with  the 
lacts,  and  to  be  able  to  produce  all  the  evidence  mate- 
rial to  a  correct  decision  of  the  question ;  that  he  was 
notified  that  his  election  would  be  contested  but  a  short 
time  previous  to  the  meeting  of  Congress,  and  that  he 
considered  depositions  taken  without  the  direction  of 
the  House  or  their  committee  as  taken  without  author- 
ity, of  law ;  that  these  circumstances  prevented  him 
fix>m  preparing  himself  in  such  a  manner  as  to  be  able 
at  this  time  to  do  justice  to  the  cause»  or  to  those  who 
had  honored  him  with  their  suffrages. 

"  Without  examining  the  merits  of  the  case,  the  ques- 
tion was  taken  in.  the  committee,  on  the  request  of  the 
sitting  member,  to  have  the  decision  postponed  for  the 
reasons  hereinbefore  stated,  and  carried  in  the  affirma- 
ti?e/' 

FORTIFICATIONS. 

•  Od  jnotioD  of  Mr.  Bdrwbll,  the  House  resolved 
itself  into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole,  on  the  bill 
to  make  appropriations  to  complete  the  fortifica- 
tions commenced  for.! he  security  of  the  ports  and 
harbors  of  the  United  States,  and  to  erect  such 
fortifications  as  may  be  necessary  for  the  protec- 
tion of  the  Northern  and  Western  frontiers  of  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  BuRWELL.mored  to  fill  the  blank  in  the  bill, 
for  the  sum  to  be  appropriated,  with. the  words 
wit  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  doUan,  He  said 
he  deemed  it  proper  to  observe,  that  by  referring 
to  the  letter  of  the  Secretary  of  War,  it  would 
be  found,  that,  of  $50,000  appropriated,  there 
remained  unexpended,  $185,000.  The  sum  of 
$150,000,  in  addition  to  this,  would  make  about 
$335,000  for  the  expenditure  of  this  year.  At  the 
last  session  of  Congress,  when  the  situation  of  the 
country  was  extremely  diflTerent  from  what  it  now 
•was,  only  the  sum  of  $450,000  had  been  appro- 
priated ;  so  that  $150,000  would  not,  with  the 
surplus  remaining  unexpended,  be  too  little  for 
the  service  of  the  remainder.of  this  year.  And 
on  the  other  hand,  as  it  was  contemplated  to  re- 
trench somewhat  the  expenses  of  the  Military  and 
Naval  Establishments,  it  would  not  exceea  the 
general  estimate  of  the  expense  of  defensive  op- 
erations for  the  present  year.  From  the  move- 
ments fimoDg  the  Indians,  and  the  resolutions  of 
the  Legislature  of  Kentucky,  calling  on  the  Gov- 
ernment for  the  erection  of  fortifications  on  the 
Western  and  Northern  *frontier,it  had  beenthougbt 
proper  to  give  the  President  a  discretionary  power 
to  erect  new  fortifications  there.  It  would  scarcely 
be  necessary  to  say  anything  to  the  House  on  the 
propriety  of  finishing  those  already  commenced. 
Were  Congress  to  stop  at  this  time,  it  would  be 
▼ery  evident  that  they  would  tumble  into  ruins, 


and  the  money  so  expended  would  in  fact  U 
thrown  away. 

Mr.  Holland  said  he  was  certainly  opposed  t^ 
filling  the  blank  in  the  bill  with  so  large  a  sam 
It  was  senerally  allowed  that  we  should  stand  ii 
need  of  all  the  money  in  the  Treasury,  and  do 
a  single  cent  ought  to  be  appropriated  but  fo 
matters  of  the  first  necessity.  Where  was  th 
necessity  of  appropriating  so  large  a  sum  of  ma 
ney  to  complete  the  works  already  begun  ?  If 
was  necessary  to  complete  them,  he  conceir 
that  there  was  a  way  in  which  they  could 
erected  at  a  less  expense  than  at  present,  and  i 
was,  by  the  standing  force  of  the  country.  Th 
were  upwards  of  six  thousand  troops  in  the  s 
vice  of  the  United  States,  who  passed  their  timl 
in  perfect  idleness — why  had  not  a  part  of  thei 
time  been  devoted  to  this  object  7  They  certain) 
could  not  be  better  employed.  A  small  porti 
of  the  time  of  the  soldiers  thus  employed  woo 
conduce  to  their  health ;  it  would  also  reconci 
the  people  to  the  military,  and  contribute  to 
away  the  odium  attached  to  them.  Mr.  H.  coil 
eluded  by  moving  to  fill  the  blank  with  $15,001 
which,  with  $185,000  unexpended,  would  mab 
$200,000 — sufficient  to  .expend  before  the  nej 
meeting  of  Congress, 

Mr.  uooK  was  in  favor  of  a  larger  sum  tha 
that  proposed.  He  did  not  know  that  the  militai 
were  not  already  employed  on  fortifications;  ba 
even  if  they  were,  the  expenses  for  materials  we^ 
much  greater  than  the  expense  of  workmanshij 
The  best  mode  of  preventing  war,  he  said,woai 
be  to  be  prepared  lor  it.  And,  if  not  should  oi 
preparations  be  now  relaxed,  until  we  had  belt 
assurances  of  peace  with  foreign  nations  ?  n 
hoped  not. 

Mr.  FisK  said  he  found,  by  the  report  of « 
Secretary  of  War,  that  the  sum  of  $750,000  wod 
be  sufiScient  to  cover  the  expenditures  of  the  pn 
sent  year,  and,  most  probaUy,  to  complete  the  fa 
tifications  already  commenced.  It  was  now  sa| 
by  the  chairman  of  the  committee;  (Mr.  Bnl 
WELL.)  that  only  $150,000  were  now  wante^ 
Mr.  F.  said  it  sorely  would  not  be  necessary  fl 
him  to  remark,  that  the. season  for  carrying  on 
works  would  have  expired  at  the  commencem 
of  the  next  session  of  Congress,  and  that  wh 
ever  could  be  expended  in  the  present  year  m 
be  before  the  next  meeting  of  Congress.  He  v 
in  favor  of  the  sum  called  for  by  the  Secretary 
War,  viz:  $750,000.  He  observed  that  he  spo| 
from  his  own  knowledge,  when  he  said  that  il 
United  States  embarrassed  their  agents  and  col 
tractors  for  the  public  works  by  the  scantv  appd 
priations  which  they  made.  The  fortincatioi 
orNew  York  had  been  commenced,  as  was  josij 
observed,  on  an  enlarged  and  permanent  plal 
What  had  given  rise  to  this  extension  of  the  plaq 
Danger  .of  war.  certainly.  And  had  the  storm] 
war  already  subsided  1  And  should  fortification 
be  abandoned  because  there  was  a  hope  that  | 
might  blow  over?  He  said  he  too  believed  it  tl 
best  poliey  of  the  nation,  in  peace,  to  make  pre| 
arations  for  war.  It  was  the  wisn  of  the  nati< 
thfiit  the  country  lihould  be  fortified*    The  Seat 
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tmry  had  called  for  $750,000  for  the  present  year. 
If  $150,000  only  were  appropriated,  it  would 
amount  to  an  abandonment  of  the  works  already 
commenced:  the  artists  employed  must  be  dis- 
charged, and  it  would  be  almost  imnossible  to  get 
them  together  again.  It  did  not  follow,  that,  if 
$750,000  should  be  more  than  necessary,  the  mo- 
ney would  be  drawn  from  the  Treasury.  On  the 
contrary,  there. was  now  an  unexpended  balance 
of  $185,000j  remaining  in  the  Treasury,  of  the  last 
appropriation.  He  moved  to  fill  the  blank  with 
5750,000. 

[At  this  moment  a  bill  was  received  from  the 
Senate,  ntaking  an  appropriation  for  fortifica- 
tions, &c.] 

The  Comtnittee  rose,  and  the  bill  from  the  Sen- 
ate was  committed  to  the  same  Committee,  which 
immediately  took  it  into  consideration. 

[The  bill  appropriates  $750,000  for  completing 
the  fortifications  commenced,  and  erecting  new 
forti6cations  on  the  Northern  and  Western  fron- 
tiers.] 

^T.  Newton  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  In- 
serting the  Eastern  between  the  words  'Northern 
and  cmd^  with  a  view  to  the  erection  of  fortifica- 
tions in  Virginia  and  elsewhere. — ^Negatived. 

Mr.  BuRWELL- moved  to  strike  out  aeven,  and 
insert  qim  hundred  and  fifty,  dbc.  This  motion 
was  negatived  in  the  Committee ;  and  the  bill  bav- 
in? been  reported  to  the  House,  it  was.renewed. 

Mr.  Ross  said  he  was  not  disposed  to  let  this 
(inestion  pass  without  expressing  his  ideas  upon 
it.   He  was  opposed  to  striking  out  the  sum  pro- 
^d,  because  be  apprehended  that  it  would  not 
be  more  than  adequate  to  the  ourpose  for  which 
it  was  designed.    He  apprehenaed  that  there  was 
a  wide  difference  between  parsimony  and  true 
economy ;  that  parsimony  tended  to  destroy  those 
institutions  which  a  wise  policy  ought  to  foster ; 
that  economy  wAs  calculated  to  keep  them  in 
proper  action.    He  did  not  suppose  that  it  would 
be  economy  in  a  farmer  to  fence  his  fields  but 
balf  round.    If  a  farmer,  sitting  down  to  calcu- 
late the  expense  of  rails,  should,  in  order  to  avoid 
expense,  appropriate  only  half  the  sum  neces- 
sary, and  thereby  prevent  the  fence  from  being 
placed  in  eood  order,  he  apprehended   that  it 
Would  not  De  pursuing  good  economy,  because 
the  design  for. which  the- fence  was  made  would 
oot  -be  accomplished.    Parsimony  in  a  Qovern- 
nent,  with  reeard  to  institutions  for  the  protec- 
tion of  the  rignts  and  safety  of  a  country,  might 
^estroy  it.    It  had  been  said  that  there  was  do 
immediate  occasion  for  fortifications  to  ^  placed 
io  complete  repair,  or  placed  in  a  state  of  perfec- 
tion, and  therefore  ffentlemen  would  omit  to  do 
10  at  present.   Would  that  be  pursuing  a  prudent 
policy?    Would  a  wise  government  adopt  that 
policy  on  other  occasions  ?    What  was  tne  uni- 
versal conduct  in  cities  where  a  wise  j>olic3r  was 
porsoed?*  To  guard  against  fire,  the  inhabitants 
iQrnisbed  themselves  with  engines,  fire-buckets, 
>nd  every  preparation  necessary  for  extinguish- 
ug  it.    Did  they  wait  till  there  was  occasion  to 
tise  them  ?    Would  it  be  prudent  in  them  so  to 
M   He  apprehended  not.    Apply  the  force  of 


this  reasoning  to  the  observations  of  gentlemen 
against  now  comp|etin|[  the  fortifications.  Mr. 
R.  said  he  would,  on  this  occasion,  be  for  placing 
the  country:  in  complete  safety,  as  far  as  fortifica- 
tions could  do*it;  and,  after  fortifying  every  point 
in  which,  the  country  was  vulnerable,  he  would 
pray  to  God  that  we  might  never  have  occasion 
to  make  use  of  them,  just  as  he  would  in  relation 
to  fire  engines  and  buckets,  prepared  for  the  pro* 
tection  of  a  city  from  fire.  It  had  been  said  tnat, 
if  this  tiloney  should  be  appropriated,  it  would 
no  doubt  be  expended  in  the  <^urse  of  the  Sum- 
mer, but  that  a  much  less  sum  might  be  expended 
in  such  a  way  as  to  be  nroductive  of  beneficial 
purposes.  If- these  fortincations  bad  been  com* 
meoced,  and  the  sum  mentioned  in  the.  bill  was 
necessary  to  complete  them,  he  asked  m  what 
way  they  could  be  completed  short  of  that  sum  1 
Was  it  intended  that  the  work  should  be  stopped 
by  a  contracted  appropriation?  Or  that  the  ap- 
propriations should  be  so  narrowed  as  to  destroy 
the  original  design  with  which  the  fortifications 
were  undertaken?  Surely  not;  but  such  would' 
be  the  effect  of  restricting  the  appropriation.  He, 
therefore,  hoped  the  House  would  grant  the  sura 
mentioned  in  the  bill  as  the  smallest  possible  suia 
that  ought  to  be  expended  on  this  occasion. 

Mr.  GARnEfiiER  said  he  had  no  fear  that  the 
House  would  agree  to  the  motion,  because  the 
Government  was  pledged  as  completely  as  ai  Gov* 
ernment  could  be  pledged,  to  fortify  the  ports  and 
harbors  of  the  United  States.  Ai^lications  had 
been  made  to  this  House  for  that  purpose  for  sev- 
eral years,  but  without  effect,  because,  in  a' time 
of  profound  peace,  and  when  no  danger  was  ap- 
prehended, it  had  been  deemed  unnecessary  to 
fortify  the  ports  and  harbors.  At  length,  how- 
ever, there  had  .appeared  a  speck  of  war  in  the 
horizon;  danger  lowered  around,  and  the  Gov- 
e»ment  of  the  United  States  gave  its  attention 
to  this  object,  so  vitally  important.  A  million 
was  appropriated  the  Winter  before  the  last,  and 
the  Grovernmeni  was  not  content  merely  with 
appropriating  for  fortifications;  but  that  the  sea- 
port towns  and  harbors  might  be  effectually  de- 
fended, that  (hey  might  have  the  benefit  of  all 
that  which  jexperience  sanctioned  as  safe,,  and 
that  which  theory  seemed  to  propose  as  much 
better  than  the  other,  there  was  a  large  sum  of 
money  appropriated  for  gunboats,  not  for  the  pur- 
pose of  encouraging  the  Navy  of  the  United 
States,  but  for  the  protection  of  the  ports  and 
harbors  of  the  United  States;  to  come  in  aid  of 
the  batteries  on  shore.  Now  can  it  be  possible 
that  this  Committee  will  hesitate  about  allowing 
the  aum  expressed^in  the  bill  from  the  Senate,  at 
a  time  when  all,  I  presume,  have  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  we  are  to  dispense  with  the  aux- 
iliary aid  of  our  gunboats?  A  year  ago, so  great 
an  object  was  the  defence  of  the  seaports,  that  not 
only  gunboats,  but  fortifications  also,  were  pro- 
moted. Now  that  the  gunboats  are  taken  awa^, 
and  the  style  of  expenditure  is  to  be  changed^  is 
it  not  a  total  abandonment  of  that  object  to  which 
the  Government  has  pledged  itself?  I  think  it 
is,  and  argues  a  capriciousness  which  would  ill 
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Nftvy  bills  hatre  been  repeatedlv  sent.  The  last 
bill  of  that  kind  sacceeded.  And  what  is  the 
oonsequence  ?  Have  the  frigates  been  of  an7  use 
whatever  to  the  nation  ?  No,  sir ;  nor  will  the 
works  be  of  any  use  which  are  to  be  paid  for  hj 
the  immense  appropriation  in  this  bill.  I  hope  it 
ivill  be  stricken  oat. 

Mr.  W.  Alston  said  that  the  arguments  on 
this  subject  might  be  reduced  to  a  rery  narrow 
compass.  The  only  question  was,  whether  it 
was  necessary  to  complete  the  fortifications  com- 
menced? Irit  was  necessary  to  complete  them, 
it  would  be  much  better  always  to  keep  a  suffi- 
cient sum  appropriated  to  employ  the  persons  en- 
gaged in  earryinff  on  the  wors,  than  to  employ  a 
sum  which  would  not  be  sufficient.  The  expense 
necessary  for  carrying  on  the  work,  as  respects  all 
officers  and  agents  engaged  in  it,  would  be  no 
more  if  seven  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  dollars 
were  appropriated,  than  if  bat  one  hundred  and 
fifW  were  to  be  expended  Besides,  such  was  the 
difficulty  of  procuring  laborers,  that  it  would  be 
a  great  incooTeoience  now  to  discharge  those 
employed.  Last  session  (said  Mr.  A.)  a  million 
was  appropriated  for  this  purpose  by  this  House, 
and  struck  out  by  the  Senate,  because  they  had 
before  them  no  particular  estimate.  Now  an  es- 
timate is  laid  before  .us  from  the  Secretary  of 
War,  who  tells  us  that  in  this  little  time  nearly 
the  whole  money  appropriated  has  been  expended. 
The  $185,000  remaining,  with  $150,000  proposed 
to  be  substituted  for  the  sum  proposed  by  the  Se* 
nate,  cannot  last  till  next  session.  It  therefore 
appears  to  me  to  be  more  wise  in  us  to  appropri- 
ate a  sum  whicli  in  all  human  probability  will  be 
sufficient  to  keep  the  work  in  progression,  than 
80  small  a  sum  as  would  not  keep  the  workmen 
together.  If,  however,  a  majority  should  be  of 
opiQion  that  it  is  not  proper  to  complete  the 
works,  there  is  no  necessity  to  appropriate  a  sin- 
gle cent. 

Mr.  Newton  agreed  with  gentlemen  who  had 
preceded  him,  that  true  economy  called  for  the 
largest  appropriation.  There  was  not  a  fortifi- 
cation in  the  United  States  which  had  ^received 
the  last  finishing  stroke;  and  it  was  necessary  at 
this  time  that  the  fortifications  of  the  United 
States  shoiHd  be  put  in  the  best  possible  condition. 
What  was  our  situation  in  relation  to  foreign 
Powers  ?  Could  it  be  said  that  we  were  at  peace 
with  all  the  world?  It  is  cerrainly  not  in  our 
power  t6  say  so,  said  Mr.  N.  We  hare  yet  a 
treaty  to  make  with  Qreat  Britain ;  we  do  not 
know  how  we  stand .  in  respect  to  France ;  and 
no  gentleman  can  say  how  long  the  United 
States  will  be  suffered  to  remain  in  peace.  It  is, 
therefore,  necessary,'  the  whole  world  beinf  in 
confusion,  to  place  ourselves  in  the  most  formida- 
ble state  of  defence.  Having  this  belief,  I  shall 
not  travel  over  the  ground  gentlemen  have  taken, 
but  give  my  decided  vote  against  striking  out  the 
sum.  One  word  in  relation  to  the  gentleman 
from  North  Carolina  (Mr.  Hollanu.)  In  the 
course  of  his  remarks  he  has  distinguished  me  by 
the  appellation  of  "  the  modest  gentleman  from 
Virginia."    I  hope  I  ever  shall  possess  this  quality. 


so  amiable  in  private  life,  so  essential  in  puUie 
bodies;  and  as.it  seems  that  I  possess  so  great  a 
portion  of  it,  I  have  no  objection  to  make  a 
transfer  of  a  part  of  it  to  that  honorable  gen- 
tleman. 

Mr.  Dana  observed  that  it  had  been  said  that 
there  was  no  probability  of  an  invasion,  and  that, 
therefore,  there  was  no  necessity  for  fbrtificatioos. 
He  said  ne  must  be  permitted  to  ohserre  that  it 
was  perfectly  incomprehensible  to  him,  on  any 
principle  of  military  or  naval  combat,  how  100,- 
000  militia  could  be  employed, 'except  in  case  of 
invasion;  for  very  certain  he  was  that  militia 
could  not  constitutionally  be  required  to  marck 
beyond  the  frontier.  When,  therefore,  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  had  detached  100,000 
militia,  it  was  sportipg  with  the  feelings  and  uo- 
derstandinffs  of  the  country,  if  there  was  do  pos- 
sibility of  mvasion.  He  said  he  would  leare  it 
to  gentlemen  to  settle  the  question  between  the 
practice  of  the  late  President  of  the  United  States 
and  th'eir  own  respect  for  his  opinion.  Mr.  D. 
said  he  would  admit  that  fortifications  would  not 
constitute  a  security  against  invasion  by  a  large 
army ;  but  he  considered  them  proper  to  guard  ai 
against  those  collisions  which  might  ultimaielf 
involve  us  in  war.  He  considered  them  to  be 
such  a  security  as  wfvld  prevent  insolent  persons 
from  menacing  the  peace  of  our  waters.  In  the 
same  manner  as  garrisons  in  the  iaterior  woold 
discourage  the  savaj^es  from  attempting  to  plan- 
der  or  murder  our  citizens,  so  fortifications  on  the 
seaboard  would  constitute  some  security  agaipst 
maritime  marauders.  He  would  rest  the  securitf 
of  the  peace  of  the  country  on  this  ground;  that 
no  enemy  might  ever  be  tempted  to  invade  by  an 
expectation  to  acquire  plunder  without  combat, 
or  victory  without  effusion  of  blood .  He  objected 
to  strikiDg  out  the  sum  in  the  bill.  The  gao- 
boats  had  cost  the  United  States  at  least  $1,500,- 
000.  It  was  proposed  to  sell  them.  He  was  not 
disposed  to  think  that  the  busiViess  had  been  so 
ingeniously  conducted  that  thejr  would  sell  for 
less  than  fifty  per  cent,  of  their  original  cost. 
The  proceeds  then  of  the  sale  of  this  species  of 
defence  taken  away  would  just  amount  to  the 
sum  proposed  to  be  added  to  another  species. 

The  Committee  of  the  Whole  refused  to  strike 
out  the  sum,  yeas  33.  The  Committee  then  rose 
and  reported  the  bill. 

Mr.  BurWell  renewed  his  motion  for  strik- 
ing out  the  sum  for  the  purpose  of  inserting  t 
smaller.  If  the  House  should  refuse  to  accom- 
modate him,  he  said  he  felt  no  hesitation  in  say* 
ing  that  he  should  vote  against  the  bill.  The 
idea  of  securing  this  country  from  foreign  inva- 
sion or  attack  by  a  cordon  of  fortifications  roand 
it,  appeared  to  him  to  be  so  perfectly  absurd,  that 
he  was  astonished,  whilst  gentlemen  were  zeal- 
ously engaged  in  ferreting  out  one  species  of 
mania,  that  they  should  introduce  another.  When 
the  gentleman  from  New  York,  said  Mr.  B.,  tells 
the  House  that  one-third  of  our  revenue  is  derived 
from  the  cit^  of  New  York,  does  he  mean  it  to 
be  understood  that  the  people  pay  this  duty,  or 
only  that  the  merchants  import  articles  to  this 
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amount  which  are  consumed  in  other  parts  of 
the  country,  on  which  of  course  the  duty  really 
falls?  Everyman  of  the  smallest  information 
knows  that  these  goods,  instead  of  being  con* 
samed  fn  that  city,  are  dispersed  in  every  part 
of  the  United  States.  This  subject  of  fortin6a- 
lions  is  no  new  thing.  We  all  agree  that  we 
should  fortify  our  most  eiposed  points  from  pre- 
datory incursions;  but  no  man  supposes  that  we 
can  establish  fortifications  which  will  effectually 
repel  the  invasion  of  a  large  force.  If  we  were 
to  collect  all  our  revenue  for  twenty  years  back, 
and' sell  all  our  Teal  and  personal  property,  and 
expend  the  proceeds  of  it,  we  should  find  all 
these  sums  thrown  away  in  an  attenopt  completely 
to  fortify  the  whole  coast  of  the  United  States. 
Bat  I  wish  gentlemen  to  state  whether  the  con- 
duct of  this  Government  towards  the  citr  of 
New  York  and  every  seapbrt  town  has  not  been 
such  as  to  exhibit  a  disposition  to  defend  the 
country.  Suppose  the  strongest  fortifications  pos- 
sible Co  be  erected  at  New  York,  would  they  pre- 
vent an  array  from  landing  in  New  Jersey  or 
Connecticut,  and  going  round  to  the  city  of  New 
York?  From  whatever  cause,  we  are  in  no 
dauber  now;  and  whatever  may  be  said  in  this 
House,  the  embargo  has  caused  a  conviction  in 
the  British  Government  of  the  advantage  of  a 
mutual  trade  between  the  two  coon  tries.  They 
ire  convinced  now,  as  I  have  always  been,  that 
we  want  nothing  else  from  then).  But,  if  this 
House,  when  danger  was  believed  by  all  to  exist, 
coold  not  be  prevailed  upon  to  appropriate  more 
than  9450.000  at  the  last  session  for  fortifica- 
tions, with  what  kind  of  consistency  are  thay 
now  called  upon  to  appropriate  $750,000  to  that 
object? 

The  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  (Mr.  Ross) 
asks  us,  whether  it  would  be  prudent  policv  in  a 
farmer  to  half-fence  his  fields?  Certainly  not. 
Bat,  if  a  farmer  were  to  attempt  to  fence  in  a 
whole  tract  of  country  to  secure  a  little  lot,  he 
would  not  act  more  ridiculously  than  we  should 
do  in  expending  extravagant  sums  of  money  on 
an  object  which  can  never  be  attained. 

The  gentleman  from  New  York  (Mr.  Gardb- 
iieb)  says  that  he  wishes  to  destroy  ^graphical 
dbtinctions,  and  to  extend  protection  to  6very 
vuu  I  contend,  sir,  that,  so  far  as  n  solicitude 
bas  been  shown  for  the  protection  of  any  partic- 
alar  part  of  the  country,  it  has  been  for  the  Bast^ 
ern  country  exclusively.  Every  one  at  all  con- 
tenant  with  the  subject,  knows  that  very  little 
^  been  done  elsewhere.  I  admit  that  New 
York  should  be  fortified;  but  the  question  is, 
whether  we  shall,  at  this  particuUr  time,  devote 
^e  whole  revenue  of  the  country  to  that  object ; 
vhether  it  will  be  an  inconrenience  to  New  x  ork 
«  any  other  town  if  it  be  not  Ibrtified  by  the  next 
aieeting  of  Congress,  when  we  are  in  a  state  of 

race,  and  there  is  a  prospect  of  its  continuance  ? 
wish  not,  by  large  appropriations,  to  induce  the 
Becretary  of  War  to  expend  money  too  precipi- 
^^ly;  for,  if  we  do,  we  shall  have  still  more 
money  to  appropriate.  We  know  very  well  that 
the  appropriations  of  former  years  for  this  pur- 


pose have  scarcely  ever  been  expended  ;  and  how 
can  it  be  expected  that,  in  addition  to  the  $185,000 
remaining  unexpended,  the  Secretary  of  War 
will  be  able  to  disburse  $750,000  more  ?  I  con^ 
sider  the  great  bulk  of  expense  for  this  object  to 
have  been  already  encountered,  and  that  almost 
all  the  materials  are- already  prepared.  The  re- 
maining part  if  the 'expense  must  be  compara- 
tively inconsiderable,  viz :  for  the  employment  of 
men  to  make  ubjb  of  the  materials,  .which^  in 
works  of  this  kind,  constitute  the  greater  part  of 
the  expense.  The  sum  with  which  I  propose  to 
fill  the  blank,  will  give  the  War  Department  un- 
til the  next  session,  9900,000,  as  much  as  «an  be 
judiciously  expended,  as  much  as  we  can  spare, 
as  much  as  the  exigency  of  the  codntry  will  re- 
quire; 9Ltid  I  hope  the  House*  will  not  consent  to 
impoverish  the  Treasury  by  appropriating  more, 
when  it  can  answer  no  proper  purpose. 

Mr.  QoLo  observed  that  he  would  not  detain 
the  House  long  on  this  subject.  He  expressed 
himself  happy  at  the  demonstration  already  §[iVen 
of  a  disposition  to  go  through  with  the  fortifica- 
tions begun.  It  was  a  subject  in  which  New 
York  was  much  interested,  and  on  which,  there- 
fore, the  Representatives  from  that  State  w6re 
particularly  anxibuii.  Many  remarks  had  been 
made  as  to  the  calculations,  on  which  so  much 
money  could  be  expended  in  a  given  time.  He 
acknowledged  himself  to  be  completely  ignorant 
of  what  was  done,  and  of  what  might  be  neces* 
sary  to  be  done  in  a  given  time.  Was  any  gen- 
tleman prepared  to  say,  on  his  responsibility,  how 
far  a  just  econopiy  would  authorize  the  House  to 
1^0  ?  For  his  part,  he  had  confidence  in  the  es- 
tiniate  of  our  public  officers,. and  be  perceived 
with  pleasure  tnat  many  in  the  House  had  the 
same;  from  otheir  gentlemen,  however,  he  had 
expected  less  jeal<)usy  in  relation  to  them  than 
had  been  displaved*  It  must  be  acknowledged, 
on  all  hands,  that  the  Department  which  haa 
made  -the  estimate  of  the  appropriation^  was  much 
befter  apprized  of  the  extent  to  which  it  would  be 
necessary  to  go,  than  the  members  of  the  House. 
It  has  been  remarked/said  Mr.  G.,  that  the  moneys 
heretofore  appropriated  to  this  object  have  not 
beei(  wholly  expended.  What  results  from  this 
ftfit?  That  economy  has  been  observed;  that 
the  Gtovernment  has  not  been  disposed  to  go  to 
the  utmost  length  when  we  gave  them  an  oppor- 
tunity ;  and  shows  that  we  have  the  greater  rea- 
son now  to  give  them  our  confidence.  On  the 
subject  of  fortifications,  with  all  due  deference  to 
the  |;entleman  from  Virginia.  I  mus^  be  disposed 
to  give  greater  attention  to  tne  report  of  the  offi- 
cer at  the  head  of  the  War  Department,  than  to 
the  fruits  of  the  hasty  deliberations  of  an  ygentlo- 
I  man.  There  is  a  well-|^rounded  expectation  that 
New  York  may.  be  fortified.  The  gentleman 
says  that  an  army  may  land  in  Connecticut  or 
New  Jersey,  and  proceed  to  New  York.  I  an-* 
swer  that  they  may ;  but,  before  they  can  reach 
New  York,  they  will  find  more  blows  than  plun- 
der. There  is  no  danger  of  an  army's  being  land- 
ed in  the  State  of  New  York,  though  there  is  of 
an  attack  from  sea. 
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Some  tllasion  has  been  made  to  an  ubserTation  I 
made  by  my  eolleag^ue,  which  seemed  to  assert 
too  strongly  the  claim  of  New  York.  Some 
auch  expression  may  hare  fhllen  from  the  gentle- 
mao,  in  the  warmth  of  debate;  but  the  people  of 
New  York  do  not  impose  claims  on  this  subject, 
bat  appear  as  petitioners. 

The  observations  in  relation  to  onr  being  al- 
ways prepared  for  events,  are  not  mere  observa- 
tions of  course.  I  say  it  is  the  doty  of  all  nations, 
and  the  writers  on  the  policy  of  nations  have  not 
failed  to  bestow  on  that  system  of  policy  dne  ap- 
probation. It  is  not  fit  that  the  iohaoitants  of 
the  seaports,  by  our  waiting  until  danger  ap- 
proaches, should  be  left  in  a  situation  to  be  thrown 
into  convulsions,  at  the  caprice  of  any  foreign 
Pow«'.  Their  exposure  is  just  ground  for  an 
appreheiuion  whicn  ihey  ought  not  to  feel,  and 
which  ought  to  be  removed  by  the  Legislature  of 
the  Union.  It  is  a  subject  of  no  small  considera- 
tion that  the  inhabitants  of  our  seaports  should 
be  so  frequently  suligect  to  alarm ;  I  am  persuaded 
that  the  gentleman'  from  North  Carolina  would 
not  like  to  be  placed*  in  that  situation.  I  hope, 
on  this  subject,  that  we  have  no  danger  to  appre- 
hend ;  that  the  confidenoe  heretofore  placed  in  the 
Heads  of  Departments  not  having  been  abused, 
we  shall  now  place  reliance  on  their  estimates. 

k  has  been  observed  that  the  State  of  New 
York  has  funds,  and  might  do  something  to  the 
defence  of  its  own  city.  And  she  has  dune  her 
ahare,.sir.  I  am  not  able  to  state  the  sum  already 
expended,  not  having  documents  wjiich  will  show 
it,  but  it  nas  been  considerable.  And  though  they 
do  think  it  somewhat  unreasonable  that  they 
should  have  to  expend  the  funds  necessary  for  the 
aopport  of  Government  in  the  fortification  of  that 
harbor,  they  would  rather  expend  the  last  farthing 
of  their  funds  than  let  it  be  undefended. 

Mr.  Gholbor  said  that,  if  he  had  no  further 
information  on  this  subject  than  was  furnished  by 
the  report  of  the  Secretary  of  War,  he  could  not 
be  induced  to  vote  the  appropriation  required. 
On  adverting  to  the  report,  saia  he.  it  Mems  that 
4M50,O0O  were  appropriated  at  the  lest  session  for 
the  present  year ;  and  that  of  that  sum  as  much 
as  could  be,  had  beed  expended. "He:  |265cOM, 
leaving  a  balance  of  near  9800,000.  If  9255,dbo 
only  could  be  expended  in  one  half  year,  accord- 
ing to  what  sort  of  calculation  are  ^^900,000  to  be 
expended  for  the  remaining  half  year  ?  The  Se- 
cretary himself  tells  you  that  he  cannot  precisely 
estimate  the  proper  sum ;  he  is  new  in  o(faee,and 
perhaps  by  the  next  session  will  be  more  conver- 
aamt  than  he  is  now  in  the  details  of  his  office. 
Had  heeivena  detailed  statement  of  sums  ne- 
cessary tor  each  place,  I  might  have  placed* confi- 
dence in  it ;  but  when  he  thus  reports  in  gross,  I 
caqnot  place  that  confidence  in  nis  report.  At 
the  last  session  the  largest  sum  thought  of  by 
those  most  sanguine  in  favor  of  fortifications  was 
one  million  of  dollars,  in  a  time  of  impending 
war,  which  sum  was  struck  out  by  the  Senate ; 
and  now,  in  a  time  of  peace,  they  want  $1 200,- 
000;  that  is,  $750,000  in  addition  to  $450,000 be 
fore  appropriated,  a  sum  far  exceeding  the  sum 


then  thought  of.  I  do  not  know  what  caa  ha? j 
made  this  revolution  in  the  minds  of  the  Seoat« 
I  ftuppoee  that,  for  the  two  last  years  the  possibil 
itv  of  invasion  did  not  enter  into  the  calcolatioi^ 
01  members  of  both  Houses,  and  therefore  th 
militia  were  detached,  the  Army  and  Mariae  iq 
creased,  and  fortifications  established ;  and  oo^ 
when  there  is  a  prospect  of  peace^  thedetachme^ 
of  one  hundred  thousand  militia  is  disbanded,  ta 
Senate  have  passed  a  bill  authorizing  the  suspen 
sion  of  enlistmeiits,  and  while  every  preparatio 
is  relaxing,  we  are  to  persevere  with  iocrease 
ardor  in  the  expenditure  for  fortifications,  wbc 
there  is  not  a  dollar  in  the  Treasury  to  spu^ 
This  is  an  inconsiatency  which  I  cannot  reeoi 
cile  to  myself.  I  am  willing  to  ^  on  with  fon 
fications ;  but  I  cannot  consent,  m  time  of  peaq 
to  borrow  money,  (a  very.unrepttblicanpraciii 
at  any  time,)  for  the  purpose  of  erecting  tortifia 
tioDs,  when  all  the  rest  of  our  coaduct  dema 
strates  to  the  world  that  we  do  not  expect  inn 
sion. 

Mr.  Tallm ADOB  said  that  the  question  was  m 
now  whether  the  city  of  New  York,  Norfolj 
Charleston,  Boston,  or  any  other  place,  should 
defended,  but  whether  the  Government  sh 
have  the  sum  contempUted  to  complete  the  fa 
cations  already  begun,  or  put  them  in  soch 
stale  that  (hey  may  be  preserved.    In  discassi 
this  question,  said  he,  I  shall  not  take  up  theg 
question  of  the  embargo,  which  is  brought  io 
every  question,  nor  will  I  contend,  because  t! 

?runboatsare  about  to  be  given  up,  that  therefo 
brtifications  should  be  increased;  for.  sioce 
have  been  a  member  of  this  Government,  I  ra 
conscious  that  I  have  never  advocated  them  en 
as  an  aid  to  fortifications.  I  have  always  betien 
that  fortifications  would  be  necessary  to  prote^ 
the  gunboat^B.  I  wish  to  see  the  Goveromel 
grant  that  sum  which  sh^  be  necessary  to  plaj 
the  fortifications  in  such  a  state  as,  whether  { 
peace  or  war,  shall  defend  the  ports  and  bar' 
of  the  United  States.  From  the  remarks  whi 
some  gentlemen  have  offered  to  the  House  on  t 
subject,  I  am  induced  to  believe  that  they  ka 
not  a  practical  naderstanding  of  military  ucti 
Stime  gentlemen  seem  to  suppose,  because 
have  a  military  force,  that  it  wul  be  competeot 
do  the  manual  labor  on  the  fortifications, 
gentlemen,  when  they  makfe  these  remarks, 
ceive  the  material  difference  between  works 
defence  for  active  war  and  for  permanent  defeael 
On  my  late  journey  to  the  seat  of  Goverdmen 
examined  the  fortification  now  erecting  on  Go 
ernor's  island,  opposite  the  city  of  New  Yoi 
and  it  exhibited,  in  my  judgment,  a  skill  in 
ginery,  and  a  specimen  of  superior  workmansh 
highly  honorable  to  those  who  have  been  enpii 
in  it.  Although  the  quality  of  the  stone  wbi^ 
has  been  used  in  the  construction  of  that  m 
might  he  inferior  to  those  which  compose  iN 
Capitol,  yet,  io  point  of  workmanship,  it  wasb^ 
little  inferior  to  the  walls  of  this  splendid  don 
Although  our  troops  might  be  usefully  employ^ 
in  many  parts  of  such  fortifications,  yet,  wherej 
was  found  necessary  to  erert  such  regular  wort 
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to  be  coDstracted  principiny  of  hewn  stone,  the 
Go?ernmeQt  ttiosr  employ  skilful  mechamcs. 
This  would  b^  ft  saffieient  tiDswer  to  those  gen- 
tletnea  who  suppose  that  our  regular  army  is 
competent  to  this  duty,  and  therefore  that  no  fur- 
ther aid  is  necessary  rrotn  the  Qovernraent. 

As  to  the  question  of  the  sum  which  it  is  pro- 
per to  appropriate,  it  does  appear  that  some  gen- 
ilemeo  to  ink  we  have  not  got  an  OFer  flowing 
Treasury,  and  therefore  they  will  not  appropriate 
money  for  this  species  of  deience.  If  this  be  true, 
the  ol»ervation  will  equally  apply  to  any  other  ex- 
peaditifre.  If  the  eviction  of  lortifications  be  ne- 
cessary, whether  the  money  comes  in  by  imposts 
or  loans,  it  shall  hare  my  support.  If  it  be  not 
of  importance  to  fortify  the  country,  and  obtain 
money  for  this  purpose,  let  the  Government  say 
so,  and  let  the  fortifieationa  goto  decay.  We  have 
fortifications  in  an  incipient  state,  and  the  ques- 
tion ts,  shall  we  leave  them  as  they  are,  to  go  back 
to  (he  earth  whence  they  came,  or  shall  we  com- 
plete them  ?  For  one,  I  am  free  to  declare  that 
in  a  time  of  the  most  profound  peace  which  a 
Gorerament  can  see,  and  I  hooe  and  trust  that 
we  are  on  the  eve  of  it,  I  would  fortify  and  de- 
fend the  nation  most  permanently  and  com- 
pletely, and  would  grant  all  the  means  necessary 
10  that  purpose.  When  I  say  this  I  do  not  mean 
that  I  would  appropriate  as  large  a  sum  of  money 
IS  we  bare  heretofore  done  ;  but  when  I  consider 
that  9750,000  is  the  maximun  which  the  Secre- 
tary of  War  has  thought  proper  to  offers  for  the 
consideration  of  the  House,  I  do  not  wish  todi- 
miobh  it.  I  am  willing  to  come  precisely  up  to 
tbe  mark ;  and  should  it  not  be  found  necessary 
to  expend  the  whole,  I  have  not  the  smallest  doubt 
tbat  it  will  remain  in  the  Treasury,  subiect  to*the 
appropriation  of  Government.  Under  allihe  views 
of  the  subject  which  I  oao  take,  I  am  uo willing 
to  diminish  the  sum  proposed  by  the  Senate,  and 
am  therefore  opposed  to  the  motion. 

Mr.  ^uiNCT  said  tliat  ii  appeared  to  kina  that 
(eotlemen  had  not  taken  that  point  of  view  which 
ought  solely  to  occupy  this  question,  which  was, 
Ml  wbeifaer  it  was  proper  to  begin  the  fortiflca- 
fioos,  but  whether  ii  was  proper  to  complete  them 
ia  the  mode  and  in  the  various  places  in  which 
^ey  had  been  commenced.  Upon  this  questtop 
he  said  be  did  not  perceive  that  there  appeared 
|o  be  any  difficulty.  Gentlemen  did  not  say  that 
it  would  be  improper  to  make  them  complete.  In 
^ply  to  the  argument  that  the  money  would  not 
W  expended  there  was  but  one  answer,  and  that 
*ts  complete,  viz;  that  the  Secretary  of  War 
^j\  in. his  opinion  that  it  can  be  done.  Mr.  Q,. 
aid  he  wished  gentlemen  to  remember  that  when- 
ever a  le^s  sum  was  granted  than  was  necessary 
to  carry  on  tbe  work,  the  House  would  thereby 
^▼ey  an  fntimation  that  it  was  not  their  ioten- 
lioQ  to  complete  them.  And  whilst  there  was  a 
wramble,  amongst  the  advocates  for  different  for- 
tifications, for  their  share  of  a  small  appropria- 
tion, what  would  be  the  situation  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  War?  He  most  either  totally  omit  ap- 
piyiDf  it.  or  divide  it,  not  accordipg  to  the  interests 
^  the  United  States,  or  to  the  eontraeta  made, 


but  according  to  tbe  amount  appropriated,  in  an 
insufficient  and  inevitably  partial  manner. 

Mr  FiSK  said  he  would  add  but  little  to  what 
had  been  already  said  in  opposition  to  the  motion 
for  striking  out ;  for  the  objections  had  been  many 
and  the  argument*  in  favor  of  it  but{rw,  the  prin- 
cipal ai'gument  beio^  that  the  situation  of  the 
country  did  not  require  the  appropriation.  The 
Secretarv  of  War  had  estimated  the  sum  nece»- 
sary  for  New  York  at  $340,000,  a  sum  consider- 
ably lari^er  than  the  whole  sum  proposed  to  be 
appropriated  by  the  mover  of  the  amendment 
He  said  he  did  not  know  what  works  were  carry- 
ing on,  but  he  knew  tbat  considerable  fortifica- 
tions had  been  commenced  and  were  in  a  state  of 
forwardness  in  New  York  and  at  other  places. 
When  the  whole  sum  proposed  by  the  gentleman 
from  Virginia  (Mr.  BtjawELL)  was  divided  be- 
tween tbe  different  places  to  be  fortified,  it  would 
be  found  tbat  there  was  not  an  opportunity  for 
the  agents  to  make  contracts,  as  every  man  of  pru- 
dence would  do  in  a  wo'rk  of  this  kind.'  We  are 
told  (said  Mr.  F.)  that  we  aA  in  no  danger,  that 
we  are  secure.  The  way  to  be  secure  is  to  be 
prepared  for  danger.  The  permanent,  solid,  sul^ 
stantial  defence  of  the  seaeoast  must  be  fortifica-' 
tioos ;  and  we  are  told  that  we  are  not  to  carry 
them  on — why?  Because  the  Treasury  will  not 
permit  it.  This  is  not  a  eood  reason  against  it; 
the  spirit  of  the  nation  caUs  for  it,  and  its  resooi^ 
ces  are  sufficient.  We  know  that  estimates  have 
generally  fallen  short  of  the  actual  expense,  and 
that  it  has  been  necessary  to  appropriate  money 
to  supply  the  deficiency  in  many  cases.  I  rather 
suppose  that  the  present  estimate  does  not  exceed 
the  amount  to  be  applied,  but  probably  falls  short 
of  it.  What  is  the  use  of  calling  for  information 
if  you  will  not  take  it  as  a  guide,  especially  when 

Sentlemen  are  not  able  to  show  that  it  is  incorrect? 
ly  object  is  not  only  to  make  New  York  but  the 
whole  country  more  secure.  I  never  kn^w  that 
any  one  dontemplaled  staking  a  cordon  round  us, 
like  the  Wall  betwixt  the  Tartars  and  Ohiaeeie^  or 
that  the  iiation  was  competent  to  do  it;  but  it  ia 
the  opinion  of  practical  men  that  New  York  may 
be  completely  fortified.  It  is  asked  why  New 
York  has  not  contributed  to  her  own  defence.  I 
cannot  put  my  hands  on  documents  on  the  sub- 
ject, but  at  different  times  money  has  been  appro- 
priatetf  by  the  State  -of  New  York,  to  a  large 
amount.  It  is  said  that  the  Treasury  cannot  meet 
this  expenditure  unless  we  resort  to  loans,  and 
that  they  are  anti-republican.  I  do  not  know  that 
they  are,  when  necessary  for  purposes  of  public 
utility,  and  I  should  not  be. incorrect  to  hazard 
the  assertion  that  in  fifty  hours  we  might  borrow 
6fty  millions  on  account  of  the  United  States  at 
five  per  .cent.  I  merely  rose  (o  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  amount  of  appropriation.  The 
daily  appropriation  for  the  works  at  New  York 
is  9l;(^}  ADCl  ^^^^^  i^.QO  doubt  but  the  share  of 
appropriation  for  that  city  will  be  expended  before 
the  next  meeting  of  Congrens. 

Mr.  Emott  observed  that  the  sura  of  $450,000 
was  appropriated  only  last-  February,  of  ^whioh 
|Hda5,000  had  already  been  expended.    If  this  aom 
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had  been  expended  in  so  short  a  time,  he  might  I 
say  that  he  cooceiyed  that  at  least  the  sum  in  the 
bill  would  be  necessary  before  the  next  meeting 
of  Congress.  A  word  as  to  the  necessity  of  the 
expenditure. — Was  it  necessary  to  go  on  to  com- 
plete the  fortifications  ?  Qentkmen  had  said  that 
the  nation  is.  now  in  a  state  of  peace.  Was  it  re- 
collected that  but  a  day  or  two  ago  a  bill  had  been 
reported  by  the  Committee  of  Foreign  Relations, 
the-  purport  of  which  was  to  place  us  in  a  posture 
of  resistance  towards  France?  If  this  bill  were 
passed,  was  it  not  possible  that  the  French  Em- 
peror might  think  that  we  had  done  him  an  in- 
jury ?  It  it  was  erer  in  his  power  to  do  anything 
to  injure  us.  would  it  not  be  oy  sending  out  a  fleet 
of  armed  ships  of  war,  if.  they  could  outstrip  the 
Sn§[lish  fleet?    And  were  not  our  seaports  to  be 

?ut  in  a  state  of  defence  against  such  armaments? 
*here  was  an  al»oIute  necessity  for  this  appro- 
priation. If  ever  there  existed  a  necessity  that 
the  ports  and  harbors  should  be  fortified,  the  work 
havmg  been  eommenced,  it  existed  peculiarly  at 
this  moment.  WU^  would  gentlemen,  after  ap- 
propriating so  much  money,  now  say  toat  fortifi- 
cations were  not  necessary  ?  Why  would  they 
not  complete  those  which  had  been  commenced  ? 
After  haying  given  a  pledge  to  fortify  the  seaports 
by  commencing  the  works,  he  hoped  the  House 
would  not  withdraw  it  by  refusing  to  complete 
them. 

Ob  the  question  of  striking  out  the  word  teven, 
with  a  view  to  insert  one,  the  vote  stood,  yeas  47, 
nays  84,  as  follows : 

TiAs — ^Lemuel  J.  Alston,  BsTid  Bard,  Barweli  Bas- 
■ett,  William  W.  Bibb,  Adam  Boyd,  Robert  Brown, 
William  A.  Burwell,  William  Batler,  Joseph  Calhoun, 
Matthew  Clay,  John  Clopton,  James  Cochrani  William 
Crawford,  Hetiry  Crist,  Richard  Cutts,  Joseph  Desha:, 
John  W.  Eppes,  Meshack  Franklin,  BantUai  Gannett, 
Thomas  Gholson,  jr.,  Peterson  Goodwyn,  James  Hol- 
land, ^ehard  M.Johnson,  Thomas  Mnan,  William 
Kennedy,  John  Love,  Aaron  Lyle,  Nathaniel  Maison, 
John  Montgomery,  Thomas  Moore,  Jeiemiah  Morrow, 
John  Porter,  John  Randolph,  John  Rea  of  Pennsylv»> 
nii^  Matthias  Richards,  John  Roane,  Lemnel  Sawyer, 
Ebeneser  Seaver,  Samuel  Shaw,  John  Smith,  Samuel 
Smith,  Henry  Soathard,  Rich'd  Stanford,  JacobSwoope, 
Robert  WhitebUl,  Richard  Winn,  and  Robert  Wither- 
spoon. 

Nats— Willis  Alston,  jr.,  William  Anderson,  Eie- 
kifll  Bacon,  William  Baylies,  Daniel  Blaisdell,  James 
Breckenridge,  John  Brown,  John  Campbell,  John  C. 
Chamberlain,  Wm.  Chamberlin,  Epapbroditus  Cham- 
pion, Martin  Chittenden,  Orchard  Cook,  James  Cox, 
Bamael  W.  Dana,  John  Davenport,  jr.,  John  Dawson, 
WUliam  Ely,  James  Emott,  William  Findley,  Jonathan 
Fiakf  Barent  Gardenier,  Gideon  Gardner,  Chas.  Golds- 
borough,  Thomas  R.  GK>ld,  William  Hale,  Nathaniel 
A.  Haven,  Daniel  Heister,  William  Helms,  Beniamin 
Howard,  Jonathan  H.  Hubbard,  Jacob  Hufty,  Richard 
Jackson,  jr.,  Robert  Jenkins,  Walter  Jones,  Herman 
Knickerbacker,  Joseph  Lewis  jr.,  Edward  St.  Loe  Liv- 
•rmore,  Robert  Le  Roy  Livingston,  Matthew  Lyon, 
Robert  Marion,  Vi.-icent  Matthews,  Archibald  McBride, 
Alexander  McKim,  Pleasant  M.  Miller,  William  MU- 
nor,  Nicholas  R.  Moore,  Jonathan  O.  Mosely,  Garden 
8.  Mum£)rd,  Roger  Nelson,  Thomas  Newbold,  Thomas 


Newton,  WiJaon  C.  NIchcrfasb  John  Nidiolson,  Jos^ 
Pearson,  Benjamin  Pickman,jr.«  Timothy  Pitkin,  jq 
Peter  B.  Porter,  Josiah  Quincy«  John  Rhea  of  Teimd 
see,  Erastos  Root,  John  Ross,  Ebeneser  Sage,  Thomd 
Sammons,  Benjamin  Say,  Daniel  Shefiey,  Geo.  Snutq 
John  Stanley,  William  Siedman,  James  Stephenaos 
Lewis  B.  Sturges,  Samuel  Taggart,  Benjam^in  Tall 
madge,  John  Taylor,  John  Thompson,  Uri  Trtcj 
George  M,  Troup,  Jabez  Upham,  Archibaid  Van  Hon^ 
KilUan  K.  Van  Rensselaer,  Robert  Weakley,  Ltbaj 
Wfafeaton,  Etekiel  Whitman,  and  James  Wilaon. 

So  that  the  House  refused  to  insert  a  smalle 
sum  than  seven  hundred  ahd  fifty  thousand  M 
lars.  And  the  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  thirl 
time  to-morrow* 


FaiDAr,  Jane  9. 

Another  member,  to  wit:  Nicholas  Van  Dni 
from  Delaware,  appeared,  produced  his  credei 
tials,  was  qualified,  and  took  his  seat  in  the  Hoom 

Mr.  LovB,  from  the  Coinmittee  for  the  Distric 
of  Columbia,  presented  a  bill  respecting  the  ci^ 
cuit  courts  of  the  District  of  Columbia ;  whiel 
was  read  twice,  and  committed  to  a  Committe 
of  the  Whole  on  Monday  next. 

~A  message  from  the  Senate  informed  the  Hoos 
that  the  Senate  have  passed  a  bill,  entitled  "  A| 
a6t  authorizing  the  appointment  of  an  agent  fa 
the  land  office  at  Kaskaskia,  and  allowing  cod 
pensation  to  the  commissioners  and  clerk.''  witi 
amendments;  to  which  they  desire  the  concui 
rence  of  this  House*  The  Senate  have  also  passd 
a  bill,  entitled  '^  An  act  for  extending  the  bene! 
of  a  drawback  of  the  duties  upon  ex^rtation  o 
all  goods,  wares,  and  merchandise,  subject  thereu 
that  may  be  transported  by  land  rr6m  the  distrii 
of  Newport  to  the  port  of  Boston,  nnd  from  sai 
Boston  to  said  Newport ;"  to  which  they  desir 
the  concurrence  of  this  House. 

Mr.RBBA,from  the  Committee  on  Post  Offic< 
and  Post  Roads,  presented.  It  bill  to  alter  and  e 
tablish  certain  post  roads;  which  waa  read  twie 
and  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  o 
Monday  next. 

Mr.  NELS<>M,from  the  committee  lo  whom  wi 
referred  so  much  of  the  Message  of  the  Presidei 
of  the  United  States  as  relates  to  the  Militai 
Establishment  and  Mr.  Rardolpb's  resolntio 
for  disbanding  the  troops  lately  raised,  report* 
'*  that  under  existing  circnmstances  it  would  I 
impolitic  and  unwise  to  disband  any  part  of  tb 
Military  Establishment  of  the  United  States." 

Report  referred  to  a  Coaamittee  of  the  Whol 

rbRTIPICATIONS. 

The  bill  sent  from  the  Senate,  entitled  '^An  a< 
making  appropriations  to  complete  the  fortifier 
tions  commenced  for  the  secutity  of  the  ports  ao 
harbors  of  the  United  States,  and  to  erect  sue 
fortifications  as  ouy  be  necessary  for  the  prote* 
tion  of  the  'Northern  and  Western  frontiers  of  tl 
United  States,"  was  read  the  third  time;  and,  < 
the  question  that  the  same  do  pass,  it  was  resolvi 
in  the  affirmative — yea3  77,  nays  43,  as  follows: 

Ybas— Willis  Alston,  jr^  WiUiam  Anderson,  £a 
kiel  Bacon,  WiUism  Baylies,  Daniel  Blaisdell,  Jam 
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{reekeniidgc^  John  C.  Cbamberkin^  William  Gham- 
(riin,  Epaphioditus  Cfaampioo,  Martin  Chittenden, 
rowell  Cobb,  James  Cox,  Richard  Cutta,  Samuel  W. 
katt  John  Dawaon,  Jamea*£mott,  William  Findley, 
ODathAn  Fiflky  Barent  Gardenier,  Charles  Goldsbo- 
)Qgh,  Thomas  B.  Gold,  William  Hale,  Nathaniel  A. 
(aven,  Daniel  Heister,  William  Helms,  Jonathan  H. 
(obbard,  Jacob  Hufty,  John  G.  Jackson,  Richard  Jack- 
»,  Robert  Jenkins,  Walter  Jones,  Herman  Knicker- 
Kkrr,  Joseph  Lewis,  jr^  Bdward  St.  Loe  Lirermore, 
iobert  Le  Roy  Liyingston,  Robert  Marion,  Vincent 
fitthew8»  Archibald   McBride,   Alexander  McKim, 
IcanntM.  Miller,  WUliam  Milnor,  Nicholas  R.  Moore, 
B&athan  0.  Mosely,  Gurdon  8.  Mumford,  Roger  Nel- 
B,  Thomas  Newton,  John  Nicholson,  Joseph  Pearson, 
Injamin  Pickman,  jr.,  Timothy  Pitkin,  jr.,  Peter  B. 
^er,  Etiiha  R.  Potter,  Josiah  Quincy,  John  Rhea  of 
*eniMMee,  Eraatna  Root,  John  Rosi^  Ebenecer  Sage, 
'homaa  Sammons,  Benjamin  Say,  Daniel  Sheffey, 
Seofge Smith,  John  Stanley,  William  Stedman,  James 
ttephensoQ,  Lewis  B.  Starges,  Samnel  Taggart,  Ben* 
imin  Tailmadge,  John  Taylor,  John  Thompson,  Uri 
rracj,  Jabez  Uphmm,  Archibald  Van  Horn,  Killian  K. 
^u)  Rensselaer,  Robert  Weakley,  Laban  Wheaton, 
Sidud  Whitman,  and  James  WUson. 
NiTfr— Lemuel  J.  Alston,  Day  id  Bard,  fi  urwell  Bas- 
«,  William  W.  Bibb,  Adam  Boyd,  Robert  Brown, 
^iam  A.  Burwell,  William  Butler,  Joseph  Calhoun, 
ktthew  Clay,  James  Cochran,  William  Crawford, 
(arr  Crist,  Joseph  Desha,  John  W.  Eppes,  Meshack 
^klin,  Baniilai  Cvannett,  Thomas  Gholson,  jr.,  Pe- 
lion  Goodwyn,  James  Holland,  Richard  M.  Johnson, 
fiOiam  Kennedy,  John  Love,  Aaron  Lyle,  Nathaniel 
hcoo,  Samuel  McKee,  John  Montgomery,  Thomas 
(wrc,  Jeremiah  Morrow,  John  Randolph,  John  Rea 
fPeongjlTania,  Matthias  Richards,  John  Roane,  Ebe- 
nv  Seayer,  Samael  Shaw,  John  Smith,  Sam.  Smith, 
(bit  Southard,   Richard  Stanford,  Jacob  Swoope, 
^  WhitehUI,  Richard  Winn,  and  Robert  Wither- 


the  ship  Leander,  Thomas  Lewis^  commander ;  that^ 
when  the  yessel  had  got  to  sea.  General  Miranda,  6y 
the  name  of  Martin,  assumed  the  chief  command,  and 
several  other  persons,  till  then  unknown  to^e  petition- 
ers, appeared  as  officers  on  board ;  that  the  petitioneia 
were  carried  to  Jacmel,  in  the  island  of  St.  Domingo^ 
where  they  were  exercised  in  military  daty  by  Miranda 
and  his  officers,  under  the  most  arbitrary  stretch  of 
power ;  that,  at  Jacmel,  several  attempts  were  made  to 
escape,^  which  proved  abortive,  guards  having  been 
placed  in  all  the  passes,  and  every  precaution  taken  to 
prevent  it 

That,  at  Jacmel,  Miranda  procured  two  'schoolers, 
on  board  of  which  the  petitioners  were  placed;  which 
schooners,  together  with  the  Leander,  proceeded,  about 
the  last  of  March  in  the  same  year,  under  the  command 
of  Miranda,  for  the  northern  parts  of  South  America, 
and  arrived  on  the  coast  of  Terra  Puma  the  latter  part 
of  April  following. 

That,  on  their  arrival  at  the  said  ooaat,  the  tw« 
schooners,  on  board  of  which  the  petitionen  wora 
placed,  were  captured  by  two  Spanish  armed  veMob; 
that  the  petitioners,  together  with  ten  othen^  were  con- 
victed by  the  Spanish  tribunal  at  Porto  Cavello  of  pi- 
racy, Irom  the  circumstances  of  suspicion  that  attached 
to  their  situation,  and  not  from  any  act  of  that  kind 
committed  by  them.  That  the  ten  others  above  men- 
tioned were  sentenced  to  death,  and  the  petitioners, 
some  of  them  to  eight  and  others  ten  years  slavery — 
the  punishment  of  which  sentence  they  are  now  suffer- 
ing, under  heavy  irons,  and  other  circumstances  of 
distress,  painful  to  the  feelings  of  humanity  to  relate. 

The  committee,  under  a  persuasion  that  Uie  fkcts 
stated  by  the  petitioners  are  substantially  true,  and  on 
a  full  view  of  all  the  circumstances  of  this  case,  are 
induced  to  submit  the  following  resolution  for  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House : 

Beaoked,  That  the  President  of  the  United  SUtea 
be  requeated  to  adopt  the  most  immediate  and  efficap 
dous  means  in  his  power  to  obtain  the  liberation  of  the 
petitionera,  if  it  shall  appear,  to  his  satisfaction,  that 
they  were  involuntarily  drawn  into  the  unlawful  enter- 
prise in  which  they  were  engaged ;  and  that  •— —  doUazs 
3e  appropriated  to  that  purpose. 

OLMSTEAD'S  CASE. 

The  foUowiDg  Message  was  received  from  the 
President  of  tbe  United  States: 

To  the  Houee  of  Rqtresentaiivee 

of  the  VrUted  State$  .' 

In  ceneequence  of  the  request  of  the  Legislature  of 
Pennsylvania  I  transmit  to  Congress  a  copy  of  certain 
of  its  proceedings,  communicated  for  the  purpose  by 
the  Governor  of  that  State. 

JAMES  MADISON. 

Juva  4,  1809. 

[The  enclosed  document  was  the  detailed  re* 
port  of  tbe  Legislature,  with  the  instructions  of 
the  Legislature  to  the  Senators  and  Represeuta- 
tives.] 

And  on  motioo  made  to  priot  the  Message  and 
document,  Mr.  Lyon  objected  to  tbe  motion. 

Mr.  J.  Porte B  advocated  it  on  tbe  sround  of 
its  being  the  usual  course  pursued  by  tne  House 
in  all  communications  from  tbe  constituted  au- 
thority of  a  State. 

^.^, ^ Mr.  MiLNOB  opposed  tbe  printing,  principally 

^  Yoik,  in  the  month  of  Febnuiyi  l^M^  eii  boaid  |  because  no  act  was  bow  to  grow  out  of  it.    The 
nib  Con.  1st  Ssss.— 9 


MIRANDA'S  EXPEDITION. 

Mr.  McKiM,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
rfmcd  the  petition  of  sundrjr  citizens  of  the 
liiied  States  confined  at  Cartnagena,  in  South 
ioeriea^made  a  report  thereoD ;  which  was  read, 
N  referred  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on 
kdaf  next.    The  report  is  as  follows :       % 

leeominittee  to  whom  was  referred,  on  the  Slst  ult., 
Ae  petition  of  sundry  American  prisoners,  confined 
o&i  NDtenee  of  aUTery  at  Garthagena,  in  South 
America,  report : 

^t  it  appears,  from  the  statement  of  the  petition- 
^fittywere,  by  Tarious  misrepresentations  and  de- 
|^BB»  incautiously  drawn  into  the  service  of  General 
■udt  in  an  expedition,  hoetile  in  ita  intention,  against 
■Be  of  the  Spanish  settlements  in  South  America; 
b^tbey  were  engaged  under  varioos  pretences  of  serv- 
Htnx  country,  and  acting  in  conformity  to  its  laws — 
^  ntambiv  were  to  go  to  New  Orleans  and  act  as 
Ni  to  the  United  States  mail,  others  were  to  follow 
^iHflerent  mechanical  professions  in  that  country, 
^  tfe  residue  were  engaged  for  a  direct  voyage  to 
aBtsungo  and  back  to  New  York — and  that  they 
udtofupieion  that  Uiey  were  engaging  in  a  hostile 
attapne  against  a  nation  in  amity  with  the  United 


^  aeeordingly,  the  petitioners  were  embarked  at 
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imper  bad  been  drafted   to  meet  a  case  then 
pending,  and  difficulties  which  then  had  existed. 
Since  the  adoption  of  these  resolves,  these  diffi- 
culties had  been  done  away  by  an  act  of  the  Legis- 
lature of  Pennsylvania.    It  appeared  to  Mr.  M. 
also  that  no  proceedings  woula  be  necessary  in 
consequence  of  those  papers,  if  only  necessary  to 
prevent  the  recurrence  of  similar  cases  in  future. 
Every  one  who  had  attended  to  the  reading  of 
these  papers  must  have  seen  that  they  related  to 
a  case  of  difficulty  which  had  arisen  when  this 
Government  was  merely  a  confederation  of  States, 
when  its  powers  were  confined  within  such  nar- 
row limits  that  Congress  could  not  enforce  its  de- 
ctees,  when  its  acts  were  nothing  more  than  re^ 
commendations  to  the  State  Legislatures.    At 
that  period  this  question  had  arisen  from  a  dis- 
pute Detween  the  United  States  and  the  State  of 
Pennsylvania,  hoyr  far  each  had  jurisdiction  in 
the  Courts  oi  Admiralty  and  courts  of  appeal. 
No  such  case  could  in  future  arise,  because  the 
Constitution  bad  been  framed  by  the  people  of 
the  States  which  vested  in  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  the  entire  power  of  appoioting 
courts  of  admiralty  jurisdiction.    No  State  could 
now  take  cognizance  of  admiralty  cases;  in  fu- 
ture there  could  be  no  clashing  of  jurisdiction  on 
this  subject.    Whether  the  courts  of  the  United 
States  or  those  of  Pennsylvania  were  correct  in 
the  principles  which  they  had  set  up  in  the  case 
under  consideration,  appeared  to  him  to  be  a  qaes- 
tion  which  it  was  not  necessary  to  examine  ai 
this  moment.    The  case  had   been  completely 
settled  bv  the  payment  of  the  money  to  Gideon 
Olmstead.    He  had  hoped  that  the  dispute  had 
been  by  that  means  wholly  put  to  rest ;  and  from 
a  belief  that  it  ought  to  be  so,  he  did  not  wish 
bi^  document  to  be  printed,  but  metelj  to  lie  on 
the  table.    The  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of 
Pennsylvania  which  recommended  to  the  Rep- 
resentatives and  instructed  the  Senators  from  that 
State  to  endeavor  to  effect  such  an  alteration  in" 
the  Constitution  as  should  establish  an  independ- 
ent tribunal  for  the  trial  of  such  causes,  had  been 
produced  by  the  idea  that  the  case  of  Olmstead 
was  a  dispute  between  the  United  States  and  the 
State  of  Pennsylvania.    It  had  never  appeared 
otherwise  to  him  than  as  a  dispute  between  the 
Judiciary  of  the  United  States  and  the  constitu- 
ted authority  of  the  State  of  Pennsylvania.    On 
the  part  of  the  Judiciary  of  the  United  Sutes  it 
was  an  attempt  to  carry  what  it  believed  to  be 
its  legal  powers  into  effect.    Resistance  was  made 
bytbeconstitutedauthorityofPenDsylvania,under 
the  idea  that  this  conduct  of  the  Judiciary  of  the 
United  States  was  in  consequence  of  a  power  as- 
somed  by  them,  a  power  not  delegated  by  the 
Constitution  or  the  institution  of  their  office.    If 
the  judges  of  the  Courts  of  the  United  States 
had  misconceived  their  authority,  if  in  their  de- 
cisions they  had  acted  contrary  to  the  Consti- 
tution or  the  laws,  then  are  they  liable  to  im- 
peachment for  the  conduct  which  they  have  pur- 
sued ;  but  it  could  not  be  said  that  it  was  a  con- 
test between  the  Governments.   The  Government 
of  the  United  States  never  interfered.    The  pro- 


cess issued  from  the  eoorts  of  the  United  Statei 
The  marshal  executed  it;  and  in  coropltaso 
with  the  process  the  money  had  been  paid.  Th( 
case  appeared  to  be  completely  at  rest ;  and  ihi 
resolutions  of  the  Legislature  appeared  to  be  boi 
tomed  on  a  false  foundation,  so  far  as  they  coo 
tern  plated  a  difference  between  the  United  State 
and  Pennsylvania.  The  Judiciary  oCthe  Unite 
States  most  in  this  case  have  been  as  impartia 
as  any  tribunal  could  be.  There  was  not,  in  tki 
case,  one  cent  claimed  by  the  United  States  c 
any  officer  of  the  United  States;  the  judges  wet 
not  interested  by  any  affinity  with  the  pariii 
claiming  it ;  and,  if  not  in  this  case  free  from  pn 
judice,  it  was  impossible  that  they  ever  shod 
be  so.  Believing,  if  the  judges  of  the  courts  i 
the  United  States  had  erred,  it  was  an  error  i 
judgment  and  not  from  corrupt  motives,  he  cool 
never  consent  that,  in  a  case  of  this  kind,  tl 
Congress  of  the  United  States  should  procei 
to  any  further  act.  He  hoped  therefore  that  tl 
papers  would  not  be  printed,  but  would  be  orden 
to  lie  on  the  table. 

No  other  gentleman  rising  to  speak,  the  mock 
for  printing  was  negatived,  63  to  50;  and  il 
Message  and  documents  ordered  to  lie  on  tl 
table. 

BARRED  CLAIMS. 

Mr.  JoBNSON,  from  the  Committee  of  Claid 
made  several  reports  on  petitions ;  amongst  whu 
were  two  or  three  on  petitions  of  old  soldiers,  d 
On  these  the  committee  reported,  without  enu 
ing  into  the  merits  of  the  several  cases,  that  tb 
were  barred  by  the  statute  of  limitations,  aj 
therefore  recommended  that  the  prayer  of  i 
petitioners  ought  not  to  be  granted.  A  repj 
similar  to  this  having  been  made  on  the  petitij 
of  Hannah  Forster  of  Philadelphia,  widow 
a  Revolutionary  officer,  it  tvas  negatived  by  t 
House. 

A  motion  was  made  to  reconsider  this  repc 
on  the  suggestion  of  Mr.  Stanley  that  the  qui 
tion  had  not  been  understood  by  the  House. 

Mr.  GoLosBORonoa  opposed  the  motion.  \ 
hoped  the  House  would  not  sanction  by  its  v< 
the  broad  principle  that  every  olaim,  howe^ 
jast,sfaotfld  be  barred  by  the  statute  of  limitation 
bat  that  they  would  decide  thkt  it  shoolcf  be 
bar  to  the  payment  by  Congress  Af  ail  justclai^ 

Mr.  JoHRSoit  (the  Chairman  of  the  Commitj 
of  Claims)  expressed  his  satisfaction  that  tl 
question  had  been  brought  up  for  the  conside 
tion  of  the  House,  that  by  its  decision  the  Co 
mittee  of  Claims  miirht  be  guided  in  its  Aiti 
conduct.  The  committee  were  every  day  p 
sented  with  cases  of  hardship  which  created  pa 
ful  sensations  in  the  breasts  of  the  committee,  | 
which  they  were  compelled,  from  the  uoifo 
conduct  of  the  Committee  ot  Claims  heretofc 
to  reject  because  they  were  barred  by  the  stati 
of  limitations.  Thus  in  the  present  case  the  cc 
mittee  had  reported,  not  that  the  claim  was  i 
just,  but  that  they  had  not  examined  it  becai 
barred  by  the  statute.  He  should  feel  happy  i 
decisioa  wbioh  should  open  the  statute  to  parti 
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Ob  motion  of  Mr.  Eppes  the  Hoase  resolved 
into  Gomiaituee  of  the  Whole  oo  the  bill 
tary  4o  the  act  entitled  an  act  making 
e^  provision  for  the  support  of  pablic  credit, 

M  for  the  redemption  of  the  pablic  debt.    This 

K  proTidee-^ 

/That  file  pofwere  Tested  in  tine  Comminiotien  of  the 
■bos  Fond,  by  the  tenib  eeetioki  of  the  act  to  which 
b  vt  is  u  mpplement,  «haU  extend  to  oil  the  oases 
if  mabiineoient  of  any  instalments  or  paxts  of  the 
^i^, «  principal^  of  the  pablic  debt  now  existing, 
*heii  may  become  payable  according  to  law.  And  in 
^  cage  in  which  a  loan  may  be  made  accordingly, 
•^  beliwful  for  audi  loan  to  be  made  of  the  Bank 
thft  United  States,  although  the  same  may  exceed 
■nm  of  fifty  thonaand  dollars." 

''I'EFPKastated  the  object  of  the  bill  to  be  to  ac- 
^aodate  the  prorisioa  of  a  former  law  to  the 
ctistifig  state  of  the  public  debt.  On  the  11th 
^^ry,  1807,  a  change  was  made  in  the  stock  ; 
ta^iihad  been  made  a  question  by  the  Bank  of 
«t  Uaited  States  whether  the  Commissioners  of 


brclai«anla,«Qd  should  not,  as  a  aaeniber  of  the 
committee,  erer  shrink  from  the  investigation  of 
Jiem.  He  found  himself  bound  to  vote  for  a  re- 
tODstdeiatioB  of  the  rote  on  this  report,  because 
f  (be  statute  was  to  be  opened  to  particular  cases, 
t  should  be  done  by  some  general  rule,  and  not  by 
ideeiaion  on  a  aingle  ease. 

Messrs.  Holland  and  Nelson  said  that  they 
lerer  had  believed  that  Congress  were  barred  by 
he  statote  of  limitations;  they  believed  it  was 
nlf  intended  to  bar  a  settlement  at  the  Treasury 
tfdxoment  claims — of  claims  against  which  the 
ngih  of  time  that  they  bad  been  suffered  to  sleep 
Visitroag  preaumptive  proof.  If  this  principle 
M  op  by  the  Committee  of  Claims  was  to  be  ad- 
mired to,  to  what  purpose  was  any  claim. referred 
0  >  committee  ?  T  he  reason  why  these  petitions 
me  presented  to  the  House  waa,  that  the  claims 
Kre  btrred  by  the  statute;  for,  if  not  barred, 
hey  would  long  ago  hare  been  settled  at  the 
rrnsory  Department.  Theee  reports  of  the 
Sofflffiiitee  of  Claims  had  long  been  considered  as 
edeeuog  dishonor  on  the  House;  and  it  was 
leliered  that  the  Committee  ef  Claims  ought  to 
kamlne  into  the  equity  of  cases  presented  to 
lem,  without  reference  to  the  statute  of  limita- 
ins.  If  that  waa  to  bar  all  claimants,  there  was 
( much  more  ready  way  of  obtaining  their  an* 
r  tban  by  a  report  of  a  Committee  of  the 
;  on  application  to  the  Treasury,  their 
s  would  be  rejected  without  delay. 

The  House  refiued  to  reconsider  the  report,  50 
^42jsnd 

iOo  motion  of  Mr.  Sppbb,  the  report  was  re- 
mitted to  the  Committee  of  Claimi^,  with  in- 
tioQs  to  report  on  the  merits  of  the  case,  68 

38. 

[This  decisioo  ia  anderstood  to  operate  as  ao 
Ntraction  to  the  Committee  of  Claims  in  future 
biFport  on  the  merits  of  all  cases,  without  con* 
"  hog  the  sCatQte  of  limitations  aa a  bar  to  their 

idation  by  Congress.] 

FINANCES. 


the  Sinking  Fund  had  the  same  power  to  borroW| 
ia  relation  to  the  new  stock  created  by  the  ex<- 
change,  which  th^  law  gave  them  in  relation  to 
that  which  was  thus  exchanged. 

Mr.  Dana  obserred  that  this  bill  appeared  to  be 
a  form  to  supply  a  deficiency  actually  existing  or 
apprehended  in  the  revenue  of  the  United  Statea. 
He  was  not  certain  that  it  was  the  best  mode  of 
borrowing  money  for  the  current  service  of  the 
year,  to  borrow  it  under  the  name  of  a  loan  for  the 
redemption  of  nublic  debt.     He  also  doubted 
whether  the  mode  proposed  was  the  most  proper ; 
for  himself  he  said  he  should  prefer  that  no  loaa 
should  be  mtde  until  public  notice  should  be  given 
of  the  time  and  place  of  making  it,  so  that  the 
Bank  of  the  United  States  should  not  have  aay 
particular  privilege ;  and  that  individuals  disposed 
to  loan  money  might  have  an  opportunity  of  com- 
peting with  the  bank  in  the  Joan.    For,  such  a 
contract  for  a  loan  of  three  or  four  millions,  givea 
to  a  particular  individual  or  institution,  in  the 
existing  state  of  commerce,  might  be  very  valu- 
able, perhaps  worth  many  thousands  of  dollars. 
The  simple  fact  that  the  interest  on  stock  of  the. 
United  States  was  payable  quarter  yearly,  {^ave 
it  a  preference  to  other  stock,  and  other  consider* 
aliona  enhanced  its  value ;  that  the  United  States 
six  per  cent,  stock  generally  sold  in  advance.    He 
should  therefore  wbh  that  public  notice  should 
be  given  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  of  the 
loan  when  made,  as  had  heretofore  been  done  in 
similar  cases. 

Mr.  Bppes  replied,  that  the  bill  did  not  con- 
template  anr  new  principle,  but  merely  to  aceomr 
modate  the  law  to  the  change  of  stock.  Circum* 
stances  might  cause  a  deficiency  in  the  revenue^ 
which  this  provision  would  meet;  but  for  the 
change  in  the  denomination  of  the  stock,  it  would 
hare  been  met  without  the  necessity  of  any  new 
provisipn. 

This  debate  was  continued  for  two  hours. 
Messrs.  Dana,  Quinct,  Livermorb,  Tallmaogb, 
and  Ranoolpb,  contended  that,  should  there  be  a 
possibility  of  the  revenoe  falling  short  of  the  sum 
of  eight  millions  annually  pledged  (after  the  pay- 
ment of  six  hundred  thousand  dollars  for  the  civil 
list)  for  the  payment  of  the  public  debt,  then  such 
a  law  as  this  would  be  absolutely  necessarjr  for 
the  support  of  pu'blic  credit ;  but  such  a  deficiency 
being  almost  out  of  the  compass  of  probability,  it 
was  almost  immaterial  whether  the  bill  passeaor 
not.  That  a  deficiency  would  exist  in  the  reve- 
nue of  the  United  States  for  the.current  expenses 
of  the  year,  after  paying  the  civil  list  and  public 
debt,  could  not  be  doubted ;  but  such  a  deficiency 
could  not  be  supplied  by  borrowing  for  the  pay- 
ment of  the  public  debt,  without  a  misapplication 
of  the  public  money.  It  was  also  said,  that  if 
money  was  wanting  for  the  current  expenses  it 
must  be  had,  but  ought  to  be  obtained  by  a  special 
loan,  public  notice  of  which  should  be  given. 
This  bill  could  not  be  acted  on  but  in  a  supposed 
case  (which  it  was  said  would  not  occur)  of  a 
deficiency  in  the  sum  of  eight  millions  six  hun- 
dred thousand  dollars,  annually  pledged  for  the 
payment  of  the  civil  list  and  public  debt ;  and 
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that  it  would  not  be  lawful  to  apply  the  reTenue 
thus  pledged,  to  the  payment  or  the  current  ex- 
penses, and  thus  leave  a  deficiency  (to  be  supplied 
under  this  bill)  in  the  sum  required  for  the  pay- 
ment of  the  civil  list  and  public  debt. 

It  was  replied,  by  Messrs.  Eppeb  and  Mont- 
Q0MER7,  that,  whether  there  would  or  would  not 
be  a  deficiency  in  the  public  reyenue  depended 
on  a  contingency,  viz.  whether  or  not  the  sum  to 
be  paid  out  of  the  Treasury  for  drawbacks  would 
exceed  the  estimate;  and  it  was  to  provide  against 
a  deficiency  which  might  be  thus  caused,  that  the 
bill  was  intended. 

'  Mr.  dDiKCT  observed,  also,  that  it  would  not 
be  fair  to  pay  ofi*  the  subscribers  to  the  stock  with 
money  obtained  by  a  new  loan,  whilst  they  were 
willinef)  nay  even  desirous  to  remain  the  creditors 
of  the  United  States.  It  would  in  fact  be  favoring 
the  Bank  of  the  United  States  in  preference  to 
those  who  had  accommodated  the  Government  by 
lending  money.  He  therefore  moved  the  follow- 
ing proviso : 

''  Provided  also,  Th^i  no  such  loans  be  made  for 
the  purpose  of  reimbursing  any  certificates  issued  under 
the  act  entitled,  <An  act  supplementary  to  an  act  for 
the  redemption  of  the  whole  of  the  public  debt  of  the 
United  States/ — the  owners  of  which  shall  not  wish  to 
be  reimbursed."    ■ 

On  this  motion  it  was  observed,  by  Messrs. 
Bppes  and  Varnum,  that  this  was  a  provision 
which  precisely  rendered  the  provisions  of  the 
bill  nugatory  ;  besides,  it  would  be  a  violation  by 
the  United  States  of  the  faith  they  had  pledged, 
not  to  reimburse  the  creditors,  and  surely  it  could 
be  no  hardship  to  them  to  have  their  money  re- 
imbursed when  due. 

Before  a  question  was  taken,  the  Committee 
rose  and  the  House  adjourned  till  Monday. 


Monday,  June  12. 

Mr.  Nelson,  from  the  Committee  on  the  Mili- 
tary Establishment,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill 
aent  from  the  Senate,  entitled  ''An  act  to  suspend, 
for  a  limited  time,  the  recruiting  service,''  reportecl 
the  same,  without  amendment. 

Ordered^  That  the  said  bill  be  committed  to 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  report  of  the 
Committee  on  the  Military  Establishment,  on  the 
expediency  of  immediately  disbanding  the  troops 
recruited  under  the  act  entitled  ^An  act  to  raise, 
for  a  limited  time,  an  additional  military  force." 

Mr.  duiNCY  presented  petitions  from  sundry 
manufacturers  of  salt  in  the  State  of  Massachu- 
setts, ^respectively  prayinz  that  duties  may  be 
imposed  on  salt  imported  from  foreign  places. — 
Referred  to  the  Committee  of  Commerce  and 
Manufactures. 

Mr.  Montgomery,  from  the  committee  appoint- 
ed on  the  second  instant,  presented  a  bill  making 
compensation  to  Major  Zebulon  M.  Pike  and  his 
companions;  which  was  read,  and  ordered  to  lie 
on  the  table. 

Mr.  Montgomery,  from  the  same  committee, 
also  presented  a  detailed  report  in  relation  to  the 
aervices  of  Major  Pike  and  his  companions,  in 


their  late  exploring  expeditions ;  which  wasreti 
and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

The  Speaker  laid  before  the  House  a  report^ 
the  Attorney  Qeneral  of  the  United  States  (^ 
the  petitions  of  Edward  Livingston,  and  of  su^ 
dry  inhabitants  of  the  city  and  Territory  of  01 
leans,  in  relation  to  a  parcel  of  ground  adjoiDii 
the  city  of  New  Orleans,  called  the  Batture,  r 
ferred  to  him  during  the  last  session  of  Congres 
which  was  read,  and  referred  to  Messrs.  Mico 
Nicholas,  Smilib,  Seaver,  and  Thompsok. 

Mr.  Newton,  from  the  Committee  of  Coi 
merce  and  Manufactures,  presented  a  bill  makii 
appropriations  for  rebuilding  two  light-houses 
Plumo  Island,  in  the  State  of  Massachaset 
which  was  read  twice,  and  committed  to  a  Coi 
mittee  of  the  Whole  on  Wednesday  next. 

Mr.  South ARU,  from  the  committee  appoin 
on  the  first  instant,  presented  a  bill  to  revives 
make  permanent  ^  An  act  to  prescribe  the  moi 
of  taking  evidence  in  cases  of  contested  electioj 
for  members  of  the  House  of  Representatives | 
the  United  States,  and  to  compel  the  attendad 
of  witnesses,^'  and  in  addition  to  the  same ;  wh» 
was  read  twice,  and  committed  to  a  Commid 
of  the  Whole  on  Wednesday  next.  I 

A  message  from  the  Senate  informed  the  Hot 
that  the  Senate  have  passed  a  resolution,  in  t 
form  of  a  concurrent  resolution  of  the  two  Hoos 
proposingan  adjournment  of  the  present  session 
Congress  on  the  twentieth  of  the  present  moo 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee 
the  Whole,  on  the  bill  authorizing  the  discbsi 
of  John  Heard  from  his  imprisonment.  The  I 
was  reported  without  amendment,  and  ordered 
be  engrossed,  and  read  the  third  time  to-morr^ 

The  House  proceeded  to  consider  the  ame^ 
ments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill,  entitled  "An  { 
authorizing  the  appointment  of  an  agent  for  \ 
land  office  at  Kaskaskia.  and  allowing  compel^ 
tion  to  the  commissionen  and  clerk.'' 

A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  John  G.  Jack 
that  the  said  amendments,  together  with  the 
be  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole, 
the  question  being  taken  thereupon,  it  was  de 
mined  in  the  negative.  The  bill  and  amend mel 
were  then  committed  to  the  Committee  on  i 
Public  Lands.  «     * 

A  bill  from  the  Senate  for  extending  the  bei 
fit  of  drawback  to  goods  transported  by  land  fri 
the  district  of  Newport  to  the  port  of  BostI 
was  twice  read  and  committed. 

Mr.  CuTTS,  from  the  Committee  on  the  Nai 
Establishment,  reported  a  bill  concerning  I 
same. — [This  oill  authorizes  the  President  of  I 
United  Slates,  in  case  of  a  favorable  turn  in  i 
foreign  relations,  to  cause  to  be  laid  up  in  oi 
nary  such  of  toe  public  armed  vessels  of 
United  States  as  he  may  think  proper.] — ^Tw 
read  and  committed. 

Mr.  CuTTS,  from  the  same  committee,  on  j 
resolution  directing  the  committee  to  inquire  i 
the  expediency  of  selling  any  part  of  the  pul 
armed  vessels,  reported  that  it  is  not  expedienj 
this  time,  to  sell  any  of  the  public  armed  ves^ 
Ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 
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MISSISSIPPI  TERHITORY. 

The  Speakbr  presented  a  petition  enclosed  to 
im  from  a  nomber  of  inhabitant  of  the  district 
ut  of  Pearl  riTer^  in  the  Mississippi  Territory, 
nyiof  for  the  division  of  the  Territory. 
Mr.  PoiiiDBXTEB  mored  that  the  petition  lie  on 
le  table.  It  woald  perhaps  be  disrespectful  to 
it  peiitioners  to  reject  it.  although  its  contents 
roald  merit  that  course.  There  were  three  par- 
es who  must,  bf  the  ordinance  for  the  govern- 
KQt  of  the  Territory,  consent  before  the  Terri- 
Wf  of  the  Mississippi  could  be  divided.  One 
•rtf  was  the  Mississippi  Territory^  the  other  the 
ttaie  of  Georgia,  and  the  third  the  United  States. 
leiiher  of  these  parties  had  consented.  There 
ras.  therefore,  an  absolute  interdiction  to  all 
egUIaiioD  on  the  subject ;  and  the  House  could, 
rith  as  roach  propriety,  refer  a  petition  from  a 
Itaie  to  be  exempt  from  general  taxation,  or  to 
ecdefrom  the  Union,  as  to  refer  this  petition. 
Mr.  BuRWELL  said  he  felt  himself  bound  to  op- 
lose  the  motion  for  its  lying  on  the  table.  If  the 
eqaest  was  wholly  improper,  the  report  of  a 
ommittee  to  that  efifect  would  settle  the  question 
I  oDce. 

Mr.  Bibb  was  in  favor  of  the  motion;  though, 
•d  a  motion  been  made  to  reject  it,  he  should 
Ire  Toted  against  it. 

Mr.  Macon  was  in  favor  of  a  reference  of  the 
etitioD.  No  harm  could  arise  from  an  inquiry 
MO  it. 

Mr.  Tboup  admitted  the  correctness  of  there- 
Kfks  of  the  delegate  from  the  Territory,  but 
Hsiied  the  petition  to  be  referred  to  a  committee 
^  the  purpose  of  an  inquiry  as  well  into  the 
tooant  of  population  in  that  country  as  into  its 
piity;  woether  it  was  lawful  or  unlawful. — 
here  were  certain  facts  connected  with  this  sub- 
pet,  perhaps  not  generally  known  to  the  House. 
I  ibe  course  of  last  year,  he  had  understood 
^t  a  great  many  persons,  amounting  to  perhaps 
bee  or  four  thousand,  had  crossed  the  Tennes- 
fcrirer,  and  fixed  themselves  on  its  banks,  not 
lly  contrary  to  law.  but  the  impression  was  that 
KT  had  set  out  in  aefiance  of  the  law,  and  had 
1Kb  gone  so  far  as  to  omnize  themselves  into 
felitary  associations  for  the  purpose. 
Mr..Poiif DEXTER  observed  that  there  had  been 
iRtilement  contrary  to  the  existing  law  on  Ten- 
iae near  about  a  year  ago ;  but  tnat  they  were 
•^  to  be  driven  off  by  the  military  force, 
Bcept  they  would  take  permission  to  reside  as 
^Qts  at  will.  Some  had  done  so,  and  some 
•  beeo  driven  offl 

Mr.  Troup  said  he  knew  that  orders  had  been 
rea  to  remove  them ;  but  of  their  removal  and 
*^rsioD  he  had  not  heard.  He  said  he  had 
■Rher  understood  that  there  were,  in  the  county 
vUadisoQ  alone,  two  or  three  thousand  intruders, 
(^•many  of  them  settled  on  Indian  lands,  whose 
*3«r8  they  excited  to  hostilities.  There  was 
^erfact,  of  which  the  House  might  keep  pos- 
'^w.  Among  these  intruders  was  one  of  the 
^  of  Harrison,  he  believed,  who  claimed  un- 
^^vhat  was  called  the  Tennessee  Yazoo  claims, 
^vho  fettled  on  the  land  with  his  retainers, 


and  deliberately  began  to  apportion  it  amon^ 
them.  Whether  he  had  been  dispossessed,  Mr. 
T.  said  he  did  not  know.  It  was  absolutely  ne- 
cessary to  ascertain  the  situation  of  that  country, 
and  therefore  he  should  vote  for  the  reference  of 
the  petition  to  a  committee. 

The  petition  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table— 
67  to  27. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Bibb,  the  House  took  up  the 
resolution  from  the  Senate  to  adjourn  on  the  20tli. 
instant. 

Mr.  J.  G.  Jackson  moved  that  it  lie  on  the 
table  till  Thursday.  He  thought  it  was  unbe- 
coming the  dignity  of  this  body^  to  fix  a  day  at 
which  to  adjourn,  when  it  was  impossible  to  say 
whether  the  business  before  the  House  could  be 
maturel^r  considered  in  that  time.  It  was  hurry* 
ing  business  at  the  hazard  of  its  being  insuffi- 
ciently attended  to. 

Messrs.  Alston  and  Cook  were  of  the  same 
opinion. 

M.  Bibb  said  be  was  not  very  anxious  about  it, 
but  he  did  not  before  know  that  the  dignity  of  a 
body  was  proportioned  to  the  length  of  Its  sit- 
tings. He  was  of  a  very  different  opinion,  be- 
lieving that  as  much  business  mi^ht  be  as  well 
done  in  a  week  as  was  often  done  in  a  month. 

Mr.  Dana  was  in  favor  of  the  resolution's  lyinff 
on  the  table.  He  said  he  had  supposed  that  qual- 
ity was  quite  as  material  as  quantitv  in  legisla- 
tion. It  was  an  extraordinary  thing  that  a  Legis- 
lature should  serve  its  members  as  sometimes 
men  served  their  horses  or  slaves,  giving  them  a 
certain  portion  of  work  to  do  within  a  given  timej 
and  then  lashing  them  up  to  it.  He  had  no  idea 
of  legislating  upon  compulsion. 

The  resolution  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table 
till  Thursday  next — ayes  87, 

CONTESTED  ELECTION. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Finolet,  the*  House  re- 
solved itself  into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole^  on 
the  report  of  the  Committee  of  Elections  on  the 
petition  of  Charles  Turner,  jr.,  contesting  the 
right  of  William  Baylies  to  his  seat. 

On  this  report,  the  acceptance  of  which  by  the 
House  would  postpone  the  decision  of  the  case 
till  the  next  session,  a  debate  arose  which  con- 
tinued till  5  o'clock;  in  which  Messrs.  W.  Al- 
ston, Bacon  Baylies,  Clay,  Dana,  FindleT| 
FisK,  Qannett,  Gholson,  Gold,  Holland,  Liv- 
ERMORE,  Macon,  Montgomery,  Pickman,  CIuin- 
cY,  Randolph,  Rhea,  Taylor,  Yabnum,  Wil- 
son, and  Wheaton.  took  part. 

It  was  contended  by  tnose  in  favor  of  post- 
ponementj  that  the  depositions  taken  on  the  sub- 
ject of  this  election,  although  the  parties  might 
nave  had  reasonable  notice,  were  not  legal,  hav- 
ing been  taken  under  the  authority  of  no  existing 
law;  that  time  had  heretofore  been  allowed  ia 
similar  cases  on  the  request  of  the  sitting  mem- 
bers; that  the  constituted  authority  of  Massa- 
chusetts having  decided  the  first  election  not  to 
be  valid,  and  having  ordered  a  second,  it  was 
doubtful  whether  Congress  were  not  precluded 
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from  acttas  oa  the  subject.  It  was  also  Mud  by 
other  geDt&m^'n  that  it  was  a  matter  of  couitesy 
to  the  sitting  member,  on  his  request  in  bebalf  oi 
bis  constituents,  to  giant  time  for  proeming  tes- 
timony. 

On  the  other  hand,  it  was  said  that  the  deposi- 
tioBs  were  taken  under  the  same  circumstances 
as  those  under  which  a  member  (Mr.  Culpeper) 
had  during  the  hsi  Congress  been  deprived  of  his 
9eaX ',  that  time  sufficient  had  been  allowed  pre- 
yious  to  the  meeting  of  Congress ;  that  the  re- 
turned member  had  not  stated  any  specific  facts 
which  he  believed  he  could  prove  if  time  were 
given ;  that  the  constituted  authoritv  of  Massa- 
chusetts had  no  exclusive  power  of  deciding  on 
the  returns  of  members,  Congress  being  the  sole 

i'udges  of  the  returns  of  their  own  members,  and 
laving,  in  various  instances,  set  aside  elections 
declared  valid  by  the  State  authorities,  as  in  the 
case  of  Cowles  Mead  and  John  Culpeper.  It 
was  also  observed,  that  some  consideration  was 
due  to  the  getftleman  contesting  the  seat  of  Mr. 
Baylies,  who  had  alreadv  attended  the  whole  of 
this  session  at  considerable  expense  and  inconve- 
nience* 

A  motion  was  made  that  the  Committee  rise, 
with  a  view  to  recommit  the  report  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  Elections.  The  Committee  did  rise 
about  5  o'clock,  and  were  refused  leave  to  sit 
again — 65  to  55.  A  motion  was  made  to  recom- 
mit the  report;  which  was  opposed  by  Mr.  Pit- 
kin. A  motion  was  made  to  adjourn,  which  was 
carried. 


Tuesday,  June  13. 

Mr.  Smilib  presented  a  memorial  of  the  hat 
manufacturers  resident  in  the  city  of  Philadel- 
phia, praying  that  additional  duties  may  be  iia- 
posed  upon  hats  imported  from  foreign  countries. 
Referred  to  the  Committee  of  i^ommerce  and 
Manufactures. 

Mr.  John  G.  Jackson,  from  the  committee  on 
that  part  of  the  Message  from  the  President  of 
the  Uoited  States* which  relates  to  our  foreign 
relations,  presented  an  amendatory  bill  to  amend 
and  continue  in  force  the  act,  entitled  ''An  act  to 
interdict  the  commercial  intercourse  between  the 
United  Slates  and  Great  Britain  and  France,and 
their  dependencies,  and  for  other  purposes;" 
which  was  read  twice,  and  committed  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  on  Thursday  next. 

Mr.  Stanley,  from  the  committee  appointed 
on  the  petition  of  John  Kerr,  presented  a  oLll  for 
the  reli§f  of  John  Kerr;  which  was  read  twice, 
and  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  to- 
morrow. 

Mr.  Morrow,  from  the  Committee  on  the  Pu^n 
lie  Lands,  to  whom  was  yesterday  referred  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill,  entitled 
''An  act  authorizing  the  appointment  of  an  agent 
fbr  the  land  office  at  Kaskaskia,  and  allowins^ 
compensation  to  the  commissioners  and  clerk, ' 
reported  the  dibagreement  of  the  committee  to 
the  said  amendments. 

A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Jobn  G.  Jackson 


that  the  report  and  amendments,  tagether  villi 
the  bill,  bt  committed  to  a  Committee  of  th< 
Whole ;  and  the  question  bein^  taken  thereupon 
it  was  determined  in  the  negative.'  The  quesdoi 
was  then  taken  upon  concurring  with  the  com 
mtttee  in  their  disa^ement  fo  the  said  amend 
ments,  and  resolved  in  the  affirmative. 

Mr.  Whitman  presented  a  memorial  of  tfaj 
manufacturers  of  hats  in  the  town  of  Poniaod 
District  of  Maine,  to  the  same  effect  with  theme 
morial  of  the  hat  manufacturers  in  the  city  c 
Philadelphia,  presented  this  day. 

Mr.  Gardner  presented  petitions  from  th 
manufacturers  of  salt  in  the  towns  of  Orlea 
and  Yarmouth,  in  the  State  of  Massachuse 
praying  that  additional  duties  may  be  impos 
on  the  importation  of  salt  from  foreign  countriej 
The  petitions  were  read,  and  severally  referre 
to  the  Committee  of  Commerce  and  Manofa^ 
tures.  I 

An  engrossed  bill,  authorizing  the  dischargee 
John  Heard  from  his  imprisonment,  was  read  tb 
third  time,  and  passed. 

Mr.  PoiNOEXTER  presented  a  memorial  of 
number  of  citizens  of  the  United  States,  residi 
on  Tombigbee  river,  stating  that  tney  are  sabj< 
to  an  enormous  duty  of  twelve  per  cent,  on  d 
exports  and  Imports  at  the  Mobile,  to  be  paid  j 
the  Spanish  Government,  andpraying  reliefJ 
Referred  to  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Mead 

Mr.  LovB*  reported  a  bill  for  the  improvemei 
of  the  navigatioA  of  the  river  Potomac— [T^ 
bill  contemplates  giving  power  to  raise  money  b 
lottery,  dbc.,  for  the  purpose  mentioned.]  Tl 
bill  having  been  read  once,  was  read  a  seco^ 
lime — 50  to  48.  It  was  then  made  the  order  f( 
to-morrow  week — 53  to  42. 

CONTESTED  ELECTION. 

The  House  resumed  the  consideration  of  t^ 
unfinished  business  of  vesterday. 

Mr.  Fjnolet  gave  nis  reasons  in  favor  of  r 
commitment. 

Mr.  PicKMAN  stated  at  length  the  grounds  i 
which  the  Council  of  Massachusetts  had  ordert 
a  new  election  in  the  case^  and  supported  tl 
right  of  Mr.  Baylies  to  his  seat.  Mr.  Cwi 
replied.  Messrs.  Rhea,  Bacon,  and  Cook,  ali 
advocated  recommitment,  and  Mr.  Quincy  i| 
plied  to  some  observations  made  by  these  gentlj 
men. 

The  report  was  recommitted  without  a  dit^ 
sion. 

Mr.  Bacon  moved  a  resolution  to  instruct  tl 
Committee  of  Elections  to  inquire  into  and  r| 
port  such  specific  facts  as  in  their  opinion  ml 
afford  good  grounds  for  postponing  the  decisioi 
and,  if  none  should  exist,  to  instruct  them  to  i| 
quire  into  the  merits  of  the  case. 

Mr.  Potter  moved  to  amend  it  by  adding  ^'a^ 
likewise  to  report  to  the  House  whether  the  de 
ositions  taken  were  authorized  by  any  law  of  i\ 
United  States." — Motion  negatived — ayes  36. 

Mr.  Bacon's  motion  was  also  negatived] 
ayes  28. 
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MIRANDA'8  EXPEDITION. 

The  Hoa$e  went  ioio  Committee  of  the  Whole 
00  the  following  resolution,  reported  bj  the  com- 
mittee appointed  to  consider  the  petition  of  thirty- 
six  citizens  concerned  in  Miranda's  ^pedition^ 
aod  00 w  confined  fn  the  vaults  of  Carthageoa, 
South  America : 

"AeM&ed;  That  the  Preetdtnt  of  the  United  States 
be  requested  to  adopt  the  most  immediate  and  effica- 
doos  means  in  his  power  to  obtain  the  liberation  of 
t^  prisoners,  if  it  shall  appear  to  his  saiis&ction  that 
ihej  were  involantarily  drawn  into  the  unlawful  en- 
terprise in  which  thej  were  engaged ;  and  that dol- 

bn  be  appropriated  for  that  purpose." 

Mr.  McKiM  observed,  that  he  helieved  nothing 
forther  would  be  necessary  for  the  attainment 
of  this  object  than  an  application  by  the  Qov- 
rromeDt  of  the  United  States;  he  tnen  moved 
to  fill  the  blank  in  the  resolution  with  such  a  sum 
(|3,500)  as  would  defray  the  expense  of  sending 
avesiel  there  and  clothing  the  prisoners  previous 
to  their  return. 

Mr.  Randolph  said,  he  believed  there  would 
he  00  better  time  than  on  this  motion  to  express 
the  disapprobation  which  be  felt  of  the  report; 
ibr  he  was  unwilling,  in  his  representative  capa- 
eitj,  to  give  one  cent  of  the  public  money  for 
hnogiog  back  into  the  bosom  of  the  body  politic 
these  anfortunate  but  guilty  men.  He  knew  how 
ioridioos  a  task  it  was  to  appear  to  lean  to  the 
side  of  inhumanity ;  he  knew  how  very  natural  it 
was  for  the  mind  of  man  to  relent,  after  the  com- 
Absion  of  a  crime,  and  to  see  nothing  in  a  cul- 
frit  but  his  miafortunes,  forgetting  his  guilt ;  but 
Jbere  were  occasions,  and  he  took  this  to  be  one, ' 
vhere  to  lean  apparently  to  the  side  of  humanity 
isao  act  of  as  great  injustice  and  cruelty  to  so- 
ciety as  the   Legislature  can  commit.     What 
vere  the  House  about  to  do  1    To  make  an  ap- 
|ropriation  of  money  for  an  extraordinary  pur- 
POK  of  foreign  intercourse.    Was  not  the  Presi- 
«o(  of  the  United  States  already  invested  with 
fower  to  negotiate  with  the  Spanish  Government 
00  this,  as  well  as  with  as  any  other  Government 
M  any  subject  ?    Was  the  President  of  the  Uni- 
ted Slates  presumed  to  have  turned  a  deaf  ear  to 
tite  cries  ot  our  suffering  country  men'in  captivity 
ia  a  foreign  nation  ?    Mr.  R.  said,  this  was  not 
hie  a  question  of  redeeming  our  countrymen 
^  slavery  in  Barbary  or  Tripoli ;  but  it  was  a 
!pic»iion  whether  this  Government  would  lend 
lis  countenance  to  that  class  of  men  who  were 
coaeerned  in  the  expeditions  of  Mirauda  and 
AuoD  Burr.    He  for  one  said,  that  he  would  not 
«>3seQt  to  it ;  and  that  those  persons  who,  above 
t^e  dull  parsoitsof  civil  life,  had  enlisted  under 
<6»%ieadera,  might  take  for  him,  however  he  might 
•ttlfor  their  situation  as  men,  the  lot  which  they 
^emselves  bad  selected.    He  said,  he  considered 
•i^as  voluntarily  expatriated  from  this  coun- 
^,  aod  among  the  articles  of  commerce  and 
^ofacture,  which  it  might  be  contemplated  to 
tfieoorage  by  bounty  and  premiums,  he  confessed 
^^t  oae,  that  the  importation  of  such  citizens  as 
^^  was  not  an   article  of  traffic  which  would 
Aeet  with  any  encouragement  from  him.    So  far 


from  beinff  afraid  of  any  ill  consequences  result- 
ing from  the  sparseness  of  our  population,  he  was 
afraid  that  our  population^  (and  experience  has 
tested  the  fact)  sparse  as  it  was  in  number,  in 
quality  was  redundant.  We  have  been  told, 
baid  Mr.  R.,  and  I  believe  it,  that  but  the  other 
day  the  Foreign  Office  in  Great  Britain  cast  its 
eyes  on  Colonel  Burr,  and  that  .they  either  did 
commit  him — I  understand  that  he  was  committed 
and  stood  so  for  some  time,  and  was  only  released 
on  condition  of  quitting  the  country — that  they 
either  did  commit  or  threaten  to  imprison  that 
unfortunate  man.  I  want  to  know,  sir,  if  he  had 
stood  so  committed,  in  what  respect  his  case,  in 
a  political  point  of  view,  would  have  stood  con- 
tradistinguished from  that  of  these  petitioners? 
I  can  see  no  difference  but  such  as,  in  my  mind, 
muld  have  operated  to  his  advantage.  There 
iAin  equality  of  guilt,  but  on  his  part  a  superiority 
of  intellectual  character  which  would  have  ren- 
dered him,  if  there  is  to  be  an  accession  to  the  State 
by  bringing  back  to  its  bosom  those  who  have 
voluntarily  thrown  themselves  oct  of  the  protec- 
tion of  the  country,  a  more  valuable  acquisition,. . 
or  rather  a  less  valuable  loss,  than  the>o  Oftfor- 
tunate  men. 

It  appears  to  me,  sir,  that  in  passing  this  reso^ 
lution  we  shall  hold  up  a  premium  to  vice ;  for, 
if  this  nroposition  be  agreed  to.  when  some  new 
Miranda  or  Burr  comes  forward  with  his  project, 
he  will  tell  his  conspirators  that  they  will  have 
nothing  more  to  do,  should  the  matter  turn  out 
adversely,  than  to  put  up  a  face  and  tell  Congreaa 
that  they  were  involuntiyily  drawn  into  it.  An 
extraordinary  mode,  to  be  sure,  of  volunteering 
to  go  against  their  will.  These  involuntary  vof 
unteers  will  be  told  they  will  have  nothing  to  do 
but  throw  the  whole  weight  of  the  blame  on  the 
original  mover  of  the  expedition,  and  Congress 
will  tax  their  fellow-creatures — who,  poor^uls, 
had  not  enlarged  and  liberal  minds,  and  were 
content  with  the  dull  pursuits  of  civil  life — for 
redeeming  them,  clothing  them,  and  bringing 
them  back  again  to  society,  t  wish  the  Commit- 
tee to  take  the  thing  into  consideration.  As  men 
and  christians  our  conduct  is  to  be  governed  by 
one  rule ;  as  representatives  of  the  people,  other 
considerations  Hre  proper.  There  is,  in  the  pro- 
posed interference,  no  justice  i  there  may  be  much 
mercy,  but  it  is  a  mercy  which  carries  cruel tf,  if 
not  deliberate,  the  most  pernicious  of  all  possible 
species  of  cruelty,  along  with  it.  Suppose  these 
men  had  been  arrested  and  tried  in  this  country, . 
what  would  have  been  their  lot  ?  It  is  difficult 
for  me  to  say.  I  am  no  lawyer ;  but  f  suppose, 
under  the  mild  institutions  in  some  of  our  States, 
they  would  have  been  condemned  to  hard  labor 
for  life.  In  what  do  they  differ,  to  their  advan- 
tage, from  other  felons  ?  In  nothing.  Who  would 
step  forward  to  rescue  them  from  that  punishment 
due  to  their  crime  if  convicted  by  our  own  courts  ? 
Nobody.  Everybody  would  have  said  that  they 
deserved  it.  Now,  on  the  contrary,  having  es- 
caped the  hand  of  justice  in  this  country,  and 
fallen  into  the  grasp  .of  the  strong  hand  of  power 
in  another  country,  we  are  not  contented  to  let 
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them  reap  what  they  have  sown  ;  we  are  not  coo- 
tented  to  leave  them  in  the  hands  of  justice.  I 
T)elieve  that  there  exists  a  proper  disposition  in 
the  Executive  to  interfere,  where  American  citi- 
zens are  wrongfully  treated  abroad.  And,  shall 
we  come  fbrward  and  open  the  public  purse,  and 
assume  on  ourselves  the  responsibility  of  that  act 
which  the  President  refuses  to  do.  and  thus  share 
among  us  the  imputation,  such  as  it  may  be.  which 
society  chooses  to  cast  upon  us  in  consequence  of 
it,  instead  of  letting  it  fall  singly  and  individually 
'Upon  him,  in  case  he  chooses  to  incur  it?  No, 
sir.  I  have  no  disposition  to  pass  this  resolution 
to  take  the  responsibility  upon  myself.  In  short, 
i  should  have  been  glad,  if  instead  of  telling  us 
'that  these  men  are  unfortunate  and  miserable, 
>(for  who  are  so  unfortunate  and  miserable  as  the 
truly  guilty  T)  that  the  members  of  that  comn||t- 
tee,  or  the  respectable  chairman  himself,  had 
come  forward  and  shown  the  claim  of  these  pe- 
titioners to  the  peculiar  patronage  of  the  eountrv. 
So  far  from  any  disposition  to  bring  them  bacK, 
I  would  allow  a  drawback  or  bounty  on  the  ex- 
portation of  every  man  of  similar  principles. 

Mr.  Emott  said,  that  as  he'  had  been  a  mem- 
ber of  the  committee  whose  report  was  now  under 
consideration,  he  felt  the  propriety  of  making  a 
few  observations  to  show  the  expediency  of  adopt- 
'  ing  the  resolution.  In  order  to  obtain  the  release 
of  these  miserable  and  deluded  men,  it  was  neces- 
sary that  the  Government  should  interfere,  be- 
cause the  Spanish  Government  never  would  re- 
lease them  till  such  application  was  made.  The 
only  money  accessary  4o  be  paid  was  not  to  the 
Spanish  Government,  but  to  defray  the  expense 
ot  bringing  back  the  prisoners.  It  was  not  to  buy 
their  liberty,  but  to  employ  a  person  to  go  there 
to  request  it. 

It  had  been  said  that  the  President  had  power 
to  attempt  the  release  of  these  persons  without 
any  resolution  of  the  House.  Mr.  E.  said  he 
would  not  enter  into  that  consideration.  He 
knew,  if  the  President  had  the  power,  that  he 
had  not  chosen  to  exercise  it;  and  if  the  House 
could  find  from  the  statement  of  the  situation  of 
these  men  that  they  ought  to  be  relieved,  they 
should  not  refrain  from  expressing  their  opinion, 
merely  because  the  President  had  the  power  ano 
would  not  exercise  it. 

It  might  be  necessary ^  Mr.  E.  said,  to  call  to 
the  minds  of  the  Committee  the  situation  of  these 
men.  They  were  persons  employed  by  Miranda, 
in  his  expedition,  who,  he  undertook  to  sav,  did 
not  know  that  they  were  going  on  any  expeaition 
contrary  to  the  laws  of  the  country.  When  taken, 
they  had  been  tried  by  the  Spaniards  on  a  charge 
of  piracy,  and  condemned  to  lie  in  a  dungeon  tor 
a  term  of  years.  They  prayed  the  Congress  for 
its  interposition  in  their  oehalf. 

It  had  been  said  that  these  men  knowingly  en- 
gaged in  this  expedition.  Mr.  E.  said  he  believ- 
ed that  they  did  not;  but,  admitting,  for  a  mo- 
ment, that  this  was  the  case;  that  they  did 
know  the  pursuit  on  which  they  were  entering, 
they  shoula  not,  for  that  reason  alone,  be  suffered 
to  lie  in  prison.    Let  it  be  understood,  said  Mr. 


E.,  that  this  expedition,  whatever  it  was,  was  car- 
ried on.  in  the  face  of  day,  in  the  city  of  Newl 
York,  and  that  equipments  of  the  vessels  and  en- 
listments were  made  without  interruption  in,  thei 
face  of  d»y.  And  would  these  persons  betier^ 
that  they  were  going  on  an  unlawful  expedition! 
They  might  have  enlisted  from  the  best  motires 
and,  supposing  that  they  had  enlisted,  under  tb 
knowledge  that  they  were  going  on  an  expeditiot 
yet  seeinff  that  it  was  carried  on  in  open  da 
without  interruption  from  the  Governmeot,  kt 
much  doubted  whether  these  poor  men  ought  u 
be  suffered  to  lie  in  prison. 

But,  putting  motives  aside,  these  men  declari 
that  fhey  did  not  understand  the  nature  of  tbi 
service  for  which  they  were  engaged ;  and  thi 
statement  the  committee  who  made  the  repor 
had  brought  themselves  to  believe.  Let  it  be  rec 
ollected  that  these  unfortunate  individuals  wer 
lying  in  prison  ;  and,  although  they  had,  bysom< 
means,  forwarded  a  petition  iiere,  they  could  no 
attend  in  person  to  urge  their  claim  fo  relief  b; 
proofs  presented  to  the  House.  The  persons  wb 
procured  these  men  to  go  on  this  expedition  cei 
tainly  would  not  be  very  willing  to  come  foi 
ward  and  give  testimony;  because,  by  so  doioj 
they  might  criminate  themselves  and  rendc 
themselves  liable  to  the  operation  of  the  h% 
of  their  country.  Considering  that  these  person 
were  removed  thousands  of  miles  from  us,  tU 
they  were  unfriended,  and  that  the  persons  wn 
alone  could  prove  that  their  intent  was  innocer' 
would  not  come  forward  for  fear  of  criminati 
themselves,  he  thought  these  men  were  entitl 
to  commiseration,  and  he  believed  that  it  was 
his  power  to  show  two  or  three  circumstao 
which  would  convince  the  House  that  they  h 
no  knowledge  of  the  nature  of  this  expeditii 
The  first  circumstance  was  the  extreme  improbj 
bility  that  these  men  would  have  engaged  in  t 
expedition,  if  the  nature  of  it  had  been  explain 
Had  Mr.  Smith  or  General  Miranda  gone  to  th( 
men  and  said,  '^we  are  going  on  an  expediti 
against  the  laws  of  the  country,  and.  if  taken,  y< 
will  be  punished  under  the  4aws  or  one  count 
or  the  other."  it  is  extremely  improbable  th 
they  would*  have  engaged.  It  is  not  likely  th 
Miranda  or  Mr.  Smith  avowed  their  purpos^ 
and  told  them  that  they  wet^  going  on  an  exp 
dition  hostile  in  its  nature,  and  against  the  la^ 
of  the  country,  because  its  object  was  to  revoll 
tionize  a  nation  in  amity  with  the  United  StatJ 
It  is  impossible  that  these  men  should  have  knovl 
the  nature  of  the  expedition,  when  it  was  n 
known  to  the  Government  here,  however  publl 
This  circumstance,  to  me,  is  conclusive,  to  shd 
that  these  young  men  did  not  know  it.  Th^ 
might  have  been  persons  who  did ;  if  you  pleai 
Mr.  Ogden,  who  furnished  the  ship,  or  others,  b 
it  is  impossible  to  believe,  that  these  men.  wl 
were  mere  soldiers  for  carrying  on  the  expediti^ 
knew  the  nature  of  it.  I  am  convinced  that  thi 
persons,  all  privates — ^for  the  officers  were  exe<2 
ted — did  not  know  why  they  did  enlist,  or  ti 
the  corps  was  for  the  purposes  to  which  it  ^ 
actually  designed. 


173 


HISTORY  OF  CONGRESS. 


274 


FuHf,  1809. 


Miranda^B  Expediiion. 


H.opR. 


I  hare  said,  and  perhaps  eyery  person  here 
mows,  that  the  whole  of  the  business  was  carried 
n  in  (he  iaee  of  day.  Here  were  General  Mi- 
aoda  and  Mr.  Smith  eomtng  to  the  seat  of  QoY' 
foment,  and  back  to  New  York,  proearing 
Mes,  enlisting  men.  Can  it  be  conceived  that 
lU  this  coaid  hare  been  carried  on,  if  Gkneral 
tfiraoda  had  not  meant  to  conceal  it  from  the 
jorernment?  Bat  it  is  in  mj  power  to  famish 
omethiog  more  than  mere  conjecture  on  this 
iobject.  The  Committee  will  recollect  that  a 
^ter  part  of  this  transaction  took  place  at  New 
fork.  There  the  men  were  torendezrous,  there 
kressel  was  famished,  and  to  that  State  roost 
)f  the  yoang  men  who  are  now  in  South  Amer- 
ea  did  belooff.  In  that  State  this  matter  was  the 
abject  of  jadicial  inrestigation.  Mr.  Smith  and 
Hr.  Ogden  were  indicted.  I  will  read  a  part  of 
he  erideace  given  on  the  trial,  which  will  satisfy 
ray  ooe.  at  least  it  has  satisfied  me,  that  these 
meD  bad  no  hand  in  it.  Mr.  Fink,  who  was  pro- 
juced  as  eridence  on  the  part  of  the  Gtorernment 
tocoorict  Mr.  Smith,  was  the  person  who  was 
■trusted  with  enlistments. 

[Mr.  E.  then  read  the  followinsf,  and  other  ex- 
Incts,  from  the  report  of  the  trials  of  the  Messrs. 
Smith  aod  Ogden : 

John  Fink    §wmn. 

(I  Do  7<m  know  Colonel  Smith  t 

A.  Yes.  He  applied  to  me  last  Winter  to  enlist 
■Be  men,  or  rather  to  engage  aame  men  for  Gorera* 
aat  lenrice.  I  told  him  I  did  not  know  of  any  men. 
kt  a  few  batchen  were  idle.  I  was  to  give  the  Colo- 
pd  news  next  morning.  Instead  of  six,  as  he  told 
^  yeiterday,  there  was  wanted  twelve  men,  a  ser- 
wnt,  and  a  oovpozal.  They  asked  a  good  price,  it  was 
■NO  dollars  per  month.  There  were  fourteen  at  that 
iB«,  and  went  on  as  fiar  as  twenty.  I  was  authorized 
9  him.  He  represented  to  me  that  they  were  for  the 
■nice  of  the  United  States,  but  it  was  afterward  found 
^  were  to  go  on  board  the  Leander.  He  would  not 
Id  Its  where  they  were  going  to.  He  said  he  could 
tt  difclose  the  particular  object.  That  he  could  have 
(great  deal  of  money  to  explain  it  to  a  certain  man, 
IhI,  therefore,  could  not  tell  the  sergeant  or  me.  These 
ta)  saw  Colonel  Smith.  Several  of  them  not  at  all. 
law  him  often ;  he  said  they  were  to  go  on  a  detach- 
MBL  They  boarded  at  my  honse.  His  son  was  to 
Maand  the  company,  and  had  a  comnussion  to  go. 
ihare  ic«n  Smi^  several  times  at  my  house.  He 
^ed  me  a  bundle  of  papers,  which  he  said  were  his 
>^n  to  get  these  men.  Smith  informed  me  that  an 
apsdition  similar  to  this  was  to  go  from  other  States. 
Be  aiid  his  son  was  a  captain.  They  went  on  board ; 
^  mate  abused  them,  and  they  would  not  stay.  There 
*»  fifteen  dollars  and  a  half  a  piece  given  to  them, 
^loewere  twenty  of  them.  I  received  this  money 
^  Colonel  Smith.  He  put  it  in  parcels  for  ea^ 
^  ud  delivered  it  to  me  for  them.  It  was  a  month's 
Pi'  The  men  came  to  my  house  after  they  left  the 
^o^er.    They  wonld  not  go  on  board  the  vessel. 

^  by  HolEman.  Was  it  intimated  to  them  that 
^  would  stop  at  a  place  where  they  would  have  an 
^^ortunity  to  return,  if  they  did  not  like  the  service  ? 

A- 1  believe  it  was  mentioned  to  them. 

Q.  hy  Colden.  Was  it  not  commnnicated  to  them 
!^  when  the  veeael  arrived  they  wonld  be  at  liberty 


to  return,  and  a  passage  be  provided  for  them,  but  thai 
he  could  not  tell  what  part  they  wonld  be  sent  to  1 
A.  Yes. 

Peier  Ro»e — stoom. 

Q.  Did  you  sail  in  the  Leander  on  her  last  voyage  ! 

A.  Yes.  I  was  employed  by  Captain  Gardiner,  who 
told  me  he  wanted  me  to  go  to  New  Orleans — that  we 
were  to  sail  from  here  to  Washington,  and  go  from 
Washington  by  land. 

Q.  Have  you  been  at  New  Orleans  t 

A.  No. 

Q.  When  did  yon  discover  the  Leander  had  a  diiEH^ 
ent  object  in  view? 

A.  As  soon  as  I  got  on  board;  and  I  wanted  to  re- 
turn, but  they  would  not  let  me— they  woUld  not  allow 
me  even  to  send  a  letter  ashore.] 

On  the  same  trial  there  was  one  of  the  persona 
who  was  actually  enlisted  who  deposed  that  the 
same  information  which  Peter  Rose  receired  was 
given  toothers.  This  man  also  was  a  private  in 
the  expedition,  and  swears  that  the  person  who 
employed  him  told  him  that  he  was  to  be  employ- 
ed  m  the  service  of  the  Gk)vernment ;  that  he  was 
to  be  carried  to  Washington  by  water  and  thence 
to  New  Orleans.  The  men  who  now  petition 
Congress  are  persons  who  are  placed  precisely 
in  the  same  situation.  We  find,  in  the  course  of 
the  trial,  that  the  person  employed  to  enlist  the 
men,  declares  that  the  person  employing  him  re* 
fused  to  tell  him  for  what  purpose  they  were  to 
be  enlisted,  and,  of  course,  he  conld  not  inform 
%08ie  whoin  he  enlisted. 

Mr.  B.  said  he  had  already  remarked  the  ex* 
treme  difficulty  under  which  these  peraons  labor* 
ed,  that  they  were  at  a  distance  of  several  thou* 
sand  miles  from  this  country,  incarcerated,  and 
friendless.  He  had  satisfied  his  mind  that  they 
had  engaged  in  this  business  unknowingly  and 
unwillingly — ^and,  what  waa  now  asked  of  the 
(Government?  That  they  should  expend  large 
sums  of  money  for  the  purpose  of  buying  them 
out?  No.  All  that  the  Spanish  GKivernment 
wanted,  he  undertook  to  say,  was,  that  a  request 
should  be  made  by  the  (Government  of  this  coun- 
tr3r  for  those  men,  and  all  the  money  required  for 
this  service,  was  money  enough  to  send  an  agent 
there  and  facilitate  his  return. 

Nothing  had  been  said  by  him,  Mr.  E.  remark* 
ed,  of  the  peculiar  sufferings  of  these  men  ;  but 
there  were  representations  enough,  to  show  that 
they  were  chained  naked  in  a  dungeon,  without 
clothing,  and  without  wood.  Some  had  died  and 
others  must  die.  He  hoped,  therefore,  for  the 
reasons  which  he  had  given,  that  the  Committee 
would  be  satisfied  that  these  men  were  not  guilty 
of  crime.  If  not  goilty,  he  hoped  there  could  be 
no  doubt  that  they  were  a  proper  subject  for  the 
interference  of  the  Gk>vernment. 

Mr.  Baoor  observed  that  the  conclusion  which 
the  gentleman  from  Virginia  (Mr.  Ranoolph) 
had  drawn,  rested  upon  the  idea  that  the  mea 
were  guilty.  If  they  were  ffuilty,  they  certainly 
should  not  receive  the  benefit  of  the  interposition 
of  the  (Government  of  the  United  States.  Thev 
had  no  claim  on  the  United  States  when  consia* 
ed  as  criminals,  or  as  men  who  had  voluntarily 
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engaged  iiLthiB  service^  The  report  of  theeom* 
mitiee  did  act  state  this  to  be  the  case.  I  ac- 
knowledge, said  Mr.  B.,  that  they  are  guilty  in 
some  respects,  having  innocently  transgressed  the 
laws.  If  they  are  guilty  in  the  eye  of  justice,  I 
contend  they  ought  not  to  have  relief.  The  re- 
port of  the  committee  states,  that,  under  a  per- 
suasion that  the  facts  set  forth  by  the  petitioners 
were  true,  they  were  induced  to  submit  this  res- 
olution. The  committee  had  evidence,  which 
they  deemed  competent,  to  prove  that  these  men 
were  not  guilty  men.  in  what  respect,  then,  are 
thev  to  be  compared  to  Aaron  Burr  ?  No  man 
will  say  that  he  did  not  proceed  on  his  expedition 
with  his  e^es  open,  or  that  he  could  plead  igno- 
rance. The  fact  in  relation  to  these  men  appears 
Co  be  that  they  were  inveigled ;  that  their  offence 
was  involuntary,  not  as  respected  engaging  in 
what  they  thought  the  service  of  the  United 
States,  but  as  to  going  abroad,  for  against  their 
consent  they  were  forced  into  the  service.  There- 
fore, with  great  truth,  it  mi^ht  be  said  that  they 
were  scourged  to  the  service.  If  this  was  the 
fact,  as  the  committee  appear  to  have  believed,  I 
ftsk,  in  what  their  case  differs  from  that  of  men 
taken  captives  by  the  Algerines?  Those  men 
taken  by  the  Algerines'  are  engaged  in  lawful 
commerce;  these  poor  men  are  engaged  in  an 
unlawful  act,  but  not  knowing  it  to  be  unlawful, 
and  believing  it  to  be  correct,  they  are  as  inno- 
cent, in  fact,  ^  those  who  act  innocently.  The 
gentleman  says,  suppose  they  were  to  return  t9 
their  country,  would  they  not  be  punished  ?  If 
the  facts,  as  they  state  them  are  correct,  as  I  be« 
lieve  them  to  be,  I  do  not  believe  that  they  would 
be  punished.  The  law  does  not  punish  a  man 
because  he  does  an  act,  but  for  tae  quo  ammo 
with  which  he  does  it. 

I  will  remark  to  the  House  that,  on  this  subject, 
we  hav&not  the  legal  testimony.  It  is  required 
scarcely  in  any  case  by  the  House,  much  less  in 
a  case  situated  so  peculiarly  as  this  is.  These 
men  are,  of  all  others,  in  the  worst  situation  for 
procuring  relief.  They  are  confined  in  a  dungeon ; 
they  are  poor  men,  of  poor  families,  who  cannot 
act  in  their  behalf.  I  perceive  that  they  have 
referred  to  persons  to  whom  the  House  might  re- 
fer, to  substantiate  their  statement  of  facts.  One 
of  these  prisoners  is  a  young  man  from  the  dis- 
trict which  I  represent,  who  had  friends  able  to 
assist  him.  They  obtained  such  assistance  as  they 
could.  Other  persons  whose  evidence  might  have 
been  of  service  could  not  be  found.  Mr.  B.  re- 
ferred to  .depositions  taken  on  this  subject  of  per^ 
aons  who  declared  that  they  had  enlisted  unwari- 
ly, believing  it  to  be  for  the  service  of  the  United 
States;  for  three  years,  at  a  certain  compensation 
per  month :  that  when  informed  that  they  were 
to  ^0  on  board  the  Leander,  they  were  opposed 
to  It,  but  that  their  suspicions  were  lulled  by  the 
assertion  that  they  were  merely  going  round  to 
New  Orleans  in  this  vessel,  where  they  were  to 
be  stationed. 

Mr.  B.  said  he  held  in  his  hand  a  letter  from 
one  who  was  engaged  in  the  expedition,  but  was 
•0  fortunate  as  to  escape,  which  stated  that  not 


more  than  two  persons  concerned  were  acqutinfl 
ed  with  the  nature  of  the  expedition,  but  believ 
it  to  be  sanctioned  by  the  Grovernment^    Thei 
ter  also  stated  the  prisoners  to  be  in  the  m 
wretched  condition*  lingering  out  a  miserable  ei 
istenee,  under  the  distress  arising  from  the  ws^ 
of  clothes,  light,  fuel,  bedding,  and  means  of  i^ 
tercourse  with  their  friends.    This  statenaent.  Mi 
B.  said,  would  be  sufficient  to  draw  the  atientiq 
of  the  House  to  the  men  condenuied  to  such  ^ 
unparalleled  fate.    It  would  be  very  unfortuo 
if,  from  any  fear  of  an  impression  which  might 
produced  by  its  interposition  of  the  agency  of  t 
Government,  in  the  original  plan  of  the  expe 
tion,  these  men  should  be  suffered  to  linger 
hopeless  captivity.    Believing,  as  he  did,  that  ti 
committee  had  correctly  reported,  that  these 
were  involuntarily  participators  in  the  expediti 
he  thought  the  hand  of  mercy  should  be  ex  ten 
to  them. 

Mr.  PsABSoN. — On  this  occasion,  Mr.  Speal 
I  feel  a  sensibility  which  it  is  not  my  nature 
repel — a  sensibility  which,  I  traat,  is  maoly,  « 
merely  the  evaporation  of  ordinary  feeling,  on 
mistaken  humanity,  but  an  impression,  confiriw 
by  the  dictates  of  reason,  of  justice,  of  honor.a^ 
bottomed  on  the  solid  basis  of  nature^s  best  gift- 
humanity. 

We,  as  the  Representatires  of  this  nation,  a 
appealed  to  for  the  relief  of  a  few  Uftfortuid 
fellow-beiogs-r^citizeM  of  oar  country,  who 
imprudence,  or,  to  say  the  worst,  whose  criia 
have  brooght  them  to  a  aittiatiou,  at  the  red 
lection  of  which  the  beneyolent  mind  shrid 
with  horror — to  the  endurance  of  a  punishma 
in  a  foreign  country,  unknown  to  the  humani 
of  our  laws,  and  the  mild  siHrit  of  our  Gk>v« 
ment.  Yes.  sir,  about  thirty  young  naen,citize 
of  your  country,  decoyed  by  the^ artifices  and  t 
lusive  hopes  witn  which  their  ardent  and  yoal 
ful  imaginations  were  flattered — led  on  by  t 
example  and  patronage  of  men,  by  no  means  c 
scure,  or  at  that  time,  disreputable,  embarked 
an  expedition,  the  destination  of  which.  I  am  I 
duced  to  believe,  was  to  them  unknown — i 
only  unknown,  but,  represented  by  their  lead^ 
to  be  agreeably  to  the  authority  apd  laws  of 
United  States^  These  young  men  having  di 
ered,  too  late,  the  deception  which  luid 
practised  upon  them,  after  unsuccessful  attem 
at  Hiapaniola  to  escape,  continued,  involontar 
in  an  expedition  in  which  they  were  capton 
sentenced,  and  punished  as  pirates — ^sentenced 
the  most  torturing  of  all  punishments — to  rigj 
ous  imprisonment  and  slavery,  and  are  now  groiri 
ing  under  the  weight  of  their  chains  in  the  dij 
geons  of  Carthagena.  We  are  supplicated 
relieve  those  men,  not  by  buying  them,  not 
paying  so  much  for  each  head,  as  has  been  i 
quiredand  complied  with,  in  the  case  of  capti^ 
taken  by  the  savages  of  Algiers  and  Tripoli,  \ 
merely  to  express  the  wish  of  this  country,  to  y 
Spanish  nation,  that  those  persons  should  be  | 
leased,  and  that  some  pecuniary  appropriati 
should  be  made,  to  effect  this  arrangement,  a 
restore  those  unfortunate  and  unhappy  men 
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ifceir  oalive  eoancrf  •  Sir,  from  the  report  of  the 
(oamittee.  who  bftve  iOTestigated  this  sobject, 
ind  from  toe  statemeDt  made  by  the  geDtleman 
!roai  New  York,  (Mr.  Emott,)  I  am  indaced  to 
klieve,  DOt withstanding  the  opinion  of  the  gen* 
lemsD  from  Virginia  (Mr.  Ramdolpb)  to  the 
WDtnrf ,  that  th^  men  are  not  gniity,  at  least, 

10  the  extent  which  some  gentlemen  seem  to 
lugioe. 

It  appears  that  the  preparations  for  this  ezpe- 
JitioQ  were  by  no  means  secret — they  were  made 
■  the  city  of  New  York,  in  the  face  of  day,  and, 
i  Dot  known  to  everybody,  at  least  to  a  great 
■aof.  It  appears,  also,  that  the  real  object  was 
lot  known  to  the  persons  who  enlisted,  some  of 
ikom  are  now  the  petitioners ;  that  they  wera 
iduced  to  believe  the  enterprise  was  not  unlaw- 
U)  they  did  not  know  the  character,  or  even 
Ibe  ume  of  their  leader,  until  some  time  after 
th«y  had  embarked,  and  when  it  was  not  in  their 
Dover  to  leave  him,  or  even  communicate  to  their 
imo^  It  will  be  recollected  that  statements 
kare  keen  made,  which  tend  to  produce  a  belief, 
Aat  assurances  were  given  to  those  unfortunate 
lifieiert,  that  this  expedition  was  not  contrary  to 
the  authority  and  will  of  the  Qovernment  of  the 
paited  States.  And  here  it  may  be  observed,  that 
inpressioQs  did  exist,  (and  I  confess  the  impea- 
PM  is  not  altogether  eradicated  from  my  mmd,) 
kat  some  of  the  principal  officers  of  this  Qovem- 
aeat  did  connive  at,  or  at  Wast  were  not  entirely 
igaoraui  of  the  principal  oharaoters  concerncNd, 

11  the  preparationa  which  were  making  for  this 
ppeditioo.  Thia  impression  arose,  1  presume, 
jfim  a  rariety  of  circomsUnces,  among  which 
fttf  be  mentioned  the  apparent  ffood  understand-^ 
■fi  if  out  intimacy,  between  General  Miranda 
lad  some  of  the  officers  of  Oovernment;  the  re- 
feet  shown  Miranda  by  the  President,  at  whose 
dhle,  I  am  informed,  he  was  a  guest ;  from  the 
P^  manner  in  which  the  expedition  was  fitted 
Wt;  from  the  peculiar  situation  of  affiiirs  between 
jkiscouoirv  and  Spain,  which  left  little  doubt  on 
ke  ffliod  of  many,  that  if  war  did  not  exist,  there 
IRre  strong  grounds  to  believe  that  hostilities 
lottld  soon  commence.  In  addition  to  those,  the 
prcQiostances  which  took  place  on  the  trial  of 
QpieDaBd  Smith,  in  the  city  of  New* York,  had 
Me  tendency  to  strengthen  the  suggestion.  In 
(^course  of  that  trial,  it  will  be  recollected,  by 
tf^iY  person  who  has  attended  to  it,  that  one  of 
^groaodsof  defence  setup  by  the  defendants 
*tvtbat  the  expedition  and  enterprise  was  be 
m  prepared,  and  set  on  foot,  with  the  knowl- 
jf?e  and  approbation  of  the  President  of  the 
laited  States  and  the  Secretary  of  State.  The 
|Belosare  of  this  ground  of  defence  is  sworn  to 
ifoQe  or  both  the  defendants  in  an  affidavit  made 
to  obtain  a  postponement  of  the  trial,  in  conse- 
^ee  of  the  absence  of  the  Secretary  of  State, 
^  some  other  persona,  who  were  subpoenaed  to 
^^  as  witnesses  in  behalf  of  the  defendants. 
u  vis  also  strengthened  by  the  ultimate  acquittal 
6^  those  men.  Other  circumstances,  which  1 
we  beard  from  gentlemen  of  respectability, 
^^  not  fail  of  having  some  influence. 


The  eoQclttsions,  therefore,  which  I  draw,  aret 
that  if  any  of  the  principal  officers  of  Qovcm<* 
ment  had  knowledge  of  the  object  and  extent  ef 
this  expedition,  and  those  sufferers  embarked  from 
a  conviction  of  this  knowledge^  and  from  a  belief 
that  they  were  not  acting  contrary  to  the  authority 
or  wishes  of  the  Government,  then  they  are  not 
highly  criminal,  if  criminal  at  all.  If  the  officers 
of  Government  did  not  know  the  object  and  extent 
of  this  enterprise,  but  were  deceived  as  to  the 
preparations  and  object  of  this  adventurouis  and 
artful  commander,  then,  how  much  more  likely 
is  it  that  those  young  and  ignorant  men  should 
becoaae  the  dupes  of  bis  artifice  and  design  ? 

But,  sir,  let  us  now  turn  for  a  moment  to  the 
darkest  prospect  in  this  scene ;  let  us  suppoae  all 
that  can  be  imagined ;  let  us  admit  that  those 
men  are  really  gailty ;  does  it  then  follow  thai 
their  crime  is  of  so  deep  a  dye  it  cannot  be 
washed  away— cannot  be  expiated  but  by  a  pun« 
ishntent  unknown  to  our  laws  and  the  mild  geniua 
ef  our  Government?  This,  surely, .cannot  well 
be.  Those  young  men  are  to  be  eonsidered  as 
merely  secondary  objects  in  this  transaction. 
They  are  not  of  that  description,  who,  from  th« 
iafiuence  of  wealth,  connexions,  or  intrigue,  it 
would  be  dangeromi  to  restore  to  the  bosom  of 
their  oountry.  On  the  contrary,  their  snfierinffa 
have  been  suoh  as  to  convince  them  of  the  folly 
of  their  doings,  and  their  tales  of  wo  would  deter 
othtrs  from  eafpaging  in  likeadventnrea. 

The  object  of  criminal  law  is  rather  to  prevent 
the  commission,  than  punish  those  who  have  coin* 
mitted  oflences ;  and  when  thnt  is  likely  to  be 
obtained,  even  by  mercy  itself,  policy  and  hu* 
manity  step  in  and  gently  stay  the  hand  of  the 
executioner. 

Sir,  is  it  unknown-*-is  it  untrue,  that  oflences  of 
the  highest  nature  have  been  committed  against 
this  Government?  And,  is  it  not  equally  trde 
that  pardons  have  been  extended,  not  only  to  the 
secondary  agents,  but  to  the  principal  oTOndert? 
Yes,  sir,  persoas  convicted  ot  high  ireaaoH  havo 
been  pardoned  by  the  Chief  Magistrate  of  the 
United  Slates;  nor  do  I  believe  that  any  ill  eon- 
sequences  have  arisen,  any  sentiments  of  public 
indi|[nation  excited  by  this  extension  of  mercy. 

Sir,  it  it  be  not  proper  to  pardon  in  some  oasea, 
why  give  that  power  to  your  Chief  Magistrafe  ? 
Every  State  in  the  Union  has  vested  such  a  power 
somewhere ;  and,  in  the  State  which  I  in  part 
represent,  that  power  is  frequently  and  bene» 
ficially  exercised.  Indeed,  it  is  seldom  withheld 
for  the  first  offence  of  a  capital  nature,  unless  in 
the  case  of  murder  or  some  very  highly  aggra* 
vated  crime. 

I  contend  that  the  claim  of  those  miserable  meu 
for  the  interposition  of  their  Government^  is  in  the 
nature  of  a  petition  for  pardon.  %ot,  it  is  said, 
money  is  required ;  an  appropriation  is  to  be 
made.  It  is  true,  the  pitiful  sum  of  (3,500  ia 
required ;  not  the  tenth  part  of  a  cent  per  man 
throughout  the  United  States.  And,  although  I 
am  diaposed  to  hold  a  strict  hand  over  jibe  expen- 
I  dicuces  of  the  Government,  and  guard  sacredly 
I  tha  pecuniary  interests  of  my  constituents^  yet,  I 
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must  not  forget  their  honor  and  their  generosity. 
I  should  do  erery  man  of  them  injustice  if  I  did 
not  take  upon  myself  the  responsibility  of  this 

i'ost,  this  humane  appropriation.  Upon  tne  whole, 
am  inclined  to  believe  those  men  are  not  highly 
criminal ;  but,  whether  guilty  or  not  guilty,  they 
have  suffered  enough.  The  honor  and  humanity 
of  the  nation  demands  their  liberation.  They 
should  not  be  suffered  any  longer  to  linger  out  a 
dreadful  existence  in  the  dark,  chilly  damps  of  a 
Spanish  dungeon,  writhing  under  tortures  un- 
known to  the  mild  precepts  of  our  religion,  and 
unsanctioned  by  our  laws. 

Mr.  Smilis  said  that  the  Spanish  Qoremment 
were  already  all  alive  to  tne  actions  of  this 
country,  and,  no  doubt,  jealous  of  any  appear- 
ance of  its  participation  m  Miranda's,  Burr's,  or 
any  other  expedition  against  its  territories ;  and 
no  doubt  their  jealousy  would  be  increased  when 
they  heard  a  declaration  that  there  bad  been  in 
this  Government  a  disposition  to  injure  that  na- 
tion. And  shall  we  now,  said  he,  by  an  act  of 
this  kind,  confirm  those  suspicions  which  are 
already  entertained?  And  will  you  iuTolye  the 
nation,  under  these  circumstances,  by  an  applica- 
tion in  behalf  of  these  men?  This  is  sufficient 
reason  with  roe  to  yote  against  the  resolution.  It 
is  better  that  these  men.  supposing  them  to  be 
innocent,  should  bear  with  private  hardship,  than 
that  the  public  should  receive  an  injury. 

Mr.  Pearson  observed  that  he  regretted  to 
hear  the  misrepresentation  given  to  his  language 
and  the  injustice  done  his  motives— -nothing  was 
further  from  his  intention  than  to  make  any  posi- 
tive charge  of  criminality  against  the  officers  of 
the  late  Administration  in  relation  to  this  transac- 
tion ;  he  had  only  stated  impressions,  the  grounds 
of  which  were  long  ago  before  the  public.  His 
principal  object  was  to  demonstrate  the  innocence 
of  the  men  who  now  call  for  mercy,  and  to  show 
that  if  the  officers  of  Qovernment.  with  all  the 
lights  before  them,  were  deceived  oy  this  aVl ven- 
turer, how  lyuch  more  easily  could  the  decep- 
tion be  practised  on  those  ignorant  individuals. 

Mr.  FiBK  said,  he  was  glad  to  understand  the 
explanation  given  by  the  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina  to  show  that  this  case  did  not  reflect 
upon  the  (Government  of  the  United  States;  be- 
cause he  said  he  should  suppose  it  a  reflection 
upon  the  understanding  of  any  man,  more  espe- 
cially of  a  member  of  this  House,  if  he  could, 
with  a  full  knowledge  of  all  the  eireomstancesj 
for  a  moment  believe  that  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  did  participate  in,  know  of,  or  in 
any  way  sanction  the  enterprise.    I  take  this  op- 

Krtunity,  said  Mr.  F.,  of  expressing  my  appro* 
tion  of  the  report,  and  of  filling  up  tne  blank 
with  any  suip  deemed  competent  to  relieve 
these  unfortunate  sufferers  from  a  situation  more 
wretched  than  my  power  over  the  English  lan- 
guage will  suffice  to  describe.  It  is  said  that 
these  men  are  guilty,  and  what  is  there  to  sup- 
port this  belief?  Nothing  but  the  declaration  of 
the  member  (Mr.  Ranoolpb)  who  asserts  it. 
What  constitutes  guilt?  The  oiio  atUmovrith 
which  an  act  is  performed,    what  evidence  is 


there  of  guilt  in  this  case,  more  than  that  then 
men  were  taken  on  the  coast  of  the  Spaoisb 
Main  in  an  enterprise  against  that  coloofl 
Does  it  therefore  follow,  that  they  were  guilty  1 
If  they  were  surprised  into  this  situation  agaioij 
their  wishes,  against  their  power  of  resistanee 
they  were  not  guilty.  In  giving  my  opinion  ot 
this  subject,  I  will  say,  that  it  never  fell  to  tlK 
lot  of  mortals  to  be  more  perfidiously  betrayed 
more  cunningly  dealt  with,  or  more  harshly  treat 
ed  than  those  who  now  petition  their  cooDtry-i 
their  country,  I  say,  because  they  are  entitled  h 
relief  from  us,  unless  they  have  forfeited  thei 
right  by  this  act. 

Only  one  word  will  I  say,  of  the  acquittal  o 
Smith  and  Ogden;  the  perusal  of  the  evideoet 
arguments,  and  verdict  of  the  jury  in  that  cast 
has  long  ago  convinced  my  mind  not  only  of  tbi 
propriety,  but  of  the  necessity  of  institotiog  aj 
mqoiry  for  the  purpose  of  insuring  an  impartia 
trial  by  jury. 

It  may  be,  and  has  been  asked,  how  it  was  po^ 
sible  that  a  ship  of  this  description  could  befittei 
up  in  the  face  of  day  in  New  York,  without  thi 
knowledge  of  the  Gkivernment  or  its  office^ 
The  evidence  on  the  trial  wilt  answer  this  qud 
tion.  When  it  is  recollected  that  the  vessel  vi 
owned  by  Smith  and  Ogden,  that  it  had  beej 
employed  for  some  years  in  carrying  on  a  force 
traae  with  St.  Domingo;  that  the  vessel  wa 
armed,  and  that  her  complement  was  one  hnndre 
and  twenty  men;  and,  in  addition,  that  one  of  on 
revenue  officers  was  concerned,  it  is  no  longer  | 
cause  of  surprise.  But  the  revenue  officer  actd 
with  ^reat  caution,  as  it  became  necessary  to  faj 
ther  his  designer  that  of  Miranda;  for,  had  the! 
intentions  bMn  known  in  the  city  of  New  Yorl 
they  would  have  been  defeated.  Mr.  Smi^ 
therefore  engaged  these  men,  not  in  this  entel 
prise,  but,  as  they  honestly  believed,  in  the  sei 
vice  of  their  country.  They  under6t(^d  that  thei 
were  some  to  go  to  Washington,  and  guard  th 
mail,  others  to  go  round  to  New  Orleans, and  fc 
various  purposes;  but  it  was  never  intimated  to  od 
of  them  that  they  were  to  be  employed  in  an  bo! 
tile  expedition  gainst  any  nation  whatever.  I 
was  no  very  difficult  matter  to  cover  such  a 
equipment.  Application  was  made  to  the  insoi 
ance  office  to  have  insurance  done,  not  for  a  eei 
tain  place,  but  for  a  certain  latituae.  A  eonsit 
erable  quantity  of  arms  that  were  on  board  wei 
got  on  board  unknown  to  the  Government  or  \ 
the  officers  of  the  port,  as  they  were  not  iosertc 
in  the  manifest.  It  was  unknown  to  the  sufferei 
what  was  the  destination  of  the  army  till  th 
19th  of  February,  when  they  made  the  island  < 
Jacquemel.  To  their  utmost  astonishment  the 
then  found  themselves  driven  in  a  different  dire 
tion  from  that  which  they  expected.  They  remoi 
Btrated,  and  attempted  to  escape,  but  in  vain.  The 
were  compelled  to  so  on  board  the  Leander,  und) 
the  authority  of  Miranda  and  Captain  Lewi 
Another  circumstance  of  weight  in  their  favor  i 
that,  in  the  trial  which  was  had  at  Cataccas,  tl 
evidence  produced  against  them  was  not  sufi 
cient,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Spanish  Qovernmeii 
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to  coDTiet  tbem  of  haying  knowiof  ly  taken  a 
part  in  thb  business.  The  officers  being  acces- 
sary to  it,  were  exeeoted.  Bat,  inasmueh  as  it 
was  DMessary  to  hold  up  an  example^  not  so  much 
to  foreigners,  as  to  their  own  citizens,  it  was 
foand  necessary  to  punisb'and  coafine  these  peti- 
tiooers.  If  it  appears  to  this  committee  that  these 
men  are  innocent,  are  we  not  wilhngto  interpose 
for  their  relief  f  If  I  did  for  a  momen  t  believe,  that 
they  were  guilty,  or  had  any  doubt  that  they  were 
iimoceDt,  I  would  not  adTooate  their  cause.  But, 
beiieriog,  as  I  do  from  a  thorough  acquaintance 
with  the  facts,  that  they  were  entirely  innocent 
of  any  intention  of  carrying  on  a  hostile  expedi- 
tioa  against  any  nation  or  against  the  laws  of 
their  country,  that  they  were  betrayed  by  the  arts 
of  men  who  ouffht  to  haye  suffered  more  than 
they  yet  have,  I  am  willing  to  assent  to  this 
resolalion. 

Mr.  J.  O.  Jackson  said,  he  recollected  that 
when  the  subject  was  under  consideration  before, 
he  had  an  objection  to  the  motion ;  that  he  saw 
an  evident  impropriety  in  squandering  money  on 
these  persons,  whilst  the  old  soldiers  of  the  Revo- 
lution were  yet  unprovided  for  and  in  distress. 
Bat,  said  Mr.  J.,  if  the  statement  made  by  the 
gentleman  from  North  Carolina  (Mr.  Pb arson) 
he  correct,  we  ought  to  indemnify  them.  There 
are  cases  in  precedent.  Captain  Little  made  a 
mistake  in  the  character  of  a  national  vessel,  and 
the  Government  remunerated  the  expense  occa- 
sioned b^  the  error.  If  the  Gh)yernment  has  by 
any  connivance  or  act  of  theirs  encouraged  an 
armament  within  the  United  States,  they  ought 
Dot  only  to  indemnify  the  sufferers  but  to  make  a 
full  inquiry  into  the  facts.  I  do  not  know  the 
method  of  doing  it,  but  I  believe  if  there  was  any 
manner  of  bringing  the  gentleman  to  the  bar  to 
exhibit  and  substantiate  his  charge,  it  ought,  to  be 
done.  I  ^ould  ask,  if  any  new  testimony  is  forth- 
coming in  addition  to  that  on  which  the  House 
It  the  last  session^  made  a  solemn  decision  ? 

Mr.  McKiM  said,  that  he  had  not  the  honor  of 
t  seat  in  the  last  Congress,  and  consequently 
eoald  not  be  expected  to  have  any  knowledge  of 
what  was  then  done. 

Mr.  Bacon  said,  that  the  gentleman  from  Vir- 
fiiiia  (Mr.  J.  G.  Jackson)  could  not  be  serious 
in  his  observations,  as  to  what  had  fallen  from 
the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina.  If  indeed, 
tke  gentleman  would  state  a  thin^  upon  his  own 
responsibility,  -in  a  form  in  which  the  House 
eoold  act  upon  it,  it  ought  to  be  noticed.  He 
MieTed,  however,  that  the  gentleman  would  not 
Bodertake  to  make  such  a  statement;  he  must 
IttTe  too  much  respect  for  himself  to  do  it.  Mr. 
B.  said,  he  believed  that  if  the  proposition  for 
the  relief  of  these  poor  fellows  was  lost,  it  would 
be  by  means  of  the  gentleman's  speech  in  their 
iiTor,  and  he  was  extremely  sorry  for  it. 

Mr.  Macon  expressed  bi«  disapprobation  of  the 
Banner  in  which  Mr.  Jaokson  had  noticed  Mr. 
PBAasoN's  remarks.  He  regretted  much  that  his 
coUeagoe  had  used  such  words  }  and  be  was  sorry 
that  flQch  comments  bad  been  made  upon  them. 
He  had  heard  such  things  before  $  he  heard  them 


last  session,  and  those  who  took  part  in  them 
were  as  tired  of  the  business  as  those  who  were 
compelled  to  hear  them.  It  is  well  known, 
said  Mr.  M.,  that  I  am  not  in  the  babit  of  making 
invidious  remarks ;  but  I  will  observe,  that  my 
colleague  (Mr.  Peabson)  has  not  long  taken  his 
seat  in  the  House,  and,  being  a  young  member, 
that  a  little  forbearance  on  his  part  would  be  very 
proper. 

Mr.  J.  Q.  Jackson  said,  he  had  not  reprehended 
the  gentleman's  remarks.  He  meant  to  say  that 
if  thejr  were  correct,  (and  the  House  ought  to  in- 
quire into  their  correctness,)  he  should  come  to  a 
very  different  conclusion  oathis  proposition  from 
what  he  otherwise  should. 

Mr.  Macon  said  it  had  not  been  the  practice  of 
the  House  to  call  to  the  bar  of  the  House  anj  mem*- 
ber  for  what  be  should  say  in  debate.  If  I  (said 
Mr.M.)  believed  that  the  President  had  connived 
at  an  act  which  I  do  not  hesitate  to  avow  that  I 
believe  he  did  not,  I  should  feel  myself  justified 
in  stating  it  I  for  my  part  never  will  give  one 
cent  of  money  out  of  the  pockets  of  those  whona 
I  represent,  for  the  relief  oif  those  who  would  en- 
list with  Miranda  or  any  other  foreigner.  Gen- 
tlemen may  talk  about  the  innocence  of  these 
men.  I  do  not  believe  that  they  were  innocent. 
They  knew  what  they  were  about;  the  papers  of 
the  day  were  filled  with  accounts  of  the  great 
fortunes  which  thev  were  to  make,  the  hope  of 
which  no  doubt  inauced  great  fuirt  of  them  to 
go  on  the  enterprise.  In  proportion  to  the  free- 
dom of  men,  and  of  course  to  their  power  of 
intriguing,  ought  we  to  guard  against  such  men 
as  these.  I  fed  no  compassion  for  them,  no  more 
than  I  would  for  a  man  about  to  be  hung  for  a 
crime  which  merited  the  punishment  of  death. 
1  might  feel  compassion  for  such  a  man  when 
seeing  him  going  to  the  place  of  execution ;  but  I 
would  never  put  my  hand  to  a  petition  for  the 
pardon  of  a  man  who  had  committed  murder. 
Their  own  word  is  taken  for  their  innocence. 
Take  his  own  word  for  it,  and  no  man  was  ever 
guiltv.  Remember,  sir,  how  many  conmracies 
you  nave  already  had  in  this  country.  They  be- 
gan ten  years  ago  to  disturb  the  country ;  and  yec 
these  offenders  are  to  be  called  peaceable  and  Inof- 
fensive men !  The  history  of  all  free  Qovern** 
meats  exhibits  the  same  thing.  I  have  no  feeU 
ing  for  them,  I  repeat.  I  do  not  want  them  back. 
I  wish  that  they  and  all  other  citizens  of  thi| 
country,  rich  or  poor,  who  would  follow  the  Mi- 
randas, or  any  other  adventurers,  were  out  of  it; 
If  all  these  men,  except  Captain  Lewis  and  Miran- 
da, were  innocent,  tney  have  very  little  of  that 
American  feeling  which  characterizes  our  citi- 
zens and  seamen  in  general,  or  they  would  have 
knocked  their  employers  overboard  when  they 
could  get  to  a  place  where  they  could  do  it  se- 
curely. If  their  failing  to  do  so  is  no  proof  of 
their  guilt,  they  have  been  convicted  of  the  crime, 
and  that  is  certainly  some  proof.  It  is  true  they 
were  treated  not  qaite  so  bad  or  a  little  worse 
than  those  who  were  hung — for  I  am  at  a  loss 
CO  say  which  fate  I  should  have  choson. 
«   Sir,  there  appears  to  be  more  interest  excited 
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on  this  qQeafidn  than  erer  was  for  the  fate  of  any 
of  the  many  American  seamen  whipped  to  death 
on  board  British  ships  of  war.  Why  all  this  sen- 
sibility for  this  sort  of  people  ?  I  do  not  want 
them,  sir.  They  were  employed  to  go— where? 
With  Miranda,  they  did  not  know  where.  I  do 
not  believe  that  any  man  in  the  nation  could  be 
fltupid  enough  to  believe  ail  th«  stories  that  are 
saia  to  have  been  told  them ;  that  they  were  to 
be  pat  on  board  a  ship  to  go  to  Washington,  to 
guard  the  mail  to  New  Orleans ;  as  though  men 
could  be  put  on  board  a  ship  with  a  large  armed 
force  for  that  purpose.  Those  who  have  more 
faith  than  I  may  give  credit  to  tho  tale. 

We  have  had  a  great  deal  of  law  on  this  sub- 
ject, sir,  as  we  often  have ;  and  I  would  not  care 
tAac  I  had  a- little  of  it,  for  I  think  it  helps  out  a 
bad  cause.  It  h  said  that  the  law  only  punishes 
Ihe  intention.  I  say  we  have  nothing  to  do  with 
these  men  or  the  degree  of  their  crime.  They 
are  at  Carthacena,  and  there  let  them  stay. 

We  are  asked  to  appropriate  $3,500,  for  the 

Jurpose  of  sending  for  them.  Is  it  possible  that 
3,500  will  be  sufficient  to  send  a  negotiator  to 
negotiate  with  the  Junta,  with  Ferdinand,  or  with 
Joseph  ?  If  it  is,  we  shall  send  a  Minister  at  Ir ss 
expense  than  we  have  ever  done  before.  But  put 
down  fifty  cents  in  the  appropriation  bill,  and  it 
will  be  as  adequate  as  any  sum  you  can  name. 
Be^in  the  work,  and  you  must  finish  it ;  that  is 
the  short  and  long  of  it.  It  is  not  the  money, 
though  a  very  good  thing  in  a  Government,  that 
I  object  to.  I  want  all  American  citizens  to  Know  i 
that  if  they  engage  in  any  nefarious  transactiooa. 
by  which  their  fellow-citizens  majr  be  involveo 
in  war.  the  nation  will  not  extend  its  hand  to  te- 
lieve  tnera  from  any  difficulty  they  may  get  iota 
Let  them  follow  Burr,  Miranda,  or  any  cme  else. 
Had  share  their  fate*  The  responsibility  is  as 
l^eat  if  you  take  a  cent  from  the  Tseasury  as  if 
you  take  a  million.  I  am  a  thorough«going  Com- 
mittee of  Claims  man ;  I  will  not  pay  «  cent  but 
on  prineiple. 

In  the  neighborhood  in  which  I  live  we  scarcely 
know  law ;  nut,  as  I  understand,  a  man  will  be 
hong  for  stealing  a  horse.  And  notwithstanding 
all  the  fine-spun  theories  on  the  gradation  of  pvn^ 
ishments,  I  believe  that  there  are  more  rogues 
elsewhere  than  with  us,  where  we  now  and  then 
hang  a  man.  I  always  have  contended  that  the 
power  of  pardon  is  one  which  in  the  nature  of  it 
will  be  abused.  1  had  rather  always  give  men 
a  chance,  and  let  them  run  away.  * 

We  are  told,  too,  that  these  men  were  opposed 
to  going  on  board.  If  so,  how  did  they. get  on 
board?  Could  they  not  have  applied  for  a  writ 
of  habeas  corpus?  Were  there.no  lawyers,  jus- 
ik/H  of  peace,  or  judges  in  the  city  of  New  York-<«> 
or  were  they  so  totally  ignorant  of  the  laws  cyf 
their  country  that  they  did  not  apply  for  it  ?  The 
committee  have  told  us  that  they  are  under  a 
persuasion  that  the  allegations  oif  these  men  were 
true.  This  however  seems  to  be  wholly  a  matter 
t>f  faith,  for  they  have  given  the  House  no  docu- 
ments on  which  thev  grounded  their  belief.  Sir, 
I  have  no  faith.    I  believe  if  they  did  not  want 


to  go  on  board  they  would  hare  got  a  writ  of  hi 
beas  corpus  or  some  other  relief. 

This  project  of  the  invasion  of  Sooth  Ameri« 
is  about  twenty  years  Old ;  something  like  i 
England,  what  was  a  popular  theme  amongf  tbl 
common  people,  getting  rich  in  the  war  by  Sptd 
ish  prizes.   And  whenever  we  go  to  Sooth  Amei^ 
ca,  we  shall  set  rich  just  in  the  same  way.    Hoi| 
was  it  possible  that  in  such  a  city  as  New  Tori 
where  people  frequently  meet  and  eonrerse  on 
with  another,  pet^le  should  be  so  totally  ignorai 
of  their  rights  as  to  sufier  themselves  to  be  p^ 
on  board  a  vessel  without  their  eonaent  by  Gre^ 
eral  Miranda,  who  had  not  been  here  more  tb4 
six  months?    I  do  not  doobt  the  sincerity  of 
faith  of  other  gentlemen ;  bnt  I  most  have 
own.    The  same  story  does  not  appear  to  ha 
been  held  out  to  any  three  of  them ;  but  th 
men  are  all  together,  and  have  an  opportonity 
compare  notes ;  and  it  seems  that  tMy  agree  t' 
Qeneral  Miranda,  who  was  at  the  head  of 
gang,  a^eumed  the  name  of  Martin.    If  these 
were  so  averse  to  the  Spanish  expedition,  wi 
had  they  not  common  sense  ?    They  would  ibi 
have  told  the  Spanish  Government  that  tbd 
were  trepanned  and  had  in  vain  attempted 
make  their  escape,  being  compelled  to  serve  i 
Miranda's  expedition.    They  might  then  all,  < 
many  of  them,  have  escaped  ponishment. 

I  had  thought  that  the  British  Gkirernment  hi 
owned  Miranda — and  I  believe  the  late  Ad  mini 
tration  never  were  charged,  whatever  else  was  i 
leged  a^inst  them,  with  acting  in  concert  wii 
the  British  Government;  and  fthooght  thstti 
exposure  of  this  transaction  on  the  trial  of  S 
Home  Popham  had  completely  cleared  the  Amei 
can  Government  from  any  sospicton  of  an  agem 
in  it. 

It  hias  been  said  tliac  these  men  are  Americai 
and  entitled  to  the  protection  of  the  natioo. 
do  not  doubt  that  they  are  Amerieans  by  birtl 
but  they  have  not  American  feelings.  I  thii 
less  of  such  men  than  I  do  of  the  foreigner  natn 
ized  hera.  and  who  yet  fisels  for  the  country  of 
birth.  This  Government  was  too  free  for  th 
and  they  wished  to  attach  tbeaaselves  to  the  f( 
tunes  of^a  foreign  despoc  They  did  so;  and  I  a 
unwilling  to  nive  one  ecntof  the  public  money 
relieve-them  irom  the  situation  in  which  they  bii 
placed  themselves. 

On  a  motion  that  the  Committee  rise,  the 
were  for  it  fiAy«two,  against  it  fifty-oae.  Tl 
Chairman  tied  the  vote.  I 

The  Committee  refused  to  fill  the  UaolL  \ 
to  38.   The  resolution  was  then  agreed  to,  43  to  4 

The  Committee  having  risen  and  reported,  tl 
House  adjourned. 


Wednebdat,  June  14. 

Mr.  NiwTOSf,  from  the  Committee  of  Con 
merce  and  ManufaeMires,  presented  a  bill  to  t 
lioquish  and  remit  the  claim  of  the  United  Sta« 
to  any  moneys  arising  from  the  condemnation  { 
the  ship  Clara,  late  the  property  of  Andrew  Ffl 
ter  and  Jacob  P.  Qiraad ;  which  was  read  twi^ 
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id  committed  to  n  Commiltee  of  the  Whole  to- 
ornw, 

Mr.  Newton,  from  the  same  committee,  to 
iiom  wts  referred  the  petition  of  Andrew  Fos- 
ttnd  Jacob  P.  Giraud,  also  reported  a  detailed 
it«meot  of  the  facts  relating  to  the  case  of  the 
(liiiooers ;  which  was  read,  and  referred  to  the 
tm«  Committee  of  the  Whole. 
Od  motion  of  Mr.  Morbow,  the  Committee  on 
«  Pablic  Lands  were  discharged  from  the  fur- 
ter  eossideratioD  of  the  report  of  the  (JoTemor 
Ml  Jadges  of  the  Territory  of  Michigan,  referred 
ttbem  on  the  sixth  instant. 

MARITIME  JURISDICTIOjr. 
Mr.  Da  HA  observed  on  the  importance  of  dis- 
Dciljr  ascertaining  the  maritime  jurisdictional 
Be  of  the  United  States.  He  said  that  the  pres- 
itdutaoce  from  shore,  within  which  immunity 
om  belligerent  search  was  allowed,  was  a  mart- 
me  league.  He  beliered  that,  as  respected  the 
iterest  of  ihe  United  Slates,  it  was  at  the  option 
fGoreroment,  without  any  stipulation  by  treaty, 
)  lake  a  wider  ra  nge.  As  respected  the  distance 
fa  marine  league  from  the  shores  of  immunity 
Dm  capture,  it  might  be  claimed  m  any  case  by 
le  Goremment  of  this  country,  and  by  all  neu* 
il  Powers;  but  for  the  purposes  of  Qovernment 
M  without  being  pledged  to  any  other  Power, 
ecoQieDded  that  Uovernment  had  another  claim 
licb  it  might  assume  wheneYer  it  considered 
icipedieDL  Immunity  from  belligerent  seizures 
light  be  claimed  for  a  maritime  league  in  every 
ipposable  case  by  a  neutral  Power.  Beyond  the 
Ktance  of  a  maritime  league,  in  fa?or  of  com* 
itrte  or  public  reyenue,  it  was  at  our  option  to 
stead  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  Slates  over 
B  a&chorage  grounds  contiguous,  and  over  all 
k  waters  within  the  headlands  along  the  shore. 
fiewiag  it  as  an  optionary  privilege  which  the 
loTeroment  of  the  United  States  might  ezer* 
lie,  he  thought  it  would  be  clearly  for  their  bea' 
il » (0  do.  He  said  it  would  doubtless  be  ra« 
aliected,  that  we  had  often  heard  much  of  the 
iiole&t  death  of  Pierce,  and  similar  aggressions, 
ntwe  had  heard  of  no  attempt  to  prevent  such 
ifotare.  His  object  would  be  to  prevent  a  re- 
RBteoce  of  sueh  eolliaions.  In  order  to  bring 
^  subject  before  ^he  House  in  such  a  manner 
iicoalil  not  possibly  affect  any  negotiation  now 
Mrryiog on,  he  moved  as  follows: 

iaohed.  That  a  eommittee  be  appointed  to  inqube 
^the  propriety  of  adopting  any  lagislativa  proviaion 
jj||(cuag  the  ex  toot  of  the  maritime  piecincls  of  the 
wed  States,  and  the  safeguard  of  navigation  within 
« itffle,  and  whether,  in  addition  to  the  existing  pro- 
^  against  captures  within  a  maritime  league  nom 
^  put  of  the  ehores,  it  would  be  proper,  by  law,  to 
Kl^riie  the  President  of  the  United  States,  for  the 
^b  of  the  commercial  interests  or  revenue  thereof, 
j^  caunng  reasonable  notification  to  be  given,  when 
''ttydeem  ft  expedient,  to  prohibit  foreign  armed 
^**tk  from  seising  or  molesting  any  coasting  vessel 
^|*|rtbant  vessels  bound  to  or  from  the  United  States, 
^tver  the  aame  may  be  in  any  of  the  roadsteads  of 
«  Dotted  Stetes,  or  in  any  other  waters  within  sight 
<f  UadfUid  witluii.linss  extending  from  one  cape  or 


headland  to  another,  along  the  coasts  of  the  United 
States;  and  that  the  committee  have  leave  to  report 
by  UU  or  otherwiss. 

The  House  agreed  to  consider  the  motion — 51 
to  20;  and  passed  it  without  debate — 59  to  21. 

Messrs.  Uana,  Root,  Whitman,  Cobb,  and 
McKbb,  were  appointed  a  committee  parsuant  to 
the  said  resolution. 

MIRANDA'S  EXPEDITION. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  McKm,  the  House  resumed 
the  consideration  of  the  unfinished  business  of 
yesterday,  being  the  following  resolution: 

RiMohed,  That  the  Prasidsni  of  the  United  Statss 
be  requested  to  adopt  the  most  immediate  and  office 
dotts  means  in  his  power  to  obtain  the  liberation  of 
the  prisoners,  ifU  sKail  appear  to  Me  eoHefaetion  thai 
they  were  involuntarily  arawn  into  the  unlawful  et^ 
terprise  in  whieh  they  were  engaged^  and  that  — — 
doUais  be  appropriated  to  that  purpose. 

Mr.  Upbam  moved  to  strike  out  the  words  xm 
italics.—- Motion  lost— ayes  35. 

Mr.  Ro8B  said  he  had  revolved  this  snbject  ia 
his  mind  with  a  view  to  deciding  his  vote  on  \u 
At  first  it  had  appeared  to  him  somewhat  doubt- 
ful whether  it  would  be  proper  to  take  any  mes* 
sures  to  rescue  our  unfortunate  fellow-citizens. 
The  first  objection  to  this  measure  which  pe* 
sented  itself  to  me,  said  Mr.  R.,  was,  that  it  mij^ht 
probably  produce  an  efifect  calculated  to  bring 
others  into  similar  situations,  a  ad  operate  as  an 
encouragement  to  such  expeditions.  The  nest 
objection  which  occurred  to  me  was,  that  it  might 
be  proper,  on  an  occasion  of  this  kind,  that  an  ex* 
ample  should  be  exhibited  to  the  citizens  of  Amer* 
ica  to  show  that,  whenever  they  attempted  to 
commit  the  peace  of  their  country,  they  would  be 
abandoned  to  their  fate.  Further  reflection,  how* 
ever,  satisfied  my  mind  that  neither  of  those  ob* 
jeetioBs  is  wifileient  to  induce  us  to'  reject  the 
resolmion  now  under  consideration. 

A%  to  the  first  objection,  that  it  might  hold  out 
an  encourgement  to  others  to  set  out  on  stmilaT 
expeditions,  I  think  the  severity  with  which  those 
nnfortnnate  persons  have  been  punished,  the  suf-« 
fertngs  they  have  undergone,  the  death  of  [lart  of 
their  companions,  have  been  sueh  a  warning  to 
our  fellow-citizens,  that  nothing  is  required  hot 
that  those  soffisrings  should  be  made  known  to 
the  country  to  hold  up  a  warning  to  future  ad  ven« 
tnrers.  Uow  could  this  fatal  precedent  operate 
with  equal  force  as  by  procuring  a  retnm  or  those 
anfortanate  men  to  tell  the  mournful  tale  to  their 
friends,  to  tell  the  difference  between  the  wise 
and  mild  administration  of  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  and  the  liberty  of  the  citizens  under  it,  and 
the  administration  ot  those  of  the  despotic  govern* 
ment  oader  which  they  were  punished.  A  lesson 
would  be  taught  such  as  could  be  taught  perhaps 
in  no  other  way,  and  which  would  produce  esaU 
tttary  effect  on  the  minds  of  out:  citizens,  receiving 
wisdom  from  the  mouths  of  those  who  had  ol^ 
tained  it  hy  fatal  experience.  In  that  point  of 
view  I  feel  disposed  to  listen  to  their  prayer. 

Another  objecrioo  to  this  proposition  was,  that 
it  was  necessary  on  this  occaaion  that  an  exampla 
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should  be  made,  aad  tbat  this  GbvernmenC  should 
show  to  the  world  that  they  disapprove  of  pro- 
ceedings of  this  kindj  and  therefore  they  ought  to 
be  abandoned  to  their  fate.  Have  not  examples 
been  made?  Have  not  ten  of  those  men  atoned 
for  their  offence  by  their  lives,  their  heads  being 
stuck  on  pikes  and  carried  through -the  country  ? 
Great  indeed  must  be  that  thirst  for  example, 
haughty  and  proud  that  unrelenting  spirit^  which 
can  be  appeased  by  no  atonement  or  this  kind. 
To  me  it  would  appear  that  atonement  was  made 
by  the  execution  of  ten  individuals ;  and  that  by 
the  punishment  inflicted  on  the  survivors,  atone- 
ment has  been  made  sufficient  to  satisfy  the  least 
humane  member  of  society.  I  therefore  suppose 
that  the  example  is  already  made,  and  the  men 
are  sufficiently  abandoned  to  the  fate  which  they 
i>rought  upon  themselves. 

Before  I  sit  down,  sir,  I  will  endeavor  to  take 
notice  of  some  of  tne  observations  made  in  the 
course  of  yesterday,  when  this  subject  was  under 
discussion.    I  am  well  aware  that  men  conscious 
of  their  own  virtue  and  integrity  have  less  sensi- 
bility than  those  who  feel  their  own  failings^  to- 
wards the  misfortunes  of  others.    And  while  I 
admire  the  firmness  of  the  nerve  that  is  steeled  to 
all  the  feelings  which  actuate  the  human  heart,  I 
cannot  for  myself  avoid  those  sensations  which 
are  so  intimately  bound  round  our  hearts  by  na- 
ture's hands.    If,  therefore,  in  my  vote  I  shall  err 
in  the  opinion  of  cool  reason,  unadulterated  by 
the  finer  feelings  of  the  heart,  I  shall  find  conso- 
lation for  the  error  in  the  satisfaction  of  my  own 
breast.    I  know  that  in  Governments  it  is  right 
to  be  actuated  by  principles  of  policy  and  a  sound 
exercise  of  reason.    But  a  question  has  arisen 
whether  it  be  sound  policy  to  adopt  the  resolution. 
None  of  the  gentlemen  who  have  spoken  have 
satisfied  my  mind  tbat  it  is  objectionable  on  that 
ground.    It  seems  from  the  observations  of  the 
gentleman  from  North  Carolina,  (Mr.  Macon,) 
whom  I  congratulate  on  his  feelings,  that   he 
views  the  ebullitions  of  youth  and  the  follies  of 
inexperience  with  indifference.    He  will  not  hold 
out  the  hand  to  the  child  which  has  been  led  into 
difficulty.    I  congratniate  the  man  who  possesses 
those  kind  of  feelings.    It  would  with  propriety 
in  my  opinion  be  said  that  the  gentleman  might 
wish  he  was  acquainted  with  law,  supposing  it 
ealculated  to  support  a  bad  cause.    The  caase  in 
which  he  was  speaking  required  such  support, 
and  therefore  his  desire  is  not  an  unnatural  one. 
What  were  the  objections  which  were  made? 
Were  they  of  a  singular  kind  or  were  they  bot- 
tomed on  sound  principles  of  policy  ?    To  what 
part  of  the  able  argument  of  the  eentleman  can 
you  turn  your  attention  and  say,  that  therefore  it 
was  impolitic  to  proceed  on  the  resolution  on  your 
table  ?    I  endeavored  to  attend  to  everything  said 
by  the  gentleman,  and  perceived  nothing  in  what 
be  said  which  had  the  least  tendency  to  show 
that  it  was  an  impolitic  measure.    Was  it  pre- 
tended that  it  could  place  the  Government  in  an 
improper  situation  ?    It  has  been  said  that  it  is 
taking  money  out  of  the  pocket  t>f  the  Govern- 
ment to  relieve  villains.  This  is  assuming  a  point  \ 


I  would  call  misfortunes  by  a  milder  naiD< 
I  would  say  it  was  to  relieve  men  led  by  tbefoUi^ 
df  youth,  and  misled  by  men  some  of  whom  wei 
of  high  repute  in  the  country.  When  you  pla^ 
the  question  in  this  point  of  view,  it  appears  \ 
me  that  it  wears  a  very  different  aspect.  1  wou| 
not  with  the  gentleman  say  that  I  would  lakeawa 
the  power  ot  pardon,  that  I  would  not  leave 
power  of  clemency  because  it  might  be  abuse 
This  would  do  away  all  law,  because  all  laws 
protect  innocence  are  liable  to  abuse.  It  wooj 
go  to  the  root  of  legislation  itself.  | 

I  would  not  object  to  the  principles  of  the  re 

oluiion,  because  there  were  mingled  in  it  some 

the  principles  of  mercy.    I  know  that  stern  virt 

may  plume  itself  on  sitting  aloof  from  the  fra 

ties  01  human  nature :  but  I  also  know  that  ere 

man  who  has  had  occasion  to  associate  with  li 

fellow-creatures  has  had  frequent  opportunities 

knowing  the  necessity  of  making  great  allowanc 

to  each  other.    When  Col.  Smith,  a  man  high 

the  estimation  of  his  country,  and  appoioted 

high  and  respectable  office,  launched  into  t^ 

scheme,  and  others  who  are  not  generally  knov 

when  these  persons  engaged  in  a  plan  to  entr 

men  into  their  schemes,  shall  it  be  said  that  m 

so  entrapped  had  acted  like  villains?    Will  ge 

tlemen  say  if  these  innocent  men  have  been  1 

away  by  the  machinations  of  wicked  men,  th 

we  should  abandon  them  to  their  fate '?   1  bo 

in  this  country  there  is  too  much  feeling  fort 

frailties  of  human  nature  generally,  ever  to  sai 

tion  such  a  doctrine.    Were  this  case  stated 

the  people  of  the  United  States,  and  an  sp 

made  to  their  feelings,  I  venture  to  pronounce  tl 

three-fourths  of  all  our  fellow-citizens  would 

in  favor  of  our  making  exertions  for  the  rel 

of  these  men.    They  were  not  in  the  secret  of 

expedition.     The  gentleman  from  New  Yoi 

(Mr.  Emott,)  who  spoke  in  a  very  clear  manni 

showed  that  they  were  blindfolded,  carried  ii^ 

the  scheme  without  knowing  its  object.    It  n^ 

he  said  that  it  was  their  duty  and  business  toknc 

it.    Sir,  no  prudential  motives  influence  yod 

men  in  ffeneral.    Do  you  expect  from  them  ca 

duct  different  from  their  nature  ?    Young  d 

are  always  aspiring,  enterprising.    They  wd 

under  the  influence  of  Col.  Smith,  Mr.  Ogd^ 

Captain  Lewis,  and  Mr.  Kink;  led  into  a  measu 

from  which  they  were  induced  to  expect  ma 

benefit,  inasmucn  as  theyr  were  to  be  w«il  dresaj 

fed,  and  to  hare  no  fighting  to  do.    They  did  o 

inquire  how  it  was  to  be  accomplished,  becao 

they  saw  Mr.  Ogden  employing  an  independe 

fortune  on  this  plan.    It  he  would  launch  1 

fortune  in  the  enterprise^  was  it  to  be  suppoa 

that  young  men  would  inquire  deeply  into  t 

matter  ?    Neither  till  they  had  been  on  board 

the  Leander  six  days,  did  one-third  of  them  s 

Miranda.    He  never  appeared  to  any  of  th^ 

persons  at  all  till  they  were  placed  on  ship-boaj 

Thev  were  carried  to  Jacquemel,  and  then  s^ 

too  late,  they  were  destined  to  a  purpose  whij 

they  had  not  understood.  i 

Gentlemen  say  that  the  pretences  on  whij 
these  men  were  engaged  wer«  too  ridiculous  i 
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belief.  Was  there  not  reason  to  believe  that  there 
was  dangpr  in  oar  southwest  country  ?  And  if 
so,  was  it  extraordinary  that  a  guard  should  be 
wanted  for  the  mail  1  Others  were  led  to  believe 
that  (hey  were  to  do  other  acts  ;  but  till  they  ar- 
rived at  Jacquemel  they  had  no  idea  what  was 
ibeir  destination  ;  and  after  they  arrived  there 
they  were  not  told  the  design  of  the  expedition, 
that  it  was  to  revolutionize  the  provinces,  or  what 
was  the  nature  of  the  expedition.  Here  however 
wbeo  they  attempted  to  rescue  themselves  from 
ibeirsiiuation, they  were  closely  guarded,  and  kept 
under  strict  discipline.  A  part  of  them  attempted 
to  make  their  escape,  but  after  passing  ten  miles 
were  OTertaken  and  sent  back  to  their  ship.  Here 
ibea  is  evidence  beyond  doubt  that  these  young 
men  nerer  entered  into  this  enterprise  witn  any 
view  to  attack  the  Spanish  territory.  Perhaps, 
according  to  the  opinion  of  some  gentlemen,  a  man 
may  be  guilty  without  knowing  of  his  crime ; 
but,  accordiog  to  my  ideas,  a  man  must  be  con« 
scious  that  he  is  about  to  commit  some  evil  act, 
to  stamp  criminality  on  his  proceedings..  Thus 
the  leaders  who  conducted  tnis  enterprise  were 
guilty,  and  it  is  a  misfortune  to  the  country  that 
they  were  not  brought  to  punishment.  We  see 
these  subordinate  persons  abandoned  by  the  men 
who  deluded  them;  we  see  them  lingering  in 
dungeons  without  clothing,  and  perishing  for  want 
of  the  common  sustenance  of  life.  Can  any  Amer- 
ican, any  man  possessing  feelings  common  to  the 
human  heart,  say  that  he  can  view  them  without 
seDsatioQ^  of  pity  ?  The  American  captains  who 
ha?e  been  there,  advanced  them  money  out  of 
their  own  pockets;  they  could  not  see  their  dis- 
tress without  shedding  tears.  And  shall  this 
Boose  steel  itself  against  those  sensations  ?  Shall 
it  say  ia  cold  laconic  terms  "  let  the  villains  suf- 
fer.''  My  language  should  be— 

**  Teach  me  to  feel  another's  wo. 

To  hide  the  &ulto  I  see ; 

That  mercy  I  to  others  show. 

That  mercy  show  to  me." 
I  call  upon  the  fathers  of  the  people,  who  now 
alone  can  help  thein^  to  step  forwara*  For  what 
good  will  you  suffer  them  to  expire  in  these 
duDffeoQs  ?  Why  l€t  them  remain  there  to  be 
iosuTted  and  onpressed  by  a  domineering  people  ? 
I  hope  we  shaU  not  do  it.  Shall  it  be  said  that 
the  paltry  sum  of  three  thousand  five  hundred 
dollars  shall  be  an  obstacle  to  the  relief  of  those 
men?  I  hope,  sir,  that  we  shall  not  act  on  the 
cool  maxims  oi  policy  laid  down  by  the  gentleman 
who  oppose  it.  The  adoption  of  it  will  return 
these  persons  to  the  bosoms  of  their  friends  and 
ramilies  to  tell  the  dreadful  tale  to  their  country- 
men, to  warn  them  of  the  daiiger  of  entering  into 
expeiditions  against  the  pnblic  peace,  and  teach 
them  the  difference  between  the  mild  laws  of  the 
United  States  and  the  despotic  laws  of  other 
countries.  It  will  teach  them  ajesson  calculated 
to  produce  much  good,  in  my  opinion,  and  to  do 
Qo  harm. 

Mr.  Tatlor  said  if  he  could  view  this  subject 

iQ  the  light  in  which  it  had  been  viewed  by  most 

of  its  advocates,  and  particolady  by  the  gentle- 

llthCoN.  IstSsss.— 10 


man  from  North  Carolina,  (Mr.  Pearson,)  he 
should  think  it  was  the  duty  of  this  Government 
to  make  exertion  for  the  release  of  these  people; 
but  even  then  he  should  inquire  whether  any  ex- 
ertion in  their  favor  would  not  rather  do  them  an 
injury  than  a  service ;  for  it  would  be  recollected 
that  every  gentleman  who  had  spoken  seemed  to 
consider  the  mercy  which  was  asked  to  depend 
upon  and  to  be  bestowed  by  the  United  States. 
Were  I  a  Spaniard,  and  attended  the  debate  in 
this  House,  I  should  think  that  gentlemen  in  favor 
of  the.  resolution  contemplated  an  infraction  of 
the  rights  of  the  nation  before  whose  courts,  and 
by  whose  laws  these  men  were  condemned.— 
These  fine  appeals  to  mercy  and'humanity  would 
apply  well  before  the  Power  possessing  the  right 
to  bestow  mercy,  but  are  not  applicable  to  the 
feelings  proper  to  be  exercised  on  this  occasion 
by  this  House.  I  say  that  it  is  one  of  the  attri* 
butjBs  of  Government  to  punish  those  who  hav« 
infringed  or  broken  the  laws  of  the  country* 
These  people  have  been  condeoHied  by  a  Spanish 
tribu(iaj;  it  is  by  that  Government  alone  that 
mercy  is  to  be  shown;. and  an  exertion  by  this 
House  in  attemptiog  to  bestow  mercy  upon  these 
people  is  an  infringement  of  that  right.  I  chal* 
lenge  gentlemen  to  show  me  an  instance  in  the 
annals  of  diplomacy  of  a  like  nature  with  this 

Eroposition.  1  recollect  one  instance,  but  I  have 
eard  no  gentleman  propose  to  go  so  far.  Oliver 
Cromwell,  when  a  member  of  the  British  Comr 
monwealth  was  imprisoned  by  the  inquisitioui 
ordered  his  admirals  to  draw  up  before  the  har- 
bor and  demand'  his  release.  This  is  the  only 
case  I  have  met  with  in  the  course  of  my  reading, 
of  an  attempt  by  one  nation  to  relieve  criminals 
condemned  oy  another  nation  under  its  own  laws. 
If  this  view  be  a  just  one,  it  certainly  becomes  9, 
mattej  of  great  delicacy.  If  this  Goveramenl 
had  never  been  by  the  most  secret  whisper  im^^ 
plicated^  (unj vastly  as  I  firmly  believe)  in  this 
transaction,  still  it  would  have  been  a  subject  of 
the  greatest  delicacy  for  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  to  interfere.  What  will  the  Gov- 
ernment of  Spaii^,  Junta,  King,  or  Governors  of 
Spanish  provinces  to  whom  you  apply,  say  to 
you  on  this  subject  1  Why  they  will  say— *' We 
nave  long  suspected,  we  have  heard  from  your 
own  (quarter,  that  you  were  implicated  in  thif 
expedition;  you  now  give  us  proof;  you  have 
come  forward  in  an  unprecedented  manner  and 
interfered  in  a  case  with  which  you  have  no 
business,  a  case ,  which  is  fully  embraced  by  the 
sovereignty  which  we  ourselves  exercise  over 
our  own  courts."  Will  it  not  at  once  be  inferred 
that  these  assertions  throughout  the  United  States 
had  been  true,  and  that  this  Government  was  im- 
plicated or  concern^,  or,  to  use  the  words  of  yes- 
terday, that  this  Government  had  connived  at 
such  an  expedition?  You  will  but  render  the 
sufferings  ofthese  people  more  rigorous.  It  is  not 
to  be  conceived,  although  the  gentleman  frona 
Massachusetts  and  others  have  acquitted  the  Gov- 
ernment of  participation,  that  the  Spanish  Gov- 
ernment will  do  so  also.  Why,  even  in  our  cool 
and  calm  situation,  you  see  that  suspicion  of  the 


291 


HISTORY  OF  CONGRESS. 


292 


H.  OF  R. 


Miranda^a  Expedition. 


June,  1809. 


coDDifance  of  the  Administration  is  not  yet  quite 
done  away — and  do  you  suppose,  sir,  that  the 
Spaniards,  against  wnom  repeated  expeditions 
have  been  made,  at  a  distance  from  those  sources 
whence  conviction  might  flash  upon  their  minds, 
will  form  the  same  opinion  of  the  subject  that  we 
do  ?  Fear  forms  a  bias  on  their  mind  ;  and  we 
form  a  conviction  on  the  side  on  which  we  feel 
interested. 

(Gentlemen,  in  order  to  induce  us  to  grant  par- 
don to  these  men,  which  we  have  no  power  to 
do,  have  told  us  that  they  are  innocent ;  because, 
forsooth,  they  themselves  have  said  so.  I  recol- 
lect, sir,  once  in  a  conversation  with  a  most  emi- 
nent barrister  in  the  State  in  which  I  live,  who 
had  often  performed  the  duty  of  counsellor  and 
advocate  in  our  State,  he  informed  me  that  in  a 

Eraetice  of  thirty  years,  in  the  course  of  which 
e  had  been  concerned  in  the  cases  of  many  cul- 
prits, on  many,  nay,  on  all  occasions  he  put  this 
Plain  question  to  his  client :  "  I  am  your  counsel ; 
it  is  necessary  for  me,  in  order  to  make  the  best 
*  possible  defence  of  your  cause,  to  make  the  best 
<  b'tatement  in  your  favor,  to  know  whether  you 
'  are  guilty  or  not."  He  declared  that  he  nad 
never  ycft  met  with  a  man  who  acknowledged 
that  he  was  guilty.  I  believe  that  this  disposition 
to  appear  innocent  is  inherent  in  human  nature. 
It  is  natural  for  these  men  to  say  that  they  are 
not  guilty ;  they  said  so  to  the  court  before  whom 
they  were  tried.  Why  were  they  not  liberated  ? 
why  was  not  that  mercy  which  is  so  pathetically 
called  for  bestowed  on  them  by  that  tribunal  be- 
fore whom  the  case  was  exammed  ?  If  they  are 
the  immaculate  and  almost  sainted  victims  which 
they  are  described  to  be,  why  did  not  the  court 
which  heard  the  testimony  on  both  sides  of  the 
question  bestow  that  clemency  asked  of  us  ?  I 
should  presume,  that  when  all  the  circumstances 
came  out  before  the  court,  they  were  not  favor- 
able to  the  petitioners ;  and  it  is  a  respect  due 
from  this  Qovernment  to  the  acts  of  that  Qovern- 
ment  that  such  a  construction  should  be  put  upon 
this  matter.  If  we  are  to  distrust  the  acts  of  the 
Spaniard,  because,  as  we  are  told,  he  is  vindictive 
and  cruel,  he  mignt  justly  say  that  we  have  not 
done  to  others  as  we  would  be  done  by. 

We  should  place  the  President  of  the  United 
States  in  a  very  unpleasant  situation  indeed  by 
requiring  him  to  demand  these  men,  if  we  would 
not  also  be  willing  to  go  to  war  for  them.  As 
pur  navy  is  now  afloat  I  would  propose  as  an 
amendment  to  the  project,  if  gentlemen  are  se- 
rious in  their  determination  to  rescue  these  men. 
that  our  fleet  shall  sail  before  Carthagena  ana 
compel  the  Spanish  Governor  or  Junta  to  give 
them  up.  This  is  the  only  mode  of  interfering 
with  a  matter  of  this  kind,  which  is  sanctioned 
by  precedent,  as  I  have  before  stated. 

It  would  seem,  sir,  as  if  the  passing  scenes  of 
this  world  were  entirely  forgotten.  The  British 
Government  has  been  inspected  of  having  con- 
nived at  this  expedition  as  well  as  the  Qovern- 
ment of  the  United  State^f;  They  have  received 
Miranda  into  their  bosom  ;  and  on  the  examina 


pear  that  he  had  received  orders  to  sail  for  a  par- 
ticular port  of  that  Continent  to  create  a  direr- 
sion  of  an  attack  expected  to  be  made  in  another 
part  of  it.    But  what  have  the  British  GoTeni- 
ment  done  on  the  subject?    Have  they  not  con- 
sidered it  a  delicate  one  ?    Have  tbey  not  in  their 
conduct  given  us  the  most  sound  and  wholesome 
advice  on  the  subject  ?    Although  I  believe  these 
men  were  employed  to  answer  a  purpose  ail  im- 
portant to  her,  yet  she  has  not  extended  towards 
these  sufferers  in  her  own  cause  that  clemeocy 
which  is  asked  ait  our  Jiands.    These  men  who 
were  sufiering  in  her  employ,  demonstrably  act- 
ing in  furtherance  of  her  interest,  have  not  met 
with  the  clemency  of  the  Government ;  and  the 
case  is  more  strong  when  it  is  recollected  that 
since  the  capture  of  these  men,  although  previ- 
ously at  war  with  Spain^  Great  Britain  was  not 
only  at  peace  but  in  alliance  with  that  natios. 
With  all  these  favorable  circumstances,  whea 
but  a  hint  from  the  British  Ministry  in  favor  of 
these  people  might  have  released  them,  yet  being 
so  delicate  a  subject  that  it  has  not  been  touched 
by  them,  shall  we,  who  have  been  crusading  and 
exerting  every  nerve  for  the  releasement  of  oor 
seamen,  and  with  all  our  efforts  have  been  on- 
successful,  shall  we  start  on  a  fresh  crusade  for 
these  men,  when  the  efforts  of  the  Government 
in  the  other  cause,  in  so  noble,  so  just,  and  so 
humane  a  cause,  have  as  yet  proved  unavailing ? 
Shall  we  engage  in  a  contest  for  these  people, 
who  are  acknowledged  justly  to  be  in  the  power 
and  under  the  sentence  of  the  courts  of  another 
nation,  whilst  the  honest  American  tar,  guiltless 
of  harm,  is  writhing   under  the   lash  of  everj 
boatswain  on  board  a  man  of  war?    If  you  will 
go  on  and  reform  the  whole  world,  begin  with 
one  grievance  first ;  to  use  a  homely  phrase,  do 
not  put  too  many  irons  in  the  fire. 

Sir,  if  the  Spanish  nation  has  any  feeling  for 
its  sovereignty,  it  would  spurn  your  request. 
Only  suppose  that  nation  to  possess  the  same 
feelings  which  actuate  every  breast  in  this  House; 
which  actuate  the  American  people.  Suppose 
the  claim  of  Mr.  Burr  to  citizenship  in  Bniain. 
t)n  the  ground  of  once  a  subject  always  a  subJ 
ject,  had  been  recognised'by  the  British  Govern- 
ment. Suppose  that  he  was  suffering  in  chainj 
in  some  of  your  prisons,  and  because  they  ha^ 
heard  that  Mr.  Burr  might  have  been  innocent, 
the  British  Government  had  asked  his  releasej 
would  not  the  people  of  America  have  spurned 
the  request  as  an  indignity  to  the  nation?  An^ 
may  we  not  suppose  that  these' proud  Spaniards, 
as  they  are  called,  may  have  feelings  of  a  W 
nature  ?  I  believe,  sir,  that  the  course  proposed 
would  only  add  rigor  to  their  sufferings,  weighl 
to  their  chains.  j 

But  it  seems  that  these  men  are  to  be  callej 
back  to  the  country  to  tell  the  tale  of  their  suf 
ferings  and  horrars.  Now,  sir,  I  suspect  from  tM 
feelings  which  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania 
(Mr.  Ross)  himself  has  shown,  that  other  feelj 
ings  would  be  excited  ;  that  if  they  return  the| 
would  bring  back  with  them  resentment  againii 


tioo  on  the  trial  of  Sir  Home  Popham  it  did  ap-i  those  who  punished  *them;  they  would  retuni 
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rith  in  formation  of  the  state  of  the  country ; 
our  interference  would  convince  them  that,  no 
natter  how  nefarious  a  plan  might  be,  this  Dation 
rould  tgain  stretch  out  its  arm  to  protect  them, 
Dd  like  the  petty  iucnrsions  which  the'Danes  iu 
ormer  days  made  on  (he  British  coast,  whatever 
lard  blows  are  received  will  only  be  tbe  motives 
or  a  larger  band  to  follow.  If  the  people  of  the 
Joited  States  would  not  believe  Moses  and  the 
^rophets,  if  they  would  not  already  prefer  the 
all  pursuits  of  civil  life  to  these  nefarious  pi  rat- 
cal  expeditions,  they  would  not  believe  it  though 
bese  men  with  their  chains  came  back  and  told 
t;  though  one  should  rise  from  the  dead  and  telP 
t. 

Oa  this  subject  there  is  but  little  interest  exci- 
ed  in  the  nation.  What  have  you  on  the  table? 
?hat  is  It  that  has  caused  so  much  delMite?  The 
ingle  say-so  of  these  men,  themselves  implicated 
a  their  own  testimony.  We  have  no  petition 
rom  the  city  of  New  York,  or  even  from  the 
Itate,  nor  from  the  neighborhood  whence  the 
eotleman  from  Massachusetts  fMr.  Bacon) 
omes.  The  sympathy  is  all  in  this  House,  and 
rhence  proceeds  it?  I  charge  no  man  with  ii- 
mdable  motives,  but  certainly  the  most  noble 
Dd  godlike  motives  might  be  attributed  to  gen- 
emen  in  one  quarter  of  the  House  from  tneir 
drocating  the  proposition,  according  to  the  hint 
iren  by  the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina 
lat  the  Grovernment  ought  to  interfere  now,  as 

was  supposed  to  bave  connived  at  it,  and  no 
rooder  that  it  excited  sensations  in  another  quar- 
ir  of  the  House.  I  thank  gentlemen  for  the  in- 
mation  which  tbey  have  given  us;  it  is  the 
ime  as  I  would  give  on  any  occasion  on  which 
bad  the  feelings  which  I  know  that  gentleman 
ouestly  has  on  this  occasion.  I  say,  sir,  that 
lift  Qovernment  has  nothing  to  do  with  it ;  that 
>  pass  the  resolution  would  be  interfering  with' 
le  sovereignty  of  another  nation,  and  in  a  man- 
er  which  would  only  expose  our  Executive  to 
Q  insulting  reply.  The  Spanish  (Governor  may 
istly  reply  as  Brutus  to  Cassius,  "Ton  wrong 
onrself  to  write  in  such  a  cause." 

Mr.  LiVERMORB  asked  if  the  committee  which 
»de  this  report  had  not  before  it  evidence  that 
ertain  British  subjects  concerned  in  Miranda^s 
xpediiion  had  been  liberated  on  the  application 
r  some  officers  of  that  nation  ?  If  they  had,  it 
roold  be  a  fair  answer  to  the  eloquent  speech  of 
be  gentleman  from  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  Randolph  said  he  did  not  tbink  that  the 
^formation  asked  for  by  the  gentleman  was  at 
U  material  to  this  case.  It  was  a  matter  of  no 
oasequence  at  all,  as  respected  the  statement 
aade  by  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  on 
be  had  no  doubt)  very  ^od  grounds.  What, 
ud  Mr.  R^  has  been  the  situation  of  Great  Brit- 
in  in  relation  to  Spain  ?  Great  Briuin,  at  the 
ime  the  expedition  was  undertaken,  was  an  ene- 
ly  of  Spam— was  at  actual  war  with  Spain — 
nd  therefore  in  a  subject  of  Great  Britain  it 
tight  have  been  highly  meritorious  to  annoy 
(pain,  either  at  home  or  in  her  colonies  to  the 
tmost  extent  in  his  power,  without  any  direct 


authority  from  his  Government.  Subsequently 
to  that  time,  however,  Great  Britain  has  become 
the  ally  of  Spain  in  consequence  of  the  revolo* 
tion;  and  at  that  time  Great  Britain  obtained 
from  persons  exercising  the  authority  of  ^vem- 
ment  in  Spain  the  release  of  these  prisoners, 
which  it  is  perfectly  natural  Spain  should  then 
have  grantea.  But  suppose,  instead  of  that  change 
having  taken  place  m  the  relations  between 
Great  Britain  and  Spain,  Bonaparte  had  quietly 
succeeded  in  putting  King  Joseph  oa  the  throne 
of  Spain  ana  the  Indies,  and  application  had 
then  been  made;  or  suppose  that  the  application 
had  been  deferred  until  now,  and  the  power  of 
the  House  of  Bonaparte  was  as  complete  Dver 
the  colonies  in  Soutn  America  as  we  have  every 
reason  to  believe  it  is  over  the  European  posses- 
sions of  the  mother  country,  would  the  British 
subjects  in  that  case  have  been  released  ?  It  is 
an  unfortunate  circumstance  that  no  question  can 
be  aj;itated  in  this  House  and  tried  upon  its  own 
merits;  that  everything  which  is,  has  been,  or 
may  be,  is  to  be  lugged  in  on  the  question  before 
us,  to  the  total  exclusion  of  the  meriu  of  the 
case,  and  in  this  way,  instead  of  a  session  of  three 
and  six  months  for  doing  the  business  of  the  na- 
tion^ if  everv  question  is  to  be  tried  in  the  man- 
ner in  wbicn  it  appears  to  me  this  has  been,  we 
may  sit  to  all  eternity  and  never  get  through  it. 
I  lay  no  claim  to  greater  precision  than  other 
men ;  but  really  I  cannot  perceive  what  kind  of 
relation,  what  kind  of  connexion  exists  between 
most  of  what  I  have  heard  on  this  subject,  and 
the  true  merits  of  the  case.  Gkntlemen  get  up 
and  abuse  the  Spanish  Gh>vernment  and  people^ 
and  what  then  ?  Why,  it  appears  all  this  is  pre- 
liminary to  our  making  an  humble  request  of 
this  Government  and  people  that  they  shall  ffrani 
us  a  particular  boon.  To  be  sure,  sir,  all  this 
time  we  do  plaster  ourselves  unmercifully — ^we 
lay  it  on  with  a  trowel — and  gentlemen  seem  to 
think  that  if  we  sufficiently  plaster  ourselves, 
our  President,  and  people,  and  be-de  vil  ever^  other 
Government  and  peofHe.  it  is  sufficient  to  illumi- 
nate every  question.  And  this  is  the  style  in 
which  we  speak  to  Governments  perfectly  inde- 
pendent of  us  I— A  very  wise  mean,  to  be  sure,  of 
indilbing  them  to  grant  the  pardon  of  these  peo- 
ple as  a  favor  to  us.  Sir,  it  would  be  a  straUge 
spectacle,  to  be  sure,  when  this  Minister  that  is  to 
be,  this  sort  of  anomalous  messenger  whom  yon 
are  going  to  send.  I  know  not  exactly  to  whom ; 
whether  to  the  Junta^  or  persons  exercising  the 
power  of  government  in  the  provinces,  or  to  the 
Government  in  Europe ;  when  this  Minister  goea 
to  Carthagena  or  elsewhere,  if  he  should  carry 
to  the  Viceroy  along  with  his  credentials  a  file  of 
papers  containing  the  debates  on  this  question. 
Why,  sir,  like  Sir  Francis  Wron?head,  we  ap- 
pear all  to  have  turned  round.  My  honorable 
friend,  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina,  (Mr. 
Tatlor,)  spoke  of  the  crimes  of  these  men. 
Gentlemen  on  the  other  side^  who  wish  them  to 
be  pardoned,  tell  you  of  nothing  but  of  their  in- 
nocence, and  the  injustice  of  those  who  con- 
demned them  and  now  have  them  under  pnnisli- 
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mjent.  Two  more  such  ad?ocates  as  have  ap- 
peared in  favjor  of  this  proposition  would  damo 
the  hest  cause  ever  brought  Wore  auy  House  or 
any  court  in  Christendom.  The  gentlemaa  from 
?Iew  York,  (Mr.  Emott.)  who  spoke  yesterday^ 
certainly  very  pertinently,  and  very  handsomely, 
tells  the  House  that  in  this  case  no  other  money 
than  that  of  the  United  States  wiU  be  received ; 
that,  with  a  sort  of  Castilian  fastidiousness,  those 
persons  acting  for  the  Government  of  Spain  will 
not  touch  any  money  which  shall  not  be  offered 
in  the  quality  of  public  money.  I  believe  no  such 
thing;  and  moreover!  wish  it  to  bedistinctly  under- 
stood that  the  question  of  money  is  not  the  ques- 
tion with  me ;  and  that  to  suppose  it  necessary 
for  the  Government  of  the  United  Sutes  to  in- 
terfere for  the  purpose  of  raising  so  pitiful  a  sum 
aa  $3,500  for  the  relief  of  these  unfortunate  men. 
wboee  situation  I  most  seriously  deplore,  is  a  libel 
tt]M>n  the  charity  of  this  country.  I  believe^  not- 
withstanding the  public  impression  on  this  sub- 
iect  against  the  petitioners,  that  the  money  could 
be  raised  in  half  an  hour  in  any  town  in  the  Uni- 
ted States.  I  believe  it  mi^ht  be  raised  in  that 
time  in  the  city  of  Washington.  It  is  not  a 
question  of  the  amount  of  money  wanted ;  it  is, 
whether  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
shall  lend  its  countenance  to  persona  situated  as 
these  unfortunate  people  are?  Sir,  had  we  at 
that  time  been  at  war  with  Spain,  as  Great  Brit- 
ain, something  might  be  said  in  favor  of  these 
persons.  But  we  were  not  at  war  with  Spain, 
and  these  men  knew  it;  and  I  believe  they  knew 
at  least  as  well  as  I  know,  that  when  a  man  is 
recruited  for  wMic  service,  ns  they  say  they 
thought  to  be  their  case,  he  is  immediately  taken 
before  a  justice  of  the  peace  and  sworn.    This 

Eart  of  the  ceremony,  however,  is  not  stated  to 
ave  taken  place.  To  be  sure,  sir,  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York  (Mr.  Emott)  said,  I  be- 
lieve,  everything  that  could  be  said  in  favor  of 
those  unfortunate  people,  and  really  almost  con- 
vinced me  that  we  ought  to  make  this  interfere 
ence;  but  unfortunately  for  him  and  for  his 
cajuse,  other  advocates  rose  up  in  its  favor  and 
placed  the  subject  in  a  situation  not  only  as  re- 
spects the  majority  of  this  House,  but  as  respects 
that  Government  with  whom  intereeasion  h  to 
be  made,  which  will  completely  foreclose  any 
attempt  at  relieving  the  sufferers.  It  is  not  pos^ 
aibie  that  the  majority  of  this  House,  or  that  the 
Spanish  Government,  can  be  affected  in  any  other 
manner  than  with  disgust  and  indignation  at  such 
atuff.  The  gentleman  from  New  York  told  us  that 
these  were  ardent  young  men,  who  were  anxious 
to  go  to  Caraocaa  for  the  purpose,  I  think,  of 
correcting  the  despotism  which  existed  in  that 
country  ;  or  otherwise^  political  duixottes.  This, 
I  take  it,  will  operate  little  in  their  favor  with 
the  Spanish  Government,  however  it  may  in 
ours.  I  confess  I  feel  very  little  sympathy  for 
those  who,  overlooking  their  own  country,  and 
the  abuses  in  their  own  Government,  go  in  search 
of  political  adversaries  abroad— -goa  tiltingagainst 
political  despotisms  for  the  relief,  I  suppose,  of 
distressed  damsels  compelled  to  live  under  them. 


Sir,  I  could  not  have  been  induced  to  say  an; 
thing  more  on  this  question,  for  I  stand  io  a  vei 
invidious  position,  not  at  all  congenial  to  my  fe( 
ings,  being  compelled  to  rely  on  my  judgmeDtf 
support  against  my  feelings.  Nothing  could  hai 
induced  me  to  rise  but  the  very  un precedent 
manner  in  which  the  oldest  member,  and  a 
tainly  not  the  least  respectable  in  this  House,  b 
been  treated,  and  the  manner  in  which  some  am 
iiane  (if  you  will)  of  mine  have  been  met.  It  b 
been  stated  by  a  gentleman  in  his  place,  that  tl 
only  proof  of  the  guilt  of  these  persons  coDsi^ts 
my  declaration  to  this  effect ;  the  naked  assertii 
€(  one,  too,  who  knows  nothing  of  their  innocen 
or  guilt.  Let  us  bring  this  ncuced  CLSsertion  to  t 
standard  of  common  sense  and  compaon  honest 
Were  the  ringleaders  in  this  expedition  co 
demned,  and  did  they  suffer  death  on  my  am 
tion — an  assertion  long  posterior  to  the  fac 
Were  the  unhappy  men  now  condemned  to  ii 
prisoament  and  hard  labor  convicted  onmyc 
sertton,  on  m  v  assertion  too.  of  yesterday  7  Or. 
it  so  extremely  unpardonable  for  any  one  to  iol 
the  guilt  of  the  accomplices  in  any  transactio 
no  matter  what,  wherein  the  ringleaders  ha< 
been  acknowledged  universally  to  be  guilty,  ha 
been  brought  to  trial,  and  have  suffered  the  pa 
ishment  of  their  crime?  Does  not  the  omt 
this  instance,  although  it  be  in  the  negative,! 
on  the  condemned  ?  What,  sir ;  thev  go  od  j 
expedition  against  South  America  under  Genei 
Miranda,  and,  with  others,  are  taken,  the  rio 
leaders  executed  as  pirates,  as  hostes  humani  i 
neris,  as  they  really  were,  and  these  men  are 
be  averred  to  be  innocent  men,  the  only  proof, 
whose  guilt  consists  in  the  declaration  of  ao  j 
dividual  who  has  considered  them  as  guilty  m< 
bat  who  feels  not  the  less  for  theoa  because  tii 
have  been  guilty  7  In  this  style  is  this  queiti 
to  be  diaeuased  and  decided?  One  gentlea 
asserts  that  the  mea  are  |>eriectly  ia^oceDt,  tl 
the  only  proof  of  their  guilt  rests  on  the  decli 
tion  of  an  individual ;  and  another  asserts 
they  are  ^ilty  onlv  under  the  unjust  aod. 
bitrary  pnnciplea  of  the  Spaniah  Goveroi 
whea  we  have  it  ia  proof-— the  atroogest 
that  the  nature  of  tha  case  will  admit— tbi 
they  are  not  guilty  meOf  something  not  muci 
than  a  miracle-  must  have  been  worked  ia 
favor.  From  the  description  of  their  situi 
given  by  the  gentleman  from  Masaachu&ettt 
whom,  and  on  the  gentleman  from  Newl, 
(Mr.  Kmott,)  the  mana^ment  of  this  busi| 
appeared  to  devolve,  I  think  it  extremely  prol 
that  the  resolution,  improper  as  it  is,  would 
passed.    The  description  was  forcible  wbicl 

?reDtleman  from  Massachusetts  (Mr.  Bacon) 
roaa  his  own  knowledge  of  the  situation 
man  brought  up  at  the  same  school  with  bit 
and  for  whom  it  was  natural  for  him  to  fe 
he  does ;  aod  I  honor  the  member  for  so  fe 
and  acting,  for,  nudoHs  wulcauUs,  I  think  it  h^ 
probable  I  should  do  so  too.  These  men  ai 
listed  by,  no  matter. whom;  to  go,  they  d( 
know  where;  to  do,  they  do  not  know  i 
After  getting  to  sea,  they  are  cooapeUed  io 
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Canceas  with  the  commaDding  officers  whether 
ihef  will  or  not.  Never  before  was  such  a  tale 
ioreoted.  It  will  not  bear  the  toach.  The  gen- 
lleman  from  New  York  (Mr.  Fisk)  says  that  the 
rerjr  msuranee  offices  would  not  underwrite,  be- 
cause DO  place  was  named.  And  then,  we  are 
told  that  these  people  were  carried  to  a  newly 
discovered  country — a  land  of  promise.  I  should 
not  woDder,  sir,  that  the  insurance  officers  would 
Doi  Qoderwrite  a  Toyage  to  the  island  of  Jacqae- 
met,  or  that  the  yessels  should  never  hare  arrived 
at  (heir  place  of  destination ;  for  the  latitude  of 
that  island,  with  geographers,  is  at  least  as  uncer- 
tain as  was  the  destination  of  Miranda.  ' 

All  that  I  have  heard  on  this  subject,  except 
from  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts,  or  the 
gratleman  from  New  York  on  my  right,  (Mr. 
Emott,)  reminds  me  of  speeches  which  it  has 
been  my  mtsfortaoe  to  listen  to,  delivered  to 
ignorant  juries,  in  mitigation  of  damaces.  My 
friend  from  North  Carolina  (Mr.  Macon)  laments 
that  be,  too,  has  not  a  little  law,  because  he  be- 
iieres  that  is  very  often  serves  to  help  out  a  bad 
ar^ment.  Sir,  it  is  one  of  the  indiscretions  of 
which  my  frtend  from  North  Carolina  is  not  des- 
titate.  to  wish  for  a  little  learning,  more  especi- 
attf  a  little  learning  of  the  law.  T  had  thought 
tliat  the  history  of  Jonathan  Wild  the  Qreat  had 

lerian  awful  memento  to  posterity  that  although 
*a  litde  learning  was  a  dangerous  thing,"  a  little 

'hv  learning  is  almost  equal  to  a  hanging  patent. 

'Ko,sir:  Qod  forbid  that  the  natural  sense,  ster- 
liDg  worth,  and  real  knowledge  of  my  friend  from 
Borth  Carolina,  -ehould  be  balderdashed  by  a  littUy 

VooDty-conrt.  law  learning.  It  would  be  impossi- 
Ve  for  me  to  estinofate  him  as  I  do  if  such  were 
felot— if  he  were  fated  to  dreaa  up  a  flimsy  arga- 
iDeot  OD  any  side  of  any  question  on  which  a  man 
happens  to  have  received  a  retaining  fee..    I  do 

^aot  bow  how  it  may  be  with  other  men,  but  I  do 

'most  devontly  pray — not  like  Oliver  Cromwell, 
lobe  delivered  from  Sir  Harry  Vane— but,  tbat 
ttf  country  may  be  delivered  irom  leading  poli- 

"Kcians  in  the  persons  of  second  rate  lawyers. 
they  have  been  tried  in  other  countries,  and  it 
las  been  found  that  first-rate  lawyers  would  not 

.ttsverfor  politicians.  If  they  will  not,  in  the 
lune  of  common  sense,  what  are  second,  third, 
loQrth,  and  fifth  rates  to  make  ?  I  do  not  know, 
as  I  have  said  already,  how  it  may  be  with  other 
Aen,  bat,  whenever  I  hear  men  of  a  certain  de- 
xription  get  op  to  speak  in  a  public  assembly.  I 
la  almost  reminded  of  an  observation  madeota 
Wed  and  witty  man,  who,  when  he  rose  to 
ipnk  00  a  subject,  aaid  ^  Well  now ;"  and  was 
^  supposed  to  be  considering  what  he  should 
*!•  And  I,  sir,  never  see  a  man  of  a  certain 
^^ption  rising  to  speak  on  a  great  national 

rstioo,  bat  it  appears  to  me  that  he  is  balancing 
vant  of  the  make^weight  of  a  /ee, 
Mr.  FrsK. — i  rise,  principally,  sir,  for  the  pur- 
Pt  of  noticing  a  criticism  made  on  a  remark 
^h  fell  from  me  in  debate  yesterday,  relating 
^  tike  attempt  made  by  the  petitioners  while  on 
<^  voyage  from  New  York  to  South  America  to 
^^pe  from  the   power  of  Miranda.    I  stated. 


that  while  at  the  island — at  Jaeqoemel — they 
made  this  attempt,  but  were  frustrated  in  their 
endeavors  and  compelled  to  go  on  board ;  as  this 
port  had  been  mentioned  by  other  members  of 
the  committee,  and  was  referred  to  in  the  report 
then  under  consideration,  little  doubt  woula  re- 
main as  to  the  place  intended,  or  the  object 
for  which  I  noticed  it ;  and  I  then  observed  the 
distinguished  gentleman  from  Virginia  noting 
down  the  remark,  with  a  significant  smile,  ap- 
parently much  pleased.  I  presumed  he  under- 
stood me  to  have  said  "*  the  island  of  Jacque- 
mel."  And  I  did  not  feel  disposed  to  lessen 
the  gratification  tbat  gentleman  might  feel  from 
his  having  so  understood  me.  I  was  willing 
to  afibrd  that  gentleman  all  the  pleasure  and  all 
the  honor  he  could  desire,  together  with  all  the 
consideration  he  might  acquire  with  this  House, 
and  with  this  nation,  from  having,  by  his  superior 
knowledge,  in  his  place  in  this  House,  discovered 
and  corrected  an  imaginary  or  real  geographical 
mistake,  of  such  immense  moment  and  infinite 
concern  to  the  people  ("  Qod  bless  thent^ !")  of  this 
country. 

If  in  the  course  of  debate  any  member  in  men- 
tioning a  place  incidentally  connected  with  the 
question,  to  be  decided  and  noticed  by  others,  re- 
ferred to  in  the  report  before  the  committee, 
should  call  a  part  of  the  island  of  St.  Domingo 
the  Island,  I  snould  think  the  blunder  was  made 
inadvertently  or  ignorantly.  If  inadvertently, 
that  it  was  unworthy  of  the  notice  of  any  critic, 
however  profound.  If  ignorantly.  that  it  was 
beneath  the  animadversion  of  any  honorable 
membei  of  this  honorable  august  body ;  unless  I . 
may  be  permitted  to  except  the  exception,  the 
distinffuished  member  from  Virginia  on  my  right, 
(Mr.  Kanoolph.)  But  whether  Jaeqoemel  is  an 
island,  a  port,  or  a  continent,  was  as  immaterial 
to  the  inquiry  then  before  the  committee,  as  this 
criticism  is  foreign  to  the  merits  of  the  question 
now  under  consideration,  or  the  remarks  about 
the  ''  building  or  rebuilding  of  the  north  wing  of 
the  Capitol,  together  with  our  chairs,  tables,  and 
bulkhead  windows,"  were  from  a  question  touch- 
ing the  sale  of  the  gunboats,  or  the  reduction  of 
the  Army. 

Mr.  Knickerbaokeb  said  as  he  intended  to 
vote  for  the  proposition,  he  deemed  it  proper  to 
assign  his  reasons  for  so  doing.  A  principal  rea- 
son was  that  these  men  had  engaged  in  Miran- 
da's expedition,  not  knowing  it  to  be  of  a  hostile 
character;  and  this  fact,  he  said,  sufficiently  ap- 
peared from  the  testimony  which  had  been  quo- 
ted from  the  trial  of  Ogden  and  Smith.  The 
fitting  out  of  the  armament,  too,  had  been  car- 
ried on  in  the  most  public  manner,  an  officer  of 
the  Government  being  concerned  in  it.  Miranda, 
the  man  from  whom  the  whole  emanated,  was 
not  known  as  being  concerned  to  the  unfortunate 
persons  now  suffering  slavery  in  Carthageoa. 
The  man  who  had  enlisted  these  men  (Fink) 
had  promptly  answered  when  questioned,  that  he 
himself  was  not  informed  of  the .  nature  of  it. 
though  he  had  asked  for  information  of  the  real 
object  of  the  expedition.    The  take  whioh  ^had 
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been  told  them  appeared  to  be  sudh  a  one  as  was 
ealcQiated  to  seduce  youDg  men  into  the  scheme. 
They  had  been  told  that  it  was  an  expedition 
under  the  authority  of  the  Government,  and  had 
been  engaged  also  under  different  pretences.  In 
this  point  of  view,  not  knowing  tnat  they  were 
mbout  to  violate  the  laws  of  the  United  States 
when  they  embarked,  Mr.  K.  said  they  could  not 
be  considered  as  highly  criminal. 

But  gentlemen  have  said  that  these  men  ought 
never  to  have  embarked  in  a  concern  of  this  na- 
ture without  knowing  its  extent.  Mr.  K.  said  it 
was  not  common  for  young  men  to  inquire  mi* 
nutely  into  the  nature  of  anything  from  which 
they  expected  to  receive  a  benefit.  It  always 
would  be  found  when  men  were  enlisted  in  the 
service  of  the  United  States,  and  the  time  of 
inarching  came,  that  they  would  be  unwilling  to 
go,  and  a  reluctance  to  the  service  was  on  such 
occasions  displayed,  which  bad  not  been  felt  be- 
fore the  time  of  separation.  Their  reluctance  to 
go  on  this  expedition,  therefore,  when  it  was 
about  to  proceed,  did  not,  Mr.  K.  said,  argue  that 
they  possessed  a  knowledge  of  the  aesign  of  it. 
It  appeared  to  him  rather  that  those  men  had 
been  mistaken  in  the  nature  of  the  expedition, 
which,  from  its  being  conducted  in  so  public  a 
manner,  they  could  not  suppose  to  be  hostile  to 
the  laws  or  the  United  States.  Mr.  K.  said  it 
was  not  his  business  here  to  approve  or  disap- 
prove of  whatever  concern  the  Government 
might  have  been  supposed  to  have  in  it.  He 
should  not,  therefore,  examine  it ;  he  hoped  that 
the  Government  had  no  concern  in  it ;  but  the 
open  manner  in  which  it  was  conducted  might 
be  a  eround  why  those  young  meoiiad  no  reason 
to  believe  that  it  was  not  an  expedition  author- 
ized by  the  Government  of  the  country.  It  had 
been  stated  to  them,  indeed)  probably  with  a  view 
to  deceive  them,  that  the  Government  was  con- 
cerned. Miranda  himself  had  not  been  seen  by 
them.  The  first  knowledge  they  had  of  him 
was  some  time  after  they  had  got  to  sea,  when 
Miranda  appeared  under  the  assumed  name  of 
Martin.  They  were  carried  to  Jacquemel.  and, 
whilst  there,  exercised  and  trained  in  a  military 
manner.  Some  of  them  discovered  a  wish  to 
leave  the  vessel ;  they  had  began  to  suspect  that 
some  improper  design  was  on  foot.  They  at- 
tempted to  make  their  escape ;  but  the  only  re- 
sult of  their  effort  was  closer  confinement.  I  say 
that  these  men  have  erred,  but  the  question  is,  quo 
ontmo  7.  Did  they  knowingly  aud  willingly  err  1 
It  appeared  not.  Mr.  K.  quoted  the  evidence 
given  on  the  trial  of  Messrs.  Smith  and  Ogden 
to  show  that  the  men  who  enlisted  had  no  knowl- 
edge of  where  the  expedition  was  bound  to;* be- 
cause even  the  person  who  employed  them  knew 
it  not ;  and  also  to  show  that  these  men  might 
well  suppose  that  the  Government  was  concerned 
in  it,  having  been  told  so  by  Colonel  Smith. 
Mr.  K.  said  he  wished  not  to  be  understood  him- 
self as  implicating  the  Government  of  the  Uni- 
ted States;  he  hoped  they  were  innocent. 

The  honorable  gentleman  from  South  Caro- 
ina  (Mr.  Taylor)  had  said  that  the  House 


should  not  show  partiality  to  these  men ;  that 
they  were  not  worthy  of  the  attention  of  Qor- 
ernment;  that  thej  oug4it  to  have  their  claims 
rejected,  because,  if  there  were  no  other  motire, 
it  might  set  a  precedent  which  might  be  daoger- 
ous  in  future ;  and  that,  if  the  House  did  inter- 
pose, it  would  wound  the  feelings  of  the  Span- 
iards, and  prefer  the  relief  of  those  men  to  that 
of  our  impressed  seamen  in  British  vessels.  Mr. 
K.  said  he  lamented  that  our  seamen  were  in  dis- 
tress and  mercilessly  dealt  by ;  but  because  they 
are  suffering,  is  that  any  reason  why  the  House 
should  not  interpose  in  behalf  of  those  whooov 
petitioned  them  ?  It  was  no  reason  because  oth- 
ers suffered,  that  a  deaf  ear  should  be  turned  to 
the  prayer  of  any  sufferers,  or  that  those  should 
not  be  relieved  who  were  now  immediately  the 
subjects  of  consideration. 

Mr.  K.  said  he  did  not  know  but  he  had  already 
trespassed  sufficiently  on  the  time  of  the  Houses 
but  he  was  not  in  the  habit  of  apologizing  for 
such  trespasses.  He  said  he  had  assigned  the 
reasons  which  he  had  thought  it  his  duty  to  do 
as  a  representative  of  the  district  whence  he 
came.  He  thought  this  an  important  question. 
Let  us  not,  said  he,  treat  the  committee  on  thii 
petition  with  that  neglect  which  some  gentle- 
men wish  to  do.  They  hav«  reported  a  resolu- 
tion ;  they  state  that  under  the  persuasion  that 
the  facts  stated  by  the  petitioners  are  substanti- 
ally true,  thev  are  in  favor  of  assisting  the  men. 
And,  sir,  under  a  full  view  of  all  the  circam- 
stances,  I  am  induced  to  say  that  these  men  merit 
the  interposition  of  the  House,  and  have  already 
endured  siifficiently  for  the  crime  which  they 
committed ';  and  I  trust  they  will  find  that  mercy 
which  we,  in  similar  cases,  would  hope  to  be 
shown  to  us. 

Mr.  HoLLANO  said  if  this  case  were  to  be 
judged  by  the  expressions  of  gentlemen  in  (he 
House,  it  might  be  supposed  that  the  offence  of 
these  men  was  one  of  the  most  aggravated  crimes 
that  could  have  been  committed ;  that  there  was 
no  crime  of  so  high  a  nature,  no  offence  odo 
deep  a  die.  But  what  was  their  crime,  and  of 
what  were  they  guilty  ?  What  was  their  desti- 
nation ?  To  know  the  crime  it  was  necessary  to 
know  the  object  of  it — and  what  was  it  ?  It  was 
nothing  more  or  less  than  going  to  some  of  the 
provinces  of  Spain  in  South  America,  in  orderto 
revolutionize  them.  This  then  was  the  object 
and  this  the  crime — a  design  to  revolutionize  the 
provinces.  Has  the  revolutionary  spirit  always 
been  considered  a  crime  of  the  deepest  malignity? 
Certainly  it  has  not.  To  those  who  believe 
that  monarchy  and  despotism  are  favorable  to 
human  happiness  it  might  appear  a  crime;  to 
others,  it  seems  to  me,  that  it  should  not.  We 
have  heard  of  persons  coming  from  Europe,  long 
before  we  were  independent  or  had  so  declared 
ourselves,  for  the  express  purpose  of  engaging  in 
an  act  oi  this  kind,  to  revolutionize  the  country 
and  better  the  situation  of  these  then  provinces. 
At  that  period  i  well  remember  it  was  not  con- 
sidered a  crime  of  deep  die.  Pulaski,  Kosciuska 
and  I  believe  Lafayette  and  others  came  forward. 
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I(  was  trae  that  we  had  commeDced  the  work, 
bnt  they  of  their  own  free  will  and  without  the 
order  of  their  Qovernment,  came  and  joined  us 
here. 

At  the  time  Miranda's  expedition  was  set  on 
foot  we  were  not  very  amicable  with  Spain,  and 
this  might  iofluence  persons  taking  a  superficial 
Tiewof  the  subject  to  suppose  that  it  was  no  such 
great  crime.    If  tbey  had  succeeded  in  their  at- 
tempt, and  Hberated  the  provinces  (and  I  hope 
(hey  soon  will  become  free  provinces)  they  would 
hare  been  considered  the  benefactors  of  mankind; 
tbey  would  have  received  the  thanks  of  all  the 
frieods  of  humanity;  but,  poor  fellows!  they  were 
ddeated.    In  going  with  a  design  to  revolutionize 
the  Caraccas,  they  mieht  have  gone  with  patri- 
otic motives.     As  to  the  crime  itself,  it  is  not  of 
that  deep  die  which  ought  to  damn  them  for  ever. 
It  is  Dot  a  moral  crime,  b«t  may  be  considered  a 
political   crime.     The  United    States  being  at 
peace  with  Spain,  perhaps  it  was  impolitic  and 
improper  for  them  to  go  forward  on  such  an  ex- 
pedition.   We  have  been  told  that  all  the  officers 
cooeerned  have  been  execiited,  and  that  the  per- 
loos  remaining  are  only  common  soldiers.    Sup- 
posiag  that  these  persons  went  with  their  eyes 
opea  on  the  expedition,  the  question  would  be, 
hare  they  not  suffered  enough?    Has  not  the 
eop  of  vengeance  been  drained  to  the  bottom  ? 
They  have  suffered  enoush,  sir,  and  if  by  an  act 
k  mice  I  could  relieve  them.  I  would.    This  is 
the  Tiew  of  the  subject  whicn  I  take,  supposing 
ibem  to  be  as  criminal  as  gentlemen  say.    But, 
if  they  be  not  guilty,  they  certainly  have  a  much 
nroQger  claim,  oot  to  the  mercy,  but  to  the  justice  - 
«f  ihe  House.     If  they  did  not  know  that  they 
were  to  be  carried  to  the  Spanish  provinces,  they 
areioDocent.     To  my  mind  nothing  is  more  easy 
to  eoDceive  than  that  it  was  politic  for  the  officers 
to  keep  them  in  ignorance,  and  I  must  view  them 
asiDDocent  men.    Nor  shall  any  apprehension  of 
efM&mitting  the  late  or  present  Administration 
jreveat  me  from  doing  that  which  I  believe  to  be 
light.    Whether  the  Administration  connived  at 
£  expedition,  is  not  now  the  question.    It  is  im- 
fOBJbie  to  consult  my  own  feelings,  and  not  to 
>ay  that  these  persons  ought  to  be  released.    One 
haoceot  person  in  captivity  would  ioduce  me  to 
Ts^  $3,500  for  his  release.    What  is  that  paltry 
na  in  comparison  with  the  relief  of  an  innocent 
Bac?    Nothing.    How  much  less  then  ought 
«e  to  hesitate  when  upwards  of  thirty  persons 
vt  iarolved  ? 
Bqt  it  is  said  that  the  request  for  the  relief  of 
^  men  will   be  an  indignity  to  the  Spanish 
^Temnient.     I  cannot  conceive  it.    It  proceeds 
a  the  ground  that  they  were  innocent  in  the  out- 
A;  aod  under  these  circumstances  we  apply  for 
^iheir  release.     Will  tbe  ruling  authority,  be  it 
^tit  may,  be  dissatisfied  with  this  application? 
t^ey  are  not  detained  there  from  political  views — 
B^^Qch  thing.     Tbe  whole  were  tried  as  pirates, 
^  eoDdemned.     No  particular  act  was  proved 
^iost  them;  tbey  were  viewed  as  pirates  and 
tsbetoDging  to  no  nation;  and  of  courne  remain 
BQ^r  a  sentence  of  confinement.    But  if  they 


were  claimed  as  deluded  citizens  of  any  nation, 
would  it  be  an  indignitv  to  Spain  for  that  natioa 
who  claim:t  them  to  asx  for  their  release  1  Th^ 
Government  of  Spain  will  see  that  we  come  for- 
ward in  the  cause  of  humanity,  and  will  feel  them- 
selves honored  by  an  opportunity  of  favoring  it.. 

I  agree  with  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  (Mr. 
Randolph^  in  one  respect.  I,  too,  have  been  en- 
tertained with  a  variety  of  arguments  which  have 
no  relation  to  the  case.  I  have  listened  to  gen- 
tlemen making  long  arguments  without  appear* 
ing  to  know  what  was  before  the  House.  I  have 
heard  it,  and  may  myself  be  guilty  of  doing  the- 
same.  My  argument  is  this :  that^  even  if  guilty. . 
their  sufferings  have  expiated  their  offence  ;  a&a« 
that,  if  innocent,  we  are  doubly  bouod  to  reliever 
them.  What  honorable  gentlemen  in  the  House 
will  say  that,  amongst  the  wbole  thirty-six,  there 
was  not  one  who  enlisted  without  knowing  what 
was  the  object  of  the  expedition  7  If  we  have  a 
doubt  of  their  knowledge,  the  doubt  would  amount 
to  an  acquittal,  and  would  authorize  our  applica- 
tion for  their  release. 

,  Sir,  had  I  been  a  young  man,  and  had  nothing 
else  to  engage  in,  I  should  myself  have  been  hap- 
py to  join  a  number  of  brave  fellows  in  emanci- 
pating an  enslaved  country — and  the  provinces  of 
South  America  are  in  a  miserable  situation,  and 
there  is  no  danger  of  worsting  them  by  an  v  change. 
But,  supposing  this  not  to  be  correct,  the  suffer- 
ing situation  of  these  men  calls  upon  the  justice 
and  humanity  of  the  House  for  relief.  It  is 
true  that,  last  year,  I  was  not  in  favor  of  these 
men.  From  a  suggestion  that  they  were  not 
American  citizens,  I  voted  against  the  proposi- 
tion for  their  release;  but  I  am  here  informed  by 
gentlemen  personally  acquainted  with  some  of  ^ 
them,  that  they  were  raised  near  their  doors,  and 
are  well-meaning  men.  And,  for  fear  of  a  pal- 
try sum  of  money,  of  giving  confirmation  to  ridic- 
ulous suspicions  of  our  Government  having  con- 
nived at  the  expedition,  or  of  offending  any  for- 
eign (Government,  shall  we  withhold  this  relief? 
I  hope  not,  sir. 

Mr.  LivGRMORE  said  he  had  no  idea  of  bring- 
ing down  upon  the  country  the  vengeance  of  the 
Spanish  Gbvernment  by  the  proposed  applica- 
tion, or  of  attaching  such  importance  to  it.  The 
simple  case,  said  he.  is  this.  We  are  informed 
that  a  number  of  our  countrymen,  children  of  the 
same  family,  are  now  suffering  the  most  horrid 
punishment  that  tbe  human  frame  is , capable  of 
enduring.  I  conceive  it  possible  that,  on  this  oc- 
casion, my  feelings  would  carry  me  too  far;  as 
no  judge  could  sit  and  pass  sentence  on  his  own 
son.  I  profess  to  be  a  man  who  has  a  feeliitg  for 
his  fellow-men,  especially  for  his  fellow-citizens, 
and  not  to  have  those  qualms  which  would  in- 
duce me  to  look  very  nicely  into  such  a  question 
as  this,  when  a  decision  might  relieve  my  fellow- 
citizens.  The  proposition  is  simply  to  request 
the  President  of  the  United  States,  if  he  be  sat- 
isfied that  these  men  were  involuntarily  drawn 
into  the  expedition,  that  be  will  apply  the  most 
efficient  means  in  his  power  to  effect  their  libera- 
tion.   I  merely  wish  to  send  an  agent  to  attempt 
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to  procure  the  release  of  these  meo.  There  is  a 
fact  which  ought  to  have  weight  od  the  decision 
of  this  question,  viz:  that,  after  these  men  were 
-i^ondemned  to  this  imprisonment,  a  British  vessel 
arriving  near  there,  hearing  that  some  were  Brit- 
ish subjects,  made  application  for  their  release, 
and  those  that  were  such  were  liberated.  And 
the  American  citizens  would  be  liberated  if  ap- 
plied for.  I  do  not  much  imagine  that  they  would 
import  a  despotic  Government  here,  or  that  their 
sufferings  would  excite  other  people  to  revenge 
their  cause.  I  do  not  imagine  that  any  further 
benefit  can  arise  from  the  further  confinement  of 
these  poor  fellows.  They  have  been  there  three 
years;  and  must,  even  if  we  agree  to  liberate 
them,  remain  a  considerable  time  longer.  A  part 
of  them  will  have  to  remain  five  years  longer, 
unless  relieved,  and  some  perhaps  longer  still.  It 
is  too  mucbj  sir,  to  be  so  punctilious  on  this  ques- 
tion, to  descant  so  much  on  taking  this  money 
from  the  pockets  of  our  constituents.  I  can  easi- 
ly conceive  that  money  must  go  from  the  Gov- 
ernment, because  the  application  is  to  be  made  by 
the  Government.  I  should  have  thought,  this 
being  the  cause  of  humanity,  that  nothing  real 
and  substantial  could  have  been  objected  to  it ; 
nothing  which  could  have  drawn  out  the  discus- 
sion for  an  hour. 

Mr.  Rhea  next  spoke  at  length  on  this  subject. 
It  had  been  said  that  these nnen  were  induced  to 
go  from  the  expectation  of  acquiring  great  wealth. 
It  had  been  also  said  that  they  had  been  employed 
under  the  pretence  that  they  were  to  guard  the 
mail  to  New  Orleans.  Was  it  in  that  employ- 
ment that  they  expected  to  acquire  such  great 
wealth  ?  The  inconsistency  of  these  stories,  Mr. 
R.  said,  was  too  palpable.  Grentlemen  had  said 
they  believed  them  innocent.  But  a  tribunal  of 
competent  authority  had  found  them  guilty  of  one 
of  the  greatest  of  crimes,  piracy,  and  as  pirates 
they  had  been  taken  and  condemned.  This  House 
was  Dot  the  tribunal  to  judge  of  the  propriety  of 
their  punishment. 

The  gentleman,  (Mr.  Holland,)  who  made  a 
talk  benind  me,  said  Mr.  R.,  has  used  a  cu- 
rious argument.  He  says  that  these  men  were 
employed  in  a  design  to  revolutionize  South  Ame- 
Tica.  But,  says  the  gentleman,  it  \p  no  crime  to 
revolutionize  the  Government  of  the  Spanish 
provinces,  because  it  is  despotic.  This  is  the  most 
extraordinary  argument  I  ever  heard ;  and  it  is 
strange  that  no  gentleman  has  before  discovered 
it.  This  must  have  been  the  grand  discovery 
which  induced  the  gentleman  himself  to  chanfl^e 
his  mind.  According  to  his  doctrine,  it  is  a  glo- 
rious  thing  to  revolutionize  any  Government.  Sir, 
what  have  the  people  of  this  Government  to  do 
with  the  despotic  Government  of  South  America, 
or  with  any  other  Government  ?  Upon  cool  de^ 
liberation,  tne  gentleman  must  renounce  the  idea, 
as  unworthy  to  be  held  out  by  any  gentleman  on 
this  floor.  I  grant  that  the  question  is,  hare  these 
persons  committed  any  wrong?  The  gentleman 
says  that  they  have  violated  no  moral  right;  that 
it  is  merely  a  political  sin.  Mr.  R.  here  compared 
the  idea  of  a  distinction  between  a  moral  and  a 


political  sin.  Away  with  all  appeals  to  the  pas- 
sions in  this  case,  said  he,  for  they  only  obscore 
the  true  view  of  the  subject.  If  thes^  men  bad 
been  taken  fighting  for  their  own  country,  or  oii 
board  armed  or  unarmed  vessels  of  the  Unitd 
States,  or  taken  by  force  from  their  own  conniryj 
the  President  would  have  claimed  them,  as  i| 
would  have  been  his  duty  to  have  done.  Bat  thai 
not  being  the  case,  the  United  States  had  no  righl 
to  interfere  with  them. 

When  gentlemen  talked  about  sensibility,  h 
manity,  and  all  these  things,  let  them  recolle 
that  the  people  of  the  United  States  are  interest 
ed  in  this  subject.  What  would  have  been  tfa 
event  if  these  people  had  prospered  in  their  do 
dertaking,  if  Great  Britain,  in  whose  cause  the 
were  employed,  had  been  able  to  have  induce 
them  to  make  war  upon  the  United  States  in  coi 
sequence  of  this  attempt  to  invade  the  dominioi 
of  a  Power  in  peace  with  the  United  States 
Would  not  this  have  invoUed  this  nation  in  war 
Let  our  sensibility  be  excited,  said  Mr.  R.,  whe{ 
we  contemplate  that  these  nefarious  designs  w 
thwarted.  Let  us  rejoice,  and  not  undo  what 
have  done  by  giving  a  vOte  to  relieve  these  m 
who  actually  chose  to  be  no  longer  citizens  of 
United  States,  not  showing  their  disposition 
words  but  in  deeds.  I  am  unwilling  now  to  a( 
mit  their  claim  to  citizenship.  It  is  the  principl 
not  the  money,  which  I  regard. 

Mr.  Cook  said  he  differed  on  erery  point  wi 
the  gentleman  last  up.    The  idea  that  the  ap 
cation  would^involve  the  country  in  war  was 
together  erroneous ;  for,  in  fact,  it  was  a  a  priraj 
expedition  which,  at  any  time,  would  have  be 
and  indeed  had  been,  wholly  disavowed  by  i 
Government  of  the  United  States.    If  guilty 
intention  to  commit  the  crime,  these  men  wool 
have  been   punished  as  the   ringleaders  wer 
There  being  no  proof  of  their  guilt,  they  we 
imprisoned,  because  it  would  not  do  to  rele» 
them  after  their  being  landed  there  as  a  host 
force.    In  this  state  of  things,  Mr.  C.  said  we  ce 
tainly  should  interpose. 

Mr.  Pearson. — This  discussion,  I  hope,  is  drai 
in^  to  a  close,  but  I  cannot  consent  to  dismiss 
without  submitting  a  few  observations,  whici 
conceive  due  to  myself,  due  to  my  friends,  a 
not  inconsistent  with  the  obligations  I  am  und 
to  this  assembly.  When  I  took  my  seat  in  t 
House,  I  thougnt  it  a  fortunate,  a  propitious 
ment — a  new  political  era  had  arrived — a  tiii 
had  come  which,  if  met  with  proper  disposition 
and  well  improved,  ancient  feuds  might  be  do| 
away,  and  that  harmony,  that  good  will,  and  tl^ 
unanimity,  once  more  restored,  which  is  so  es^-^ 
tial  to  the  welfare  and  prosperity  of  this  Repd 
lie,  and  which,  for  some  time  past,  had  neaij 
been  driven  from  this  land.  With  such  sent 
menis  and  dispositions,  to  which  I  still  hope 
adhere,  was  my  regret  to  hear  a  venerable  gent] 
man  from  Pennsylvania,  (Mr.  Smilic,)  not  oii 
make  an  unfavorable  interpretation  of  my  la 
guage,  but  also  do  injstice  to  my  motives.  I  hi 
hoped,  and  do  still  indulge  the  belief,  that  a  cd 
jority  of  this  House  were  perfectly  sati&fied  wi 
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ay  language  and  motives,  but  I  felt  no*  reluc- 
aoce.  00  toe  contrary,  I  was  cheerful  in  making 
Qch  an  explanation  as  I  did  deem  fair  to  myself 
nd  satisfactory  to  every  member  of  this  House, 
rben,  sir,  what  was  my  surprise,  what  my  sensi- 
ility  and  astonishment^  tofind  certain  gentlemen, 
Dd  particularly  a  gentleman  from  Virginia;  (Mr. 
ACKSON.)  who  I  do  not  now  see  in  his  seat,  but 
rbo,  I  hope  and  believe,  is  in  my  hearing  ;  if  he 
s  not,  I  will  be  ready  to  repeat  every  syllable 
utter;  what,  I  say,  was  my  disappointment,  to 
iod  that  gentleman  not  satisfied  even  with  my 
iplanation  ;  not  disposed  to  interpret  my  expres- 
ioDs  liberally  and  ingenuously ;  but  agitated, 
[Qickeoed.  and  roused,  as  if  some  demon,  some 
:x\\  spirit  had  rushed  through  these  walls,  and 
hreatened  us  with  destruction.  This  gentleman 
mmediately  moved  the  Committee  to  rise,  alleg- 
og  that  information  had  been  given  by  a  gentle- 
nan  from  North  Carolina,  which  demanded  con- 
sideration, as  implicating  the  conduct  of  some  of 
ibe  late  officers  of  Government,  and  which  might 
be  proper  to  be  disclosed  by  calling  the  gentleman 
htn  North  Carolina  to  the  bar  of  this  House  as 
L  witness,  aod  for  this  object  he  expressed  a  wish 
hit  time  would  be  given  for  consideration  until 
io-morrow.    Although  I  did  not  conceive  thelan- 

fage  and  proposition  of  the  gentleman  as  direet- 
ins^Uting'.  yet,  from  the  time  and  manner  of 
those  remarKs,  together  with  the  circumstance  of 
ID)'  having  been  only  a  few  days  a  member  of 
tlui  House^  I  could  not  forbear  to  apprehend  that 
Biore  was  intended  than  expressed  ;  and.  taking 
ill  the  circumstances  together,  were  well  calcu- 
lated to  produce  unpleasant  sensations,  if  not  a 
vouad  to  my  feelings. 

I  bad  imagined  that  gentlemen  of  ordinary  un- 
derstanding would  have  seen  that  the  circum- 
Raoces  stated   by  me,  respecting  the  conduct  of 
lomeof  the  officers  of  the  late  Administration, 
vere  oot  given  as  facts  within  my  own  knowl- 
edge, to  which  1  might  be  called  to  depose,  and 
that  the  conclusion  I  drew  of  their  probable  knowl- 
edge of  Miranda's  views,  was  not  an  assertion  of 
tiieir  participation  in  his  plans,  but  an  inference 
Jdacible  from  facts  and  circumstances  before  the 
psblic.    If  the  discriminating  powers  of  the  gen- 
Uemao  from  Virginia  (Mr.  Jackson)  did  n6t  ad- 
mit bis  comprehending  this  distinction,  it  is  his 
misfortune,  not  my  faint.  Permit  me  now  to  say, 
to  my  country  I  shall  always  obey  a  call  of  duty ; 
vbere  its  interests  require,  I  hope  to  be  found. 
And  the  gentleman,  whom  I  perceive  is  now  be- 
^reme,  may  know  that,  not  only  the  call  of  mv 
couDtry  shall  be  obeyed,  but  also  any  private  call 
vtiich  it  may  be  honorable  to  meet. 

Mr.  J.  G.  Jackson  said  be  had  indeed  observed 
^u  he  conceived  it  proper  that  the  groundless 
ttd  slanderous  charge  should  be  made  openly, 
i^d  Dot  covertly  avowed  ;  but,  when  he  had  re- 
»ilected  a  moment,  he  had  conceived  it  not  wor- 
^J  of  notice.  And  I  cannot  conceive  (said  Mr. 
^ic^on)  how  gentlemen,  when  they  say  that 
U)ey  feel  themselves  offended,  should  lay  them- 
ttWes  open  again.  I  hold  myself  responsible 
viy where  for  anything  which  I  hare  said. 


Mr.  Randolph  said  that  there  were  two  im- 
portant points  which  he  had  intended  to  have 
touched  upon  when  up  before,  but  which  had  nev- 
ertheless escaped  his  recollection.  He  had  no 
sooner  returned  to  his  seat  than  they  had  oc- 
curred to  him.  The  first  was  a  Constitutional 
question — how  far  it  was  competent  to  the  House 
to  direct  the  Executive  as  to  the  object  of  any 
particular  negotiation  ?  Or,  in  other  words,  how 
this  Hoiise  can  direct  the  Executive  to  open 
a  negotiation  on  any  one  subject  whatever  ?  We 
have  heard  in  this  House,  said  Mr.  R.,  objections, 
the  most  fastidious,  to  an  expression  of  our  opin- 
ion as  to  the  conduct  of  the  Executive  on  that 
which  has  already  taken  place.  How  much  more 
strongly  will  these  objections  apply  to  the  power 
of  this  tlouse  to  direct  the  attention  of  the  Execu- 
tive to  that  which  has  not  taken  place?  I  wish 
it  to  be  understood  that  /consider  the  House  as 
the  great  Constitutional  adviser  of  the  Executive, 
and  that  /  feel  no  conscientious  scruples  on  this 
head.  On  the  contrary,  if  1  thought  proper,  I 
would  at  once  move  that  the  Executive  ne  re- 
quested to  open  a  negotiation,  and  pledge  the 
House  to  maxe  good  the  expenses ;  but  I  know 
that  there  are  members  in  this  House  who  hold 
this  to  be  one  of  the  most  detestable  heresies; 
who  conceive  that  the  Executive  is  wholly  inde- 
pendent of  us,  and  that,  although  he  may  recom- 
mend measure  to  us,  we  have  no  right  to  inter- 
fere with  him  in  the  most  remote  degree.  I  wish, 
therefore,  to  impress  on  the  minds  of  gentlemen 
who  have  heretofore  felt  these  scruples,  the  maj;- 
nitude  of  the  Constitutional  question  involved  m 
the  report  of  the  committee  as  to  our  right  to  pass 
the  resolution.  And  there  is  a  sort  qf  subsidiary 
point  involved  which  it  may  be  as  well  to  take 
into  consideration;  and  that  is,  whether  the  mat- 
ters in  dispute  between  us  and  France  are  so  few, 
and  of  a  nature  so  trivial,  that  the  adjustment  of 
those  matters  may  be  safely  burdened  with,  not 
a  deTtumd^  but  an  asking^  on  our  part,  of  a  very 
great  matter  of  special  favor  of  thaiOovernment"? 
For  I  perceive  that  we  cannot  send  this  agent 
without  acknowledging  the  independence  of  the 
colonies  of  South  America,  and  then  involving 
ourselves  in  a  war  with  France,  or  addressing 
ourselves,  in  the  first  instance,  to  the  Government 
of  France.  And  I  wish  to  ask  of  the  House  whe- 
ther our  situation  is  perfectly  smooth,  whether 
we  tread  on  velvet  with  that  nation?  And  whe- 
ther this  matter  should  be  thrown  into  the  scale 
of  difference? 

There  is  another  point  on  which  1  meant  to  be 
explicit  and  full.  It  has  been  assumed  as  a  prin- 
ciple that,  provided  the  Government  of  the  Uni- 
ted States  (understanding  by  this  expression  the 
Executive  Government)  did  sanction  the  expe- 
dition.of  Miranda,  this  House  is  bound  in  duty  or 
bonor'to  interpose  in  behalf  of  these  people.  That 
is  a  position  which  I  do  most  peremptorily  deny. 
If  the  Executive  Government  of  the  United  States 
(I  argue  only  hypothetically)  did  countenance 
the  expedition,  it  acted  contrary  to  law  and  to  its 
duty;  and  there  is  no  obligation,  on  the  part  of 
this  House,  to  support  the  Executive  GoTern- 
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ment,  whenever  it  departs  frooi  the  oblipritioos  of 
law.  For  what  is  that  but  to  $ay  that,  if  the  Ex- 
ecutive GoverumeDt  choose  to  make  war  against 
any  nation,  we  are  immediately  bound  to  vote 
lives  and  fortunes  to  carry  it  on;  that,  in  fact, 
there  is  nothing  which  the  Executive,  without 
our  knowledge  or  consent  may  sanction,  that  this 
House  may  not  be  called  upon  to  confirm.  This 
'Is  a  doctrine  to  which  I  can  never  subscribe. 

As  I  am  up,  sir,  permit  me  to  discbarge  a  very 
small  part  of  the  obligation  which  I  owe  to  the. 
gentleman  on  my  left,  (Mr.  FisK,)  at  the  same 
time  premising  that  I  see,  with  concern,  the  spirit 
which  has  manifested  itself  on  the  right  of  the 
House.  Without  imputation  or  blame  on  any 
gentleman  in  the  House,  I  am  sorry  that  it  should 
Have  been  manifested.  Surely,  I  am  under  no 
small  obligation  to  the  gentleman  on  my  left, 
(Mr.  FiBKj  and  I  beg  leave  to  discharge  a  small 
part  of  it.  The  bare  recital  of  the  marks  of  atten- 
tion which  I  have  received  from  that  gentleman, 
I  am  afraid  would  call  a  blush  into  his  cheek.  I 
owe  it  him  as  a  member  of  the  minority,  for  hav- 
ing, when  he  first  set  foot  on  this  floor,  deigned 
to  answer  (in  what  manner  it  does  not  become 
me  to  say)  speeches  which  I  made  years  ago — it 
is  a  debt  of  gratitude  I  owe  him  for  having  come 
into  this  House  to  do  that  which,  I  presume,  the 
talents  of  this  House  were,  in  the  gentleman's 
opinion  at  least,  incompetent  to  execute.  Does 
the  gentleman  expect,  sir,  that  I  mean  to  quibble 
with  him  about  a  phrase  ?    Shall  I  object  to  the 

Eoor  come-off  which  the  gentleman  claims  for 
aving  said,  **  when  these  people  were  aX  Jacque- 
mel" — a  species  of  phraseology  wbieh  I  venture 
to  say  was  never  heard  before  this  day.  Should 
we  sav  "af  the  Island?"  Speaking  of  Blanner- 
hasset's  Island,  or  any  little  spot  like  it,  we  might 
use  that  language ;  but,  "af  the  island  of  Jacque- 
mel,"  is  a  snecies  of  phraseology  which  1  never 
heard  of  before  this  day. 

Again,  sit — After  having  so  pointedly  pitted 
himself  as  the  leader  of  the  majority  of  this  House 
(and  I  congratulate  it  on  the  accession  of  talent  it 
has  received  against  a  single  individual  who  cer- 
tainly has  no  ambition  oi  breaking  a  lance  with 
a  gentleman  of  such  superior  prowess)  did  I  owe 
him  nothing  for  the  especial  notice  and  counten- 
ance which  he  chose  to  be:<(tow  upon  me?  I 
might  have  attempted  to  repay  it  in  an  awkward 
way — 1  did  attempt  to  set  the  gentleman  right  in 
his— 1  will  not  call  it  French,  for  it  would  have 
disgraced  any  black  letter  Norman — and  to  cor- 
rect him  in  geography  caps  my  error.  Let  me 
entreat  hereafter  that  the  gentleman  will  select 
an  adversary  more  worthy  of  his  powers,  one 
from  whose  defeat  and  chastisement  he  might 
derive  more  honor;  he  might  find  such  a  one 
even  in  his  own  delegation — the  gauntlet  has 
been  fairly  thrown,  but  T  have  not  perceived  that 
it  has  been  accepted.  Poor  minority  men  !  their 
fate  indeed  is  hard ;  they  are  not  only  compelled 
to  bear  the  weight  of  their  own  errors  (for  who 
is  exempt  from  error  ?)  and  all  the  errors  of  their 
opponents  and  of  those  who  administer  the  Gov- 
ernment, and  the  frailities  of  gentlemen  of  a  dif- 


ferent political  description  who  sometimes  ac 
with  them,  and  their  own  too,  the  misfortunes  c 
their  country  and  the  defeats  in  Europe,  and  a) 
the  disasters  in  this  our  country  and  in  thewbol 
world — but  they  are  selected  as  the  objects  of  tlj 
especial  enmity  of  the  j^entleman  from  Ne^ 
York  (Mr.  Fisk.)  That  it  is  the  calamity  whici 
fills  up  the  measure  of  their  woes;  that  it  is  fcj 
which  nothing  can  possibly  make  amends.  A(i 
pomancUamtu — what  a  dust  we  make!  Wb^ 
a  dust  the  gentleman  has  kicked  up-— and  howi^ 
apples  do  swim!  Did  the  minority  elect  M| 
Jefferson?  I  can  tell  the  gentleman — yes,  si 
they  did ;  it  was  a  minority  when  the  measah 
were  taken  to  produce  the  election;  and  the  cha 
acters  who  had  a  hand  in  it  hare  many  of  thei 
composed  a  minority  since.  I  have  no  claims  i 
that  way — but  I  will  at  least  ask  the  eentlema 
from  New  York  to  bare  his  bosom  and  show  bl 
political  scars ;  to  tell  the  victories  he  might  hai 
won,  the  battles  he  might  have  conquered— aij 
I  will  show  at  least  as  high  a  claim  as  that  gei 
tleman.  In  both  elections  of  Mr.  Jefferson  \l 
minority  had  their  weight,  although  at  the  ht 
election  that  weight  could  no;  be  felt. 

I  hope,  sir,  that  the  gentleman  from  New  Yoi 
and  myself  have  now  settled  our  accounts ;  if  d 
it  remains  for  him  to  keep  it  open  to  the  end 
the  chapter,  on  his  part.    Like  my  friend  fro 
North  Carolina,  I  too  have  a  sort  of  alacrity 

fetting  into  a  minority,  as  great  as  ever  hoa 
ack  Falstaff  had  in  sinking — and,  to  tell  t 
truth,  I  am  so  wrong-headed  as  to  take  a  pri 
in  it,  that  I  never  have  been  and  hope  in  Uo3 
never  shall  be  fouiid  to  join  a  set  of  men,  in  thel 
triumph,  of  whose  adversity  I  was  afraid  to  m 
take.  If  I  desert  the  camp,  it  shall  not  be  wbc 
we  are  at  short  allowance  and  overmatched  by 
victorious  en^my;  it  shall  not  be  for  motives  i 
gain,  to  partake  of  the  profit  of  the  strongest  sid 
and  then  to  be  the  first  trumpeter  on  that  sid 
In  short,  sir,  to  come  at  the  point  more  direct! 
the  most  rancorous  men  now  in  public  life 
politiciants  of  the  majority,  are  the  men  w 
were  of  the  other  party  when  Mr.  Jefferson  w; 
first  elected,  whose  election  has  been  lagged  Id 
debate,  1  know  not  why  or  wherefore.  And  sor 
am  I  to  say,  that  the  stronger  party,  defalcati 
and  purged  of  its  dross  and  lees — for  straws  sbo 
how  the  wind  blows ;  certain  materials  alwt 
go  with  the  current — I  am  sorry  to  say  that  th 
party  sometimes  gives  us  cause  to  blusn,  I  do  a 
say  on  what  account.  Adversity  is  a  fine  thin 
it  toughens  men ;  and  in  1798-9,  there  were 
many  honest  men  in  the  Republican  party,  a 
though  it  was  a  minority,  as  there  are  now. 

But,  enough  of  all  this.  I  hope,  sir,  that  tb 
proneness  to  get  into  a  minority,  of  which  m 
iriend  (Mr.  Macon)  complains,  will  not  detc 
him  from  the  course  which  he  has  so  long  and  s 
honorably  pursued — I  mean  the  keeping  liis  ey^ 
singly  fixed  on  the  public  food.  Kely  upon  il 
Mr.  Speaker,  the  people  of  this  country  have  b^ 
^an  to  open  their  eyes.  Great  as  their  influeDC 
IS,  newspapers  have  lost  much  of  their  weighl 
The  people  begin  to  judge  of  propositions,  not  s 
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DDcb  from  the  popularity  of  the  man  from  whom 
ibey  come  as  from  their  intrinsic  ralae ;  that  it 
is  Dot  their  interest  to  be  played  off  by  one  faction 
igaiost  aoother  faction,  when,  in  fact,  let  what- 
WTer  faction  will  be  in  power,  it  is  t&e  people 
rbo  mast  always  rale.  It  is  they  from  whom 
;be  wealth  and  emolument  and  office  is  drawn. 

Tbejr  begin  to  see  throogh  this  trick 

Tbe  Speaker  observed  that  he  must  confess 
becoald  not  see  how  the  gentleman  from  Vir- 
pnia  coald  apply  his  observations. 
Mr.  RAiinoLPH  sat  down. 

Mr.  FisK  proceeded  to  speak 

Mr.  Randolph  wished  to  know  if  his  sitting 
iown  to  give  an  opportunity  to  the  Speaker  to 
Bake  his  decision  on  the  point  of  order  bad  pre- 
doded  him  from  proceeding? 

The  Speaker  said  he  had  decided  that  it  was 
improper  to  speak  of  factions  in  this  country. 
He  hoped  the  gentleman's  good  sense  would 
enable  him  to  distinguish  between  what  was  con- 
asUDt  with  order  and  what  was  not. 

Mr.  Randolph  said  the  Speaker  had  thrown 
kim  ID  to  a  great  dilemma.  He  had  a  problem  to 
tork,  which  might  puzzle  Euclid  himself;  that 
Ins.  in  replying  to  the  remarks  of  other  gentle- 
Ben,  to  ascertain  how  far  his  remarks  m  this 
tlonse  were  in  order. 

The  Speaker  said  that  the  gentleman  would 
ibserre  that  he  had  not  been  called  to  order  when 
Rpiying  to  what  other  gentlemen  had  said ;  for 
ke  vas  speaking  of  faetion»^  a  subject  not  before 
birodaced  into  debate. 

Mr.  Randolph  said  he  had  heard  of  nothing 

kt  factions  for  two  or  three  days  past.    He  was 

KHry  so  much  had  been  said ;  and  it  was  because 

ktions  bad  been  brought  almost  in  hostile  array 

igaiost  each  other,  that  he  had  found  it  unnece»- 

iiryto  say  anything.    A  gentleman  the  other 

iiy.  to  be  sure,  gloried  in  being  a  party  man. 

This,  said  Mr.  6..,  may  have  led  to  this  sort  of 

&CQssion;  it  certainly  was  not  begun  by  me, 

lid  Doihing  could  have  induced  me  to  partake  in 

it  but  the  extraordinary  manner  in  which  it  was 

iitrodnced.    I  wish  to  discuss  this  question  on 

itsmerits;  and  should  have  been  happy  hereto- 

fee  to  have  witnessed  the  interference  of  the 

Cbir.    I  do  not  see  how  it  is  possible  to  get 

ibng,  unless  we  stick  to  the  question  itself,  in 

viiich  case  there  is  no  occasion  for  any  reply  ai 

^  Now  it  is  necessary  sometimes  to  rebut  that 

«^ch  gentlemen  advance  as  having  great  weight 

^  the  minds  of  others.    1  hope  this  is  not  a 

finy  question.     Certainly,  if  it  is,  I  shall  vote 

BsQcha  way  as  to  promote  the  interests  of  my 

^Qtry ;  that  is  my  object,  but  it  incidentally 

^ppens  that  I  shall  at  the  same  time  sustain  the 

notation  (as  far  as  it  is  involved  in  Miranda's 

w]  of  the  late  administration  of  our  Govern- 

^nt.  lo  short,  sir,  I  feel  mvself  so  circumstanced 

^to  thinking  whether  wnat  I  am  about  to  ad- 

^e  will,  in  the  Speaker's  opinion,  fall  under 

^  imputation  of  disorder^  and  am  trying  to 

^e  a  distinction  between  it  and  what  has  been 

^unced  by  other  gentlemen.    I  recollect  a  case 

iA  Philadelphia,  in  which  the  present  Chief  Jus- 


tice of  the  United  States  was  one  party,  and  a 

fentleman  from  Virginia  another.  The  Chief 
ustice  made  a  speech,  which  the  gentleman  from 
Virginia  attempted,  very  unsatisfactorily  to  the 
House,  to  answer.  The  gentleman  from  Vir- 
ginia was  pronounced  out  of  order.  He  took 
his  seat,  and  then  this  question  arose:  If  it  was 
out  of  order  in  my  colleague  to  discuss  it,  was  it 
not  a  fortiori^  or  rather,  a  priori  was  it  not  out 
of  order  for  the  Chief  Justice  to  introduce  them  7 
And  the  gentleman  had  permission  to  proceed. 
The  House  has  had  too  much  of  what  a  (not 
very  accurate)  gentleman  called  tnucUaginouB 
matter;  and.  with  a  former  member  of  this 
House,.  I  shall  be  glad  to  see  matters  restored  to 
a  state  of  statu  quo;  that  we  should  set  out  ag[ain, 
as  we  besan  yesterday ;  that  this  question  mi^ht 
be  considered  and  decided  on  its  intrinsic  merits; 
that  hardness  of  heart  and  all  unchari table ness 
should  not  be  imputed  to  my  worthy  friend  be- 
fore me ;  that  we  should  take  up  this  thing  and 
settle  it  on  these  points:  1st.  Supposing  these 
men  to  be  innocent,  and  to  bring  proofs  of  it, 
does  not  the  fact  of  their  having  petitionedf 
serve  in  some  degree  to  mitigate  the  representa- 
tions we  have  heard  of  the  severity  of  their  situ- 
ation ?  After  discussing  the  proposition  on  the 
supposition  thai  they  are  innocent,  let  us  argue  it 
on  the  supposition  that  they  are  guiliV}  which 
unquestionably  must  be  assumed  as  a  fact  until 
the  contrary  is  demonstrated.  These  men  are 
the  agents,  the  accomplices  of  the  guilty.  To  be 
sure,  they  may  tell  us,  like  the  geese  in  the  fable, 
that  they  are  not  swans;  but  what  does  that 
avail,  when  they  have  been  found  trespassing  on 
the  cornfields  of  the  farmer  ?  Their  being  in- 
volved in  the  scheme  by  swans  who  could  fly 
away  and  escape  punishment,  does  not  alter  the 
question  of  their  accountability.  Then,  sir,  there 
is  the  Constitutional  question  on  which  I  have 
no  scruple  myself;  then  there  is  the  expediency 
of  the  thing,  and  the  example  which  it  holds 
forth  to  society.  If  we  discuss  it  upon  those 
grounds ;  if  I  could  be  brought  to  believe  that 
these  men  are  innocent,  or  that,  if  guilty,  which 
I  believe  them  to  be,  no  public  detriment  of  a 
serious  nature  would  result  from  our  interference, 
even  I  would  vote  for  the  resolution,  for  my  feelr 
ings  are  with  their  sufferings,  1  wish  them  re- 
leased, but  I  would  annex  a  condition,  viz :  that 
they  should  never  return  to  the  United  States. 
I  would  be  glad  that  they  were  released ;  I  have 
no  sentiment  of  hatred  or  uncharitableness  to- 
wards them.  And  whatever  may  be  said  or 
thought  of  my  friend  from  North  Carolina,  (Mr. 
Macon,)  I  believe  he  would  go  as  far  to  relieve 
human  misery  in  any  shape  as  any  member  of 
this  House.  In  relation  to  the  resolution,  if  the 
President  is  not  inclined,  I  presume  that  neither 
the  passaffe  of  the  resolution,  or  of  a  bill  in  pur- 
suance of  it,  would  compel  nim  to  apply  for  the 
liberation  of  these  persons. 

Mr.  Macon  said  he  should  not  again  have  rises 
had  not  his  name  been  brought  into  debate.  What 
he  had  said  yesterday,  he  would  repeat  to-day, 
notwithstanding  the  congratulations  of  the  gen* 
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tleman  from  Peonsylraoia,  (Mr.  Ross.)  I,  said 
Mr.  M^  in  this  House,  never  said  a  word  to  injure 
mnj  man's  feelings ;  this  is  not  the  place  to  do  it. 
I  repeat  that  I  have  no  more  charity  or  feeling  for 
men  who  undertake  to  do  acts  by  which  the  na- 
tion shall  be  placed  in  a  state  of  war|thaa  for 
the  wretch  who  would  murder  his  mother.  I 
dare  say  always  what  I  think  on  this  question  and 
any  other ;  and  I  will  say  it.  I  said  yesterday, 
and  I  say  it  again  to-day.  that  I  was  opposed  to 
giving  any  man  under  the  sun,  the  power  of  par- 
don. The  power  of  pardon  is  copying  after  a 
Gorernment  which  has  no  analogy  to  ours ;  and 
the  opinion  which  I  hare  expressed  against  it,  is 
not  one  which  I  have  taken  up  in  baste,  but  one 
which  I  have  long  entertainea.  I  appeal  to  any 
man  who  has  ever  attended  to  the  exercise  of  this 
power  of  pardon,  if  it  be  not  abused  nine  hundred 
and  ninety-nine  times  out  of  a  thousand.  The 
Government  of  our  country  ought  to  be  more 
oaations  of  the  exercise  ot  this  power  than  of 
any  other.  Let  a  free  man  of  a  free  country  be 
convicted  of  a  crime  for  which  he  ought  to  lose 
bis  life,  and  he  becomes  an  enemy  to  his  country 
if  he  be  pardoned.  No  one  will  receive  the  out- 
cast, and  he  is  ready  to  follow  any  Catiline  who 
appears.  These  opinions  may  be  singular,  but  I 
Jtnow  they  are  honest.  If  they  do  not  follow  a 
Catiline,  what  becomes  of  them  r  They  get  into 
your  ariny  or  navy.  I  want  them  not  there ;  they 
will  always  be  industrious  to  make  proselytes  to 
their  nefarious  practices.  § 

In 'the  course  of  this  discussion,  much  reliance 
has  been  placed  on  th«  man  who  was  one  of  the 
party,  and  turned  a  sort  of  State's  evidence.  Of 
all  witnesses  in  the  world  I  would  trust  them  the 
least.  According  to  the  old  proverb,  "honesty 
among  rogues.'* 

Sir,  you  may  try  to  laugh  at  *'  Roman  virtue," 
till  you  get  it  out  of  countenance ;  but  it  is  that 
stern  virtue  on  which  everv  Republic  depends. 
All  Republics  that  ever  did  or  will  exist,  must 
depend  on  that  stern  or  Roman  virtue.  To  take 
a  thing  half  right  or  half  wrong  is  not  accord- 
ing to  my  creed.  I  was  always  rather  foolhardy 
— neck  or  nothing;  and  the  gentleman  from  Vir- 

finia  (Mr.  Ran uolpb)  need  not  fear  that  I  shall 
epart  from  it  as  long  as  I  have  common  sense. 
I  had  rather  be  in  the  majority  than  in  the  minor- 
ity, but  I  wiU  never  go  there  for  the  sake  of  being 
in  one. 

As  to  the  money  involved  in  this  business,  I  do 
not  bring  it  up  as  an  objection.  It  is  the  advo- 
cates who  bring  it  up.  But  my  colleague  (Mr. 
Holland)  has  made  a  new  discovery,  not  only 
that  these  men  are  innocent,  but  that  they  are 
deserving  men,  because  they  went  crusading  in 
the  cause  of  liberty.  Sir,  let  us  take  care  of 
borne  first.  When  we  can  do  more  than  support 
our  own  liberty,  we  may  go  a  crusading.  We  are 
in  a  situation,  the  gentleman  seems  to  think,  to  go 
into  a  general  battle,  to  revolutionize  South 
America ;  and,  after  that,  to  take  British  India,  I 
suppose.  It  is  something  strange  that  we,  who 
are  opposed  to  the  resolution,  are  called  upon  to 
prove  them  guilty.    They  went  on  an  unkwful 


expedition,  and  are  taken  in  the  fact.  I  bare  qo 
charity  for  evil-doers.  I  have  beard  nothiognid 
of  their  repentance,  though  a  good  deal  of  their 
sufferings. 

Some  how  or  other  the  election  of  Mr.  JeSet- 
sen  has  got  into  debate.  The  people  in  the  Sute 
which  I  represent,  know  what  part  I  took  in  that. 
I  never  was  mealy-mouthed  in  it ;  and  gentiemeQ 
who  were  then  here,  to  whom  I  am  opposed  is 
politics,  but  with  whom  I  have  no  enmity,  will 
say  if  I  did  not  contribute  my  mite  to  produce  it 
But  I  know  that  a  great  many  people  who  were 
thought  verv  slack  then  are  making  a  great  deal 
of  noise.  I  like  toleration  in  politics  as  well  as  in 
religion ;  and  I  can  say,  and  I  believe  truly,  for 
the  honor  of  th\e  State  in  which  I  live,  that  office 
is  not  there  the  object  of  the  people.  No  nni 
was  ever  turned  ont  of  office  there  for  his  politics 
alone.  From  what  I  have  seen  of  this  QorerD- 
ment,  and  I  hope  I  shall  be  permitted  to  state  it, 
let  a  party  only  come  in  by  a  squeeze,  and  tbey 
will  soon  have  a  monstrous  majority.  Bat,Dot* 
withstanding  the  late  President  aod  his  CouDcil 
were  divided  in  opinion  on  some  points,  thoogk 
many  (not  Federalists)  were  willing  for  him  togo 
out,  ne  held  his  popularity  throughout. 

Sir.  I  do  not  like  these  indirect  wipes,  by '^ cos- 
gratulating"  me  on  my  feelings.  Let  gentlemen 
come  boldly  ont. 

Mr.  Ross  said  he  certainly  should  be  the  last 
man  to  cast  any  insinuations  against  the  gentle- 
man  who  had  just  sat  down ;  and  if  he  had  not 
expressed  himself  in  such  a  way  as  to  be  aoder- 
stood,  he  would  observe  that  he  meant  no  ridi- 
cule, no  irony.  He  had  stated  that  some  gentle 
men  possessed  sterner  virtues  than  others,  and 
were,  therefore,  more  insensible  to  the  feelings  of 
humanity. 

Mr.  Macon  continued. — My  affections  are  not 
scattered  over  the  world ;  they  are  tied  to  the 
land  which,  gave  me  birth.  One  time  I  hare  been 
called  a  Frenchman,  another  time  an  BneiishroaD 
but  I  knew  this  mud  would  not  stica  to  me. 
What  do  we  want  with  these  men  here  1  Is  any 
gentleman  willing  that  they  should  associate  even 
with  their  servants  7  No,  sir ;  much  less  will 
they  let  them  come  among  tbeiu.  If  they  were  bat 
poor  and  honest,  every  man  in  America  would 
admit  them  as  freely  as  if  they  were  the  rickest 
men.  Their  object  was  to  put  us  in  a  state  of 
war  with  Spain,  I  believe.  They  have  gone  into 
Spain,  and  there  they  may  stay,  for  an  example. 
I  neither  want  any  nation  to  interfere  with  us, 
nor  to  interfere  with  them.  All  I  want  is,  hands 
off.  What  do  you  want  with  men  with  whom 
nobody  will  associate  ?  Do  you  want  an  Ishma- 
elite  in  the  midst  of  Israel?  But  some  gentle- 
men's feelings  are  so  tender  that  they  cannot  bear 
to  know  that  these  men  are  in  prison.  In  some  of 
these  States,  and  Pennsylvania  for  one,  they  keep 
culprits  imprisoned  at  hard  labor,  and  call  it  a 
mild  punishment.  And  I  will  take  the  opportO' 
nity  of  stating  that  I  am  not  so  friendly  to  peni' 
tentiaries  since  Virginia  has  had  one,  which  has 
brought. the  experiment  nearer  to  me.  I  believe 
that  people  will  steal  there  when  they  would  not 
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steal  with  as ;  for,  altbough  the  power  of  pardoD 
U  exercised  sometimes,  we  now  and  then  baoff  a 
nan.  Yoa  maj  moralize  umtil  you  demoush 
law.  My  system  of  democracy  is  tnat  law,  when 
made,  shall  not  be  broken.  Make  your  Ezecu- 
tire  above  law,  afid  this  will  no  longer  be  a  Re- 
pubUcan  Government,  but  will  assimilate  to  a 
monarchy,  where  a  King  is  the  key  of  all  power. 
We  hare  derived  mach  good  from  the  English 
coDstitatioo,  and  some  evil.  There  the  King  is 
the  source  of  the  evil,  and  here  I  should  like  to 
see  the  President  rather  less  powerful  than  more 
so.  I  should  like  to  see  him  like  some  of  our 
Governors.  Look  at  the  States  in  which  the 
Governors  hare  ereat  patronage ;  they  are  alwavs 
in  a  fermenL  Look  at  the  States  where  the 
Governor  is  almost  a  nominal  ofiBcer ;  they  are 
all  peace  and  quietness.  So  little  do  we  care 
about  it  in  the  State  in  which  I  live,  that  though 
we  have  a  Federal  majority,  we  have  never  had 
a  Federal  Gbyernor.  But  the  same  indifference 
does  oot  prevail  in  our  Concessional  elections. 
Some  men  may  think  it  a  disgrace  to  the  State, 
bat  I  do  not — for  I  would  be  the  last  man  ever  to 
utter  a  seatinoent  against  her.  We  are  to  get 
these  men  back ;  all  our  finer  feelings  are  inter- 
ested.  We  shall,  perhaps,  make  schoolmasters  of 
them,  to  teach  our  children  the  art  and  necessity 
of  political  croaades.  I  repeat^  that  I  do  not  want 
one  of  them  again  in  this  ualion,  I  judge  them 
solely  by  their  actions.  Like  the  gentleman  from 
Tennessee,  (Mr.  Rbea^)  I  do  not  want  them  to 
be  called  my  fellow-citizens.  Great  Britain  may 
take  them  and  put  them  on  board  her  navy,  as 
she  did  her  own  from  the  same  place.  It  is  in  rain 
to  appeal  to  the  finer  feelings  of  the  heart,  and  to 
baiaanity,  when  talking  al^ut  these  people.  The 
House  must  and  will  judge  the  caae  according  to 
its  merits. 

Mr.TATLOR  said  he  had  asked  for  precedent  in 
this  case^  and  gentlemen  had  given  him  none. 
He  held  in  his  hand  a  precedent  in  point,  whieh 
arose  from  the  feelings  which  this  nation  and  ita 
EepieseiHatires  rery  properly  felt  toward  M.  da 
Lafayette,  wlio  was  pining  away  in  a.dttag€9% 
la  whose  case  there  could  not  be  a  doubt  as  to 
his  innocence  or  guilt,  for  he  was  taken  in  open 
war.  Yet,  when  the  subject  had  been  brought 
hefore  the  Legislature  of  the  nation,  in  the  ffood 
old  times  of  Wa8Bimgton,  (and  an  example  from 
that  da^  derived  sanction  from  the  auspices  under 
which  it  was  made,)  they  refused  to  interfere.  A 
motion  was  made,  and  seconded^  that  the  House 
do  come  to  the  following  resolution  : 

[Mr.  T.  here  quoted  from  the  Journals  of  Con- 
gress, a  motion  which  was  made,  and  negatived, 
to  reqaest  the  Executive  to  use  its  endeavors  to 
obtain  the  release  of  M.  de  Lafayette,  then  in 
imprisonment.] 

If  the  sympathies  of  this  nation  could  not  then 
he  roused  high  enough  toward  this  distinguished 
titizen,  (for  he  had  been  adopted  a  citizen  of  the 
United  States,)  to  interfere  for  his  relief,  Mr.  T. 
asked  whether  the  House  ought  to  do  it  now  for 
condemned  felons? 

Mr.  McEaM  remarked  that  this  precedent  could 


not  have  force.  Citizenship  had  been  conferred 
on  the  Marquis  de  Lafayette,  as  a  gift  for  his  ser« 
rices,  without  his  renouncing  his  allegiance  to 
the  French  Republic,  in  whose  service  he  then 
was. 

Mr.  FiSK  said  that  the  difficulty  which  had 
been  raised  as  to  the  proper  authority  through 
whioh  the  release  of  these  men  should  be  request- 
ed, did  not  furnish  sufficient  reason  for  negativing 
the  resolution.  He  did  not  consider  this  motion 
as  infringing  the  powers  of  the  Executive,  or  that 
a  special  mission  would  be  necessary  to  carry  it 
into  effect.  He  believed  that  an  expression  of  a 
wish  for  their  release  would  procure  it.  I  ask, 
said  Mr.  F.,  what  would  be  the  language  of  the 
people  of  this  country,  who  feel  a  wish  that  the 
prisoners  should  be  released,  and  of  the  prisoners 
themselves^  when  they  find  that  their  prayer  was 
rejected  on  such  scruples  as  these  ?  They  might, 
pursue  the  dialogue  of  which  the  gentleman  from 
South  Carolina  quoted  a  part,  and  say : 

*^  Should  I  have  answered  Csius  Casains  so  1 
When  Marcus  Brutus  grows  so  covetous, 
T)9  look  such  rascal  counters  from  his  friends, 
Be  ready,  Gods,  with  ail  your  thunderbolts, 
Dash  him  to  pieces." 

They  will  think  this  a. hard  case  that  we  should 
deny  them  this*  paltry  sum.  They  miyht  not 
think  it  a  conclusive  answer  to  this  application, 
that  there  was  some  doubt  as  to  the  propriety  of 
interfering,  some  doubt  whether  it  might  not  of- 
fend the  Spanish  Government. 

I  rise  merely  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  a  fact  in  relation  to  a  Mr.  Powell.  [Mr.  F* 
stated  the  manner  of  his  release  from  imprison- 
ment.] I  do  not  rise,  said  he,  never  have  risen, 
nor  ever  will  I  rise  in  my  place  as  a  Representa- 
tive of  the  people,  to  settle  accounts  with  any 
gentleman  or  any  member,  because  I  never  have 
knowingly  (nor  will  I  erer  allow  myself  to  de  it) 
made  use  of  language  calculated  to  injure  the 
feeling. of  any  member  on  this  floor,  either  indi* 
riduaUy  oc  en,  maeee.  But,  if  any  gentleman  oa 
this.floor  sballytfUoding  to  me  as  a  Represeota" 
tive  or  a  lawyer,  say  that  I  balance  till  I  receive, 
a  fee.  or  use  an  expression  of  similar  import,  that 
I  shall  consider  as  a  personal  all usion,  and  shall 
feel  myself  bound  so  to  deem  it.  Personal  remarks 
answer  no  good  purposes,  and  are  often  product- 
ive of  the  most  serious  consequences.  I  regret 
that  they  are  ever  made  within  these  walls. 
Wbile  newspapers  are,  as  has  been  stated,  grow- 
ing into  disrepute  from  their  scurrility,  it  is  a 
more  lamentable  fact  that  the  deliberations  of 
this  body  are  going  into  disrepute  \  and  it  is  these 
personalities,  on  this  floor,  that  cause  it;  and  they 
will,  if  persisted  in,  operate  the  dissolution  of  this. 
Government  \  for,  once  let  the  people  cherish  a 
contempt  for  you,  and  they  will  soon  begin  to  hate 
you.  If  the  Government  ever  be  destroyed,  the 
work  must  be  commenced  in  this  House.  I  beg 
of  gentlemen  to  suppress  their  personal  alius! ons, 
as  I  will.  If  I  err,  it  is  uuintentionally  ;  I  never 
rise  hot  when  my  weak  judgment  dictates  to  me 
that  I  can  say  something  pertinent  to  the  subject. 
Having  said  thus  much,  and  expressing  my  deter- 
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tnination  to  vote  for  the  reaolntioQ,  I  shall  resume 
my  seat. 

Tbe  question  was  oow  taken,  and  the  votes 
were  as  follow : 

Ybas— Ezekial  Bacon,  WUliam  Baylies,  William 
W.  Bibb,  Daniel  Blaisdell,  James  Breckenridge,  John 
Brown,  John  Campbell,  John  C.  Chamberiain,  Wm. 
CJhambarlin,  Epaphroditus  Champion,  Martin  Chit- 
tenden, Orchard  Cook,  John  Darenport,  jun'r.,  John 
Dawson,  William  BI7,  James  Emott,  Jonathan  Fisk, 
Gideon  Gardner,  Charles  Goldsboroagh,  Thomas  R. 
Gold,  William  Hale,  Nathaniel  A.  Haren,  Daniel 
Heiiter,  James  Holland,  Jonathan  H.  Hubbard,  Rich- 
ard Jackson,  jun.,  Robert  Jenkins,  Herman  Knicker- 
backer,  Edward  St*  Loe  Livermore^  Robert  Le  Roj 
Livingston,  Vincent  Matthews,  Archibald  McBride, 
Alexander  McKim,  Pleasant  M.  Miller,  William  Mil- 
nor,  John  Montgomery,  Jonathan  O.  Mosely,  Gurdon 
8.  Mumford,  John  Nicholson,  Joseph  Pearson,  Timo- 
thy Pitkin,  jun.,  Peter  B.  Porter,  EUsha  R.  Potter, 
Josiah  Quincy,  John  Ross,  Ebenezer  Sage,  Benjamin 
Say,  Daniel  ShefTey,  John  Stanley,  William  Stedman, 
James  Stephenson,  Lewis  B.  Sturges,  Samuel  Tag- 
gart,  Benjamin  Tallmadge,  John  Thompson,  Uri  Tra- 
cy, Jabex  Upham,  Nicholas  Van  Dyke,  KilHan  K.  Van 
Rensselaer,  Labau  Wheaton,  Ezekiel  Whitman,  and 
James  Wilson. 

'  Nats — ^Lerouel  J.  Alston,  Willis  Alston,  jr.,  Wm. 
Anderson,  David  Bard,  Burwell  Bassett,  Adam  Boyd, 
Robert  Brown,  William  A.  Burwell,  William  Butler, 
Joseph  Calhoun,  Matthew  Clay,  Howell  Cobb,  James 
Cochran,  William  Crawford,  Joseph  Desha,  John  W. 
Eppes,  William  Findley,  Meshack  Franklin,  Bandllai 
Gannett,  Thomas  Gholson,  jun^  Peterson  Goodwyn, 
William  Helms,  Benjamin  Howard,  Jacob  Hufty,  John 
G.  Jackson,  Ridiard  M.  Johnson,  Walter  Jones,  Thos. 
Kenan,  William  Kennedy,  Aaron  Lyie,  Nathaniel 
Macon,  Robert  Marion,  Samuel  McKee,  Nicholas  R. 
Moore,  Thomas  Moore,  Jeremiah  Morrow,  Roger  Nel- 
son, Thomas  Newton,  John  Porter,  John  Randolph, 
John  Rea  of  Pennsylvania,  John  Rhea  of  Tennessee, 
Matthias  Richards,  John  Roane,  Erastus  Root,  Thos. 
Sammons,  Lemuel  Sawyer,  Ebenezer  Seaver,  Samuel 
Shaw,  John  Smilie,  George  Smith,  John  Smith,  Sam- 
uel Smith,  Henry  Southard,  Richard  Stanford,  Jacob 
Swoope,  John  Taylor,  Robert  Weakley,  Robert  White- 
hill,  Richard  Winn,  and  Robert  Witherepoon. 

The  votes  being  affirmative  62,  negative  61,  the 
Speaker  voted  in  the  negative — the  votes  then 
being  equal,  the  question  was  lost. 


TBUsaDAT,  June  15. 

Mr.  Love  presented  a  petition  of  John  Brent, 
late  Collector  of  tbe  Customs  at  Nanjemoy,  and 
John  Randall,  nov7  Collector  of  the  Customs  at 
Annapolis,  State  of  Maryland,  stating,  that,  in 
the  year  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  six, 
they  seized  and  took  possession  of  two  vessels, 
one  in  each  of  their  said  ports,  for  a  violation  of 
the  acts  of  Congress  suspending  commercial  in- 
tercourse with  the  Island  of  Saint  Domingo, 
which  said  vessels  were  libelled,  and  condemned 
as  forfeited,  and  judgments  obtained  in  the  dis- 
trict and  circuit  courts  for  the  district  of  Mary- 
land, which  judgments  were  reversed,  upbn  the 
appeal  of  the  adverse  parties,  by  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States,  on  the  ground  of  the 


said  acts  being  no  longer  in  force,  and  prayiog 
that  the  necessary  inquiry  may  be  made  in  the 
premises,  and  such  relief  afforded  them  as  mayseem 
just  and  proper. 

Mr.  Southard  presented  a  memorial  of  the 
manufacturers  of  bats  in  the  counties  of  Essex, 
Middlesex,  and  Somerset,  in  the  State  of  New 
Jersey,  to  the  same  effect  with  a  memorial  of  the 
manufacturers  of  hats  in  Fredericktown,  State 
of  Maryland,  presented  the  twenty-fifth  ultimo. 

Mr.  Richard  Jackson  presented  a  memoriil 
to  the  like  effect,  from  the  Providence  Hat  Mt&o- 
facturing  Company. 

Mr.  Bacon  presented  a  petition  of  sundry  wool- 
len  manufacturers  in  Berkshire  county.  State  of 
Massachusetts,  praying  that  such  measures  maf 
be  adopted  by  Congress,  as  will  afford  protectioQ 
and  encouragement  to  the  manufactories  in  which 
they  have  engaged. 

The  said  petitions  and  memorials  were  read, 
and  severally  referred  to  the  Committee  of  Com- 
merce and  Manufactures. 

FINANCES. 

The  House  again  resolved  itself  into  a  Com* 
mi ttee  of  the  Whole  on  the  bill  making  fartbet 
provision  for  the  support  of  public  credit  and  the 
redemption  of  the  public  debt. 

Mr.  duiNCT  moved  to  strike  oat  the  whole  of 
the  bill  except  the  enacting  clause. 

On  this  motion  a  debate  occupied  the  House 
till  near  seven  o'clock,  in  which  Messrs.  duiNCT, 
Randolph,  Dana,  Macon,  Go  ld8borouob,Ltoii, 
and  Tallmadob,  supported  the  motion,  aod 
Messrs.  Eppeb,  Montgomery,  W.  Alston,  Robb, 
J.  G.  Jackson,  and  Holland,  opposed  it. 

Tbe  question  beiuff  taken  on  Mr.  dumcT^i 
motion,  was  negatived,  66  to  47. 

Mr.  Dana  moved  to  amend  the  bill,  by  insert- 
ing in  the  bill  in  substance  as  follows : 

'<  Provided  that  no  loan  shall  be  made  under  tha 
act,  unless  the  revenue,  after  reserving  $600,000  fa 
the  payment  of  the  ciTil  list,  shall  fsll  short  of  eifht 
millions  of  doUsrs  annually,  as  already  by  law  pledged 
to  the  Commissioners  of  the  Sinking  Fund.'* 

Af^er  some  observations  from  Messrs.  Rar- 
dolph  and  Dana,  a  motion  was  made  for  the 
Committee  to  rise,  and  carried. 

On  the  question  whether  the  committee  hare 
leave  to  sit  agaio,  it  was  suggested  by  some  gen- 
tlemen that  it  would  answer  no  food  purpose,  at 
there  was  no  question  now  pending  but  the  mo- 
tion by  Mr.  Dana,  which  could  be  renewed  ia 
the  House,  if  the  committee  were  discharged. 

Before  the  question  was  decided,  a  motion  wu 
made  to  adjourn  and  carried. 


Friday,  June  16. 

Mr.  Lewis  presented  a  petition  of  sundry  in- 
habitants of  Washington  county,  in  the  District 
of  Columbia,  and  of  Prince  Georffe's  county,  io 
the  State  of  Maryland,  prating  that  an  act  may 
rass  declaring  a  road  leading  from  the  lowei 
Eastern  Branch  bridge,  in  the  District  of  Coluni' 
bia,  to  the  line  of  the  said  District,  a  public  high- 
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my,  OD  such  terms  as  CoDgress  may  think  pro* 
per^Referred  to  the  Committee  for  the  District 
)fColambia. 

Oq  motioQ  of  Mr.  MacoA, 

Ordered^  That  the  committee  to  whom  was 
tferred,  on  the  twelfth  instant,  the  report  of  the 
Mtoniey  Greneral  of  the  United  States  on  the 
xtiiion  of  Edward  Livingston  and  the  petitions 
if  sundry  inhabitants  of  the  city  and  Territory  of 
)rIeaDs,  in  relation  to  the  conflicting  claims  to 
U  batture  adjoininff  to  the  cityr  of  Orleans,  be 
liacbarged  from  the  farther  consideratioii  of  the 
aid  report 

Mr.  Macon  said,  that  Jbe  was  directed  by  the 
iommittee  to  whom  was  referred  the  report  of 
ke  Attorney  General  on  the  subject  of  the  bat- 
ore,  to  ask  to  be  discharged  from  the  further  con- 
ideniioQ  of  it.  The  committee  were  of  opinion, 
Xfore  they  proceeded  to  the  examination  of  this 
tport  and  documents,  that  they  should  hare  ano- 
;her  report  on  the  subject,  viz :  an  examination 
)f  the  Attorney  General  of  the  claim  of  the  Uni- 
ed States  to  the  batture;  and  if  the  committee 
bould  be  discharged  he  was  directed  to  make  a 
ftotioQ  to  that  effect.  If  the  House  was  to  ad- 
oam  before  the  first  of  July,  it  would  be  impossible 
ir  it  to  go  through  with  the  examination  of  the 
iKoments.  The  committee  had  heard  the  peti- 
ber  in  defence  of  his  claim,  and  in  reply  to 
be  delegate  from  the  Territory,  (Mr.  Potdras,) 
ibohad  informed  the  committee  that  there  were 
Hoy  more  documents  to  examine  before  they 
Mde  their  report,  some  of  which  were  not  trans- 
ited from  the  French  language.  One  of  the 
beuments  he  had  understood  contained  three 
indred  pages,  of  which  but  a  part  was  trans- 
tted.  The  examination  of  these  documents  it 
buld  be  perceived  would  occupy  much  time ; 
adit  was  supposed  by  the  committee  that  the 
i^oioD  of  the  Attorney  General  ob  the  title  of 
kUaited  States  was  necessary. 

Tbe  Committee  were  accordingly  discharged, 
Bto63;  and  Mr.  M.  offered  the  following  reso- 
^0,  which,  at  the  request  of  the  petitioner,  he 
visbed  to  lie  od  the  table,  for  one  day : 

hnked.  That  so  much  of  the  Menaga  of  the  Pres- 
iktof  the  United  States  of  the  87th  of  March,  1808, 
Htdatct  to  the  batture  in  the  suburbi  of  &t  Maiy's, 
■^nning  New  Orleans,  and  the  documents  which  ac- 
npuiied  it,  together  with  the  petition  of  the  citizens 
tf  New  Orleans  on  the  same  subject,  and  the  docu- 
iMib  which  accompanied  the  same,  be  referred  to  the 
fl^ey  General  of  the  United  States,  and  he  be 
BKmcted  to  receive  and  collect  such  other  testimony 
>aajbe  neceasaiy  to  ascertain  the  title  of  the  United 
^  to  the  before  mentioned  balture,  and  that  he 
^  Elected  to  report  to  this  House,  at  the  next  session 
*^^^o&grcs8,  his  opinion  as  to  the  Tahdity  of  the  claim 
<^'^  United  SUtes  to  the  said  batture. 

HANNAH  FOSTER. 

^^  John aoN ,  from  the  Committee  of  Claims, 
|OTiiofQ  was  referred  the  petition  of  Hannah 
r  wer,  made  the  following  report : 

Tbat  the  petitioner  sUtes  that  her  husband,  WU- 
■U&  Cntor  Foster,  in  the  year  1776,  enlisted  as  a  pri- 


vate soldier  in  the  second  New  Jersey  regiment,  com- 
manded by  Colonel  William  Maxwell ;  that  he  march- 
ed with  hii  company  to  Quebec;  that,  in  his  retreat 
from  Quebec,  he  was  taken  sick  at  Crown  Point  with 
the  smallpox,  and  died.  She,  therefore,  claims  the 
pay  of  her  husband  while  in  the  service  of  the  United 
States.  It  is  proven  by  an  affidavit  accompanying  the 
petition  that  the  said  W.  C.  Foster  entered  the  ser- 
vice of  the  United  States,  and  that  he  died  at  Crown 
Point,  while  a  common  soldier.  Your  committee  must 
state  that,  upon  a  consideration  of  the  merits  of  this 
case,  they  ^cannot  report  favorably  to  the  prayer  of  the 
petitioner ;  that  the  troops  who  marched  into  Canada 
were  generally  enlisted  for  one  year,  and  had  no  prom- 
ise of  land  from  the  Government  of  the  United  States^ 
and  that  the  wages  for  officers  and  soldiers  were  de- 
posited in  the  hands  of  regimental  paymasters,  and  by 
them  paid  into  the  hands  of  the  captains  for  their  com- 
panies at  short  intervals.  It  does  not  appear,  by  any 
evidence  in  this  case,  that  the  husband  of  the  petition- 
er did  not  receive,  as  was  usual,  his  wages  while  in 
actual  service.  Tour  committee,  waiving  the  consid- 
eration of  the  statute  of  limitation  upon  the  merits  of 
this  case,  would  not  only  require  proof  of  the  services 
of  W.  C.  Foster,  but  at  least  strong  presumptive  testi- 
mony that  the  wages  had  never  been  paid,  and  the 
reasons  which  operated  to  make  this  case  an  exception 
to  the  general  rule,  which  has  not  been  done. 

Your  committee  have  already  reported  that  this 
claim,  if  it  still  remained  unpaid,  was  barred  by  the 
statute  of  limitation,  and  in  that  report  the  committee 
would  be  best  supported  by  a  review  of  the  regulations 
which  have  heretofore  governed  the  Congress  of  the 
former  and  present  Government.  As  early  as  Febru- 
orv  20,  1782,  by  a  resolve  of  the  old  Congress,  com- 
missioners were  appointed  in  each  State  with  amfpla 
powers  to  liquidate  the  claima  against  the  United  Statea 
arising  from  the  struggle  for  independence.  And  as 
early  as  February  27»  1782,  commissioners  were  ap- 
pointed to  settle  the  army  accounts  in  the  five  great 
departments,  viz :  the  quartermaster*s  department,  the 
commissary's  department,  the  clothier's  department, 
the  hospital  department,  and  the  marine  department, 
with  fan  power  and  authority  to-  liquidate  and  finally 
setUe  the  accounts  of  these  departments,  respectively. 
Having  thus  made  liberal  provision  to  adjust  the  claima 
against  the  United  States,  by  carrying  a  competent 
tribunal  to  each  man's  door,  the  Congress  under  the 
confederation,  from  various  and  good  considerations,  to 
gnsfd  against  fraud,  imposition,  and  speculation,  re- 
solved, in  November  2, 1786,  that  claims  for  personal 
services  in  the  militazy  department  should  be  barred, 
if  not  exhibited  for  liquidation  before  the  commission- 
ers of  army  accounts,  on  or  before  the  1st  day  of  August 
ensuing  the  said  resolve,  viz :  August  1786 ;  that  gov- 
erned by  the  same  and  still  stronger  considerations  as 
time  elapsed,  in  July  23,  1787,  all  other  claims  against 
the  United  States  were  barred  in  the  following  words : 

Resolved^  That  all  persons  having  unliquidated  claims 
against  the  United  States,  pertaining  to  the  late  com- 
missary's, quartermaster's,  hospital,  clothier's,  or  ma- 
rine department,  shall  deliver  particular  abstracts  of 
such  claims  to  the  proper  commissioner  appointed  to 
settle  the  accounts  of  those  departments,  within  eight 
months  firom  the  date  hereof,  (July  23,  1787;)  and  all 
persons  having  other  unliquidated  claims  against  the 
United  States  shall  deliver  a  particular  abstract  thereof, 
to  the  Comptroller  of  the  Tieasury  of  the  United  States, 
withm  one  year  from  the  date  thereof;  and  all  acoounta 
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not  exhibited  as  aforetaid,  riiall  be  precluded  from  set- 
tlement or  allowance. 

That  notwithstanding  the  many  reasons  which  ex- 
isted to  adhere  to  the  statute  of  limitation,  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States,  under  the  present  Constitution, 
on  the  27th  of  March,  1792,  suspended  the  limitation 
law,  as  it  respected  the  claims  upon  the  United  States 
for  personal  services.  Your  committee  might  pursue 
this  subject  with  respect  to  other  descriptions  of  claims, 
and  the  regulations  upon  them,  but  will  forbear  at 
present.  Your  committee  would  not  be  understood  as 
saying  that  no  particular  cases  of  hardship  do  not  exist 
•which  would  call  for  relief,  but  they  would  'state  that 
if  the  statute  of  limitation  ought  not  to  exist  as  to 
any  classes  of  claims,  the  law  should  be  suspended 
for  a  limited  time,  and  claims  admitted  upon  the  same 
principles,  under  the  same  regulations  and  instructions 
which  governed  the  different  commissions  and  the 
Treasury  Department  when  the  statute  did  not  bar 
these  classes  of  claims.  That,  in  all  cases  where  claims 
exist  of  the  same  kind,  auditors  should  be  appointed, 
or  the  Treasury,  or  some  other  department,  under  cer- 
tain regulations,  should  be  authorized  to  adjust  those 
claims,  as  any  individual  claimant  would  then  have 
the  same  opportunity  of  substantiating  his  claim :  and 
that  particular  laws  ought  only  to  be  made  for  excep- 
tions to  the  class  of  claims  which  could  be  settled  by 
a  general  provision. 

This  remark  arises  not  only  from  the  practice  of  all 
Governments  founded  upon  intelligence  and  freedom, 
but  from  the  impossibility  of  extending  relief  to  all 
cases  which  require  it  through  this  committee,  who 
can  examine  very  few  cases,  in  comparison  to  the  num- 
ber of  the  same  kind  before  them,  which  inability  to  do 
equal  justice  to  all  makes  the  regulation  more  unjust 
than  if  those  claims  were  forever  barred,  by  which  all 
the  mischiefs  to  the  Government  at  least,  of  which  the 
claimants  are  members,  would  be  prevented.  These 
reflections  have  arisen  from  the  decision  of  the  House 
upon  a  recommitment  of  this  petition  and  the  former 
report  to  this  committee.  If,  therefore,  the  statute  of 
limitation  is  improper,  as  to  claims  for  personal  services 
in  the  Revolution,  or  for  supplies,  or  any  other  class  of 
claims,  it  should  be  suspended  for  a  limited  time,  as 
giving  the  only  proper  relief.    Therefore, 

Heiolved,  That  the  prayer  of  the  petitioner  ought 
not  to  be  granted. 

The  report  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  titble. 

FINANCES, 

The  question  pendinig  at  the  time  of  adjourax 
ment  yesterday,  that  the  committee  have  leave 
to  sit  again  on  the  bill  supplementary  to  the  act 
for  the  support  of  public  credit,  &c.,  was  carried, 
53  to  36  >  and  on  motion  of  Mr.  Eppbs,  the  House 
resolved  itself  into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
on  the  subject. 

Mr.  Da,na'8  amendment,  offered  yesterday,  for 
restricting  the  operation  of  the  bill  to  the  event 
of  a  deficiency  in  the  sum  of  eight  millions, 
pledged  for  the  payment  of  the  public  debt,  was 
negatived,  after  debate — ayes  32. 

The  Committee  then  rose,  iand  reported  the  bill 

Mr.  Randolph,  after  quoting  the  law  estab- 
lishing the  office  of  Secretary  ofthe  Treasurv,  to 
show  that  it  authorized  the  motion  he  was  anout 
to  make,  moved, 

*'  That  during  the  diaeusnon  of  thebiU,entiaed  'An 
act  Bapplemeniary  to  an  act  for  the  support  of  pabiio 


credit,  and  the  redemption  of  the  whole  of  the  publj 
debt,'  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be  required  i 
give  information  to  the  House  touching  the  same,  j 
person," 

The  House  agreed  to  consider  the  motion,  h 
yeas  and  nays — 61  to  59,  as  follows : 

YsAS^WiUiam  Baylies,  Burwell  Bassett,  Willb^ 
W.  Bibb,  Daniel  Blaisdell,  James  Breckenridge,  Wi 
A.  Burwell,  John  Campbell,  Wm.  Chamberlin,  Epa|J 
roditus  Champion,  Martin  Chittenden,  Matthew  C\i 
Howell  Cobb,  Samuel  W.  Dana,  John  Davenport,  J 
John  Dawson,  William  Ely,  James  Emott,  Meshd 
Franklin,  Thomas  R.  Gold,  Richard  Jackson,  Wal 
Jones,  Herman  Knickerbacker,  Edward  St.  Loe  Lm 
more,  Robert  Le  Roy  Livingston,  Nathaniel  Macfl 
Robert  Marion,  Yinpent  Matthews,  Samuel  McIG 
Jonathan  O.  Moaely,  Gurdon  8.  Mumford,  Thos.  Ne^ 
ton,  John  Nicholson,  Joseph  Pearson,  Benjaman  Pij 
man,  jun.,  Timothy  Pitkin,  jr.,Eli8ha  R.  Potter,  Jod 
Quincy,  John  Randolph,  John  Rea  of  Pexmsyhan 
John  Roane,  Thomas  Sammons,  Daniel  Sheffey,  Jo 
Smith,  Samuel  Smith,  Richard  Stanford,  John  StanI 
William  Stedman,  James  Stephenson,  Lewis  B.  Stj 
ges,  Jacob  Swoope,  Benjamin  Tallmadge,  John  Tha 
son,  George  M.  Troup,  Jabez  Upham,  Nicholas 
Dyke,  Archibald  Van  Horn,  Kiliian  K.  Van  Re 
laer,  Robert  Weakley,  Laban  Wheaton,  Ezekiel  W 
man,  and  Robert  Witherspoon.  J 

Nats — Lemuel  J.  Alston,  Willis  Alston,  jun.,  >^ 
Ham  Anderson,  Esekiel  Bacon,  David  Bard,  Adj 
Boyd,  John  Brown,  Robert  Brown,  William  But! 
Joseph  Calhoun,  James  Cochran,  Orchard  Ca 
James  Cox,  William  Crawford,  Hemy  Crist,  Bicu 
Cutto,  Joseph  Desha,  John  W.  Eppes,  William  Fi^ 
Isy,  Jonathan  Fisk*  Banillai  Gannett,  Gideon  Gardn 
Thomas  Gholson,  jun.,  Peterson  Goodwyn,  Dad 
Heister,  William  Helms,  James  Holland,  Benjad 
Howard,  Jacob  Hufty,  John  G.  Jackson,  Robert  J\ 
kins,  Richard  M.  Johnson,  Thomas  Kenan,  Willii 
Kennedy,  John  Love,  Aaron  Lyle,  Alexander  McK 
Pleasant  M.  Miller,  William  Milnor,  Nicholas 
Moore,  Jeremiah  Morrow,  Wilson  C.  Nicholas,  Ji 
Porter,  John  Rhea  of  Tennessee,  Matthias  Richai 
Erastus  Root,  John  Roes,  Ebenezer  Sage,  Leml 
Sawyer,  Benjamin  Say,  Ebenezer  Seaver,  Sam 
Shaw,  John  Smihe,  Geoi^ge  Smith,  Henry  SonthJ 
John  Taylor,  Uri  Tracy,  Robert  WhilehilU  asd  R^ 
ard  Winn. 

The  motion  was  opposed  by  Measrs.  Findi] 
and  Smilib,  on  the  ground  that  it  had  been  Id 
settled  by  practice  that  the  correspoBdence  w{ 
the  Heads  of  De|iartmeBts  should  be  in  writij 
as  a  more  responsible  mode.  If  further  inforcj 
tion  was  wished,  it  cotild  be  obtained  in  wriiii 
If  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  were  to  coi 
to  this  House  to  take  part  in  its  deliberations,  a 
was  to  be  answered  in  anything  he  might  say 
the  members  of  the  House,  it  would  be  better' 
OQce  to  make  him  a  member  of  the  House,  as 
monarchical  Governments.  When  the  law  c^ 
stitu ting  the  Treasury  Department  had  been  p;^ 
ed,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  had  been  evi 
thins  in  finance,  there  being  then  no  Commit 
of  Ways  and  Means.  It  appeared  at  that  ttm< 
be  the  wish  of  the  party  who  supported  him  t| 
he  should  so  continue  $  and  after  a  long  strugj 
when  the  Republicans  had  carried  the  question 
having  a  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  tl 
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it  a  great  point  gained.  The  right  of  the 
Secretary  to  appear  in  person  here  waa  inconsistent 
riih  the  views  of  the  Republicans.  It  never  had 
lieeo  approred  of  by  the  Republican  party,  and  it 
m  hoped  the  vote  on  this  question  would  show 
[bat  it  was  not  yet. 

The  resolution  was  supported  by  Messrs.  Dana 
ad  Randolph  ;  by  the  former  on  the  ground 
i&at  the  House  ought  to  know  more  on  this  sub- 
jeei  ihao  was  officially  known,  and  that  they 
tiioald  have  the  A  me  information  which  appear- 
id  to  be  possessed  by  particular  members  on  the 
nbjeetof  the  operations. of  the  Commissioners 
)f  the  Sinking  Fund,  and  of  the  Treasury  De- 
pitment.  In  reply  to  Messrs.  Findley  and 
liiLiE,  it  was  said  by  Mr.  Randolph,  that  the 
^DstiiutioQ  had  denied  the  power  to  malte  the. 
leads  of  Departments  members  of  the  House^ 
ittt  sot  the  power  now  proposed  to  be  exercised. 
Haiiy  questions  had  been  stirred  during  t^e  de- 
teie-and  from  whom  conld  the  "House  with 
^ter  propriety  derive  information  as  to  the 
ms&it  and  past  state  of  the  funds  of  the  Com- 
pusiioDers  of  the  Sinking  Fund,  and  as  to  what 
pere  deemed  to  be  their  resources,  than  from  the 
keretary  of  the  Treasury  ?  And  in  what  m vi- 
ler coald  this  information  be  more  conveniently 
teeired  than  by  oral  testimony?  It  was  not 
bpo^ed  to  enlarge  or  decrease  his  sphere  of  ac- 
b.  lodeed,  if  he  had  a  seat  on  tne  floor,  th'e 
loose  would  derive  no  flight  benefit  from  )iis 
kielligeoce.  The  creation  of  the  Committee  of 
says  and  Means,  did  not  affect  this  questio'n. 
*'  «re  was  do  occasion  to  look  back  to  the  feuds 
party  bickerings  of  former  times  to  decide 
of  the  plainest  questions  in  the  world.  Was 
&f  DO  moment  to  have  the  opraion  on  a  doubt- 
ease  of  the  man  who  was  to  decide  it,  who 
to  carry  the  law  into  execution  when  passed  1 
to  the  mode  of  receiving  his  opiniop,  the  Sec* 
p&ry  could  give  more  information  orally  in  one 
Nr  thaa  by  writing  in  five.  The  Secreta^ry 
Hi  certainly  not  a  man  who  need  be  asham'^d 
^  show  his  face  on  the  floor;  it  was  an  honor  to 
ia  to  he  called  on,  and  appearing  here  in  person 
iMild  be  even  to  him  a  saving  of  time  and  labor. 

Mr.  Randolph's  motion  was  negatived — yeas 
IL  Qays  83,  as  follows  : 

T]i»-.WiUiam   Baylies,  Daniel  ^^laisdeU.  James 

kv^nridge,  John  Campbell,  WiUiaxn  Chamberlain, 

^^uodilns  Champion,  Martin  Chittenden,  Matthew 

w,  Howell  Cobb,  Samuel  W.  Bapa,  John  Daven- 

p. Jan.,  William  Ely,  James  Emott,  Charles  Golds- 

■^h,  ThomaB  R.  Gold,  William  Hale,  Jonathan 

(•Hobbard,  Richard  Jackson,  Herman  Knidcerbaekeri 

ki^h  Lewis,  jun.,  Edward  St.  Loe  Livermore,  Ro- 

Ib*.  U  Roy  LiTiagston,  Matthew  Lyon,  Vincent  Mat- 

^  Archibald  McBride,  Samuel  McKee,  Jonathan 

^KomIj,  John  Nicholson,  Joseph  Pearson,  Benja- 

■KPkkman,  jnn.,  Elisha  R.  Potter,  John  Randolph, 

^u  Sammons,  Samuel  Smith,    John    Stanley, 

'^^  Stephenson,  Jacob  Swoope,  Benjamin  Tall- 

^t,  Jabez  Upham,  Nicholas  Van  Dyke,  and  KU- 

^"Ul  Van  Rensselaer. 

^Aift— Lemuel  J.  Alston,.  Willis  Alston,  Jan.,  Wil- 
^  Anderson,  Ezekiel  Bacon,  David  Bara^  Borwell 
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Bassett,  William  W.  Bibb,  Adam  Boyd,  John  Brown, 
Robert  Brown,  William  A.  Burwell,  William  Rutler, 
Joseph  Calhoun,  James  Cochran,  James  Cox,  William 
Crawford,  Henxy  Crist,  Richard  Cutts,  John  Daiyson, 
Joseph  Desha,  John  W.  Eppes,  William  Findley, 
Jonathan  Fisk,  Meshack  Franklin,  Barzillai  Gannett, 
Gideon  Gardner,  Thomas  Gholsoq,  Jan.,  Peterson 
Gbodwyn,  Daniel  Heister,  William  Helms,  James 
Holland,  Benjamin  Howard,  Jacob  Hufty,  John  G. 
Jackson,  Robert  Jenkins,  Richard  M.  Johnson,  Walter 
Jones,  Thomas  Kenan,  William  Kennedy,  John  Love, 
Aaron  Lyle,  Nathaniel  Macon,  Robert  Marion,  Alex- 
ander McKim,  Pleasknt  M..  Miller,  Wm.  MiUior,  Nich- 
olas R.  Moore,  Thos,  Moore,  Jeremiah  Morrow,  Gurdon 
8.  Mumford,  Thos.  Newton,  Wilson  C.  Nicholas,  Tun- 
bthy  Pitkin,  Jan.,  John  Porter,  Josiah  Quincy,  John  Rea 
of  Pennsylvania,  John  Rhea  of  Tennessee,  Matthias 
Richards,  John  Roane,  Erastas  Root,  John  Ross,  Ebe* 
nexer  Sage,  Lemael  Sawyer,  Benjamin  Say,  Ebenezer 
Seaver,  Samuel  Shaw,  Daniel  Shefiey,  John  Smilie, 
George  Smith,  John  Smith,  Heniy  Southard,  Ricdard 
Stanford,  Samuel  Taggart,  John  Taylor,  John  Thomp- 
son, Uri  Tracy,  George  M.  Troup,  Archibald  Van 
Horn,  Robert  Weakley,  Laban  Wheaton,  Robert 
Wbitehill,  Richard  Winn,  and  Robert  Witherspoon. 

The  House  having  agreed  to  take  up  the  report 
of  the  Committee  oft  he  Whole,  on  the  table, 

Mr.  Dana  moved  that  the  bill  lie  on  the  table, 
to  give  him  an  opportunity  to  move  that  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be  required  to  lay  be- 
fore the  House,  certain  information. 

The  motion  was  negatived — 68  to  39. 

Mr.  Dana'  moved  to  am^nd  the  bi'Il,  by  in- 
serting' a  provision  restricting  its  operation  to  a 
case  in  w.nicii  the  produces  of  duties  on  imports 
and  tonnage,  dbc,  ''shall  be  insufficient  to  dis- 
chargfe  the  sum  of  ei^ht  millions  anoually,  pledged 
for  the  payment  of  tne  public  debt." 

Mr.  LtvERMoaB  moved  to  adjourn — ayes  47^ 
noes  54. 

Mr.  J.  Q.  Jaoks^  moved  that  the  bill  lie  on 
the  table — ^^ayes  42,  noes  54.  ^ 

Mr.  Pitkin  commenced  a  speech  against  the 
bill;  but  having  sat  down  to  permit  explanation 
by  Mr.  J.  'G.Jackson — 

\  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  J.  G.  Jackson  to 
adjourn,  (with  Mr.  Pitkin's  consent,)  and  car- 
jried — near  five  o'clock. 


'  -  Satdrdat,  June  17. 

Mr.  t'oTTER  preiiented  a  petition  of  Thomas 
Lindsey.  of  Bristol,  in  the  State  of  Rhode  Island^ 
stating  that,  in  the  month  of  May  last,  his  sloop, 
called  the  Philadelphia,  brought  into  the  port  uf 
CLadeston,  State  of  South  Carolina,  a  number  of 
French  fanlilies,  together  with  their  negro  slaves, 
frooi  the  Island  of  Cuba,  to  prevent  their  beine 
murdered  by  the  Spanish  populace  of  that  Island, 
in  consequence  of  which  the  said  sloop  has  been 
libelled  and  condemned  for  a  violation  of  an  act 
of  Congress  which  prohibits  the  importation  of 
slaves  iifto  any  part  of  the  United  States,  and  that 
it  is  (Probable  tne  cargo  of  the  said  sloop,  upon 
the  ^ame  grodod,  may  also  be  condemned ;  and 
praying  such  relief  in  the  premises,  as  to  the  wis- 
dom of  Congress  shall  appear  just  and  proper. 
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Mr.  SREFfET  laid  upon  the  table  the  follow- 
ing resolution,  premising  that  he  did  not  mean  to 
call  it  up  this  day,  but  at  a  future  day,  when  he 
conceived  that  he  should  be  able  to  prove  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  House  that  this  was  the  proper 
mode  of  disposing  of  the  subject : 

**  Raolvedt  That  a  committee  be  appointed  to  bring 
in  a  bill  authorising  the  President  of  the  United  States 
to  appoint  Commissionen  to  try  and  determine  the 
dispute  between  the  United  States  and  the  person  who 
was  ousted  from  the  possession  of  a  certain  portion  of 
land  called  the  Batture,  at  New  Orleans,  on  the  25th 
of  January,  1808." 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Lovb, 

Ordered^  That  the  Committee  for  the  District 
of  Columbia  be  discharged  from  the  farther  con- 
sideration of  the  petition  of  the  President  and  Di- 
rectors of  the  Bank  of  Alexandria,  referred  to 
them  on  the  sixth  instant,  and  that  the  said  peti- 
tion be  referred  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
with  instructions  to  examine  the  matter  thereof, 
and  report  the  same,  with  his  opinion  thereupon, 
to  the  House. 

A  message  from  the  Senate  informed  the  House 
that  the  Senate  have  passed  a  bill,  entitled,  "An 
act  to  change  the  post  route  from  Annapolis  to 
Rockhall,  by  Baltimore  to  Rockhall ;  to  which 
they  desire  the  concurrence  of  this  House. 

JOHN  MURRAY. 

Mr.  Johnson,  from  the  Committee  of  Claims, 
to  whom  was  referred,  on  the  thirty-first  ultimo, 
the  petition  of  John  Murray,  made  a  report  there- 
on ;  which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table.  The 
report  is  as  follows : 

That  the  petitioner  prays  the  payment  of  three  loan- 
office  certificates  of  the  following  description,  viz :  No. 
13,976,  for  $200,  dated  March  29,  1779,  payable  with 
interest,  March  29,  1782,  to  Dr.  Henry  Murray,  or 
bearer,  signed  Francis  Hopkinson,  treasurer  of  loans, 
and  countersigned  Thomas  Harwood ;  No.  13,976,  for 
$200,  of  the  same  tenor  and  character  as  the  above 
certificate ;  No.  6,400,  for  $600,  also  of  the  same  tenor 
as  the  above  certificate. 

Tour  committee  having  examined  the  merits  of  this 
case,  state,  that  the  claim  appears  to  be  just,  and  no- 
thing prevents  relief  but  the  acts  of  limitation,  It  will 
appear,  from  the  letter  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
that  these  loan-oflice  certificates  are  genuine,  that  they 
did  issue,  and  that  they  are  outstanding  and  unpaid, 
as  appears  by  the  records  of  the  Treasury  Department. 
Ana  the  belief  that  they  are  genuine,  and  the  identical 
certificates  issued,  as  appears  upon  record,  is  strength- 
ened by  their  being  now  presented  in  the  name  of  tile 
heirs  of  the  original  owner.  The  petition  states,  that, 
in  Jane  last,  upon  the  date  of  the  said  petition,  upon 
repairing  an  old  desk  which  belonged  to  his  deceased 
father,  Henry  Murray,  these  loan-office  certificates  were 
found  in  a  secret  drawer,  which  fact  is.  proven  by  an 
affidavit  which  accompanies  the  petition ;  that  Dr. 
Henry  Murray  died  in  1785,  and  the  existence  of  these 
certificates  was  unknown  until  the  above  discovery, 
vrhidh  deprived  the  representatives  of  the  said  Henry 
Murray  of  the  benefit  of  those  laws  which  provided 
for  the  redemption  or  payment  of  such  certificates. 
Your  committee  have  no  doubt,  therefore,  upon  the 
merits  of  this  claim,  that  the  certificates  are  genuine, 


and  that  they  remain  unpaid :  and  that  the  drcom- 
stances  of  the  temporaiy  loss  of  the  said  <:ertificatei,  by 
which  the  representatives  of  said  Dr.  Murray  were  de- 
prived of  the  benefit  of  the  laws  which  provided  for  the 
redemption  of  these  claims  was  not  in  the   control  of 
either  the  representatives,  or  said  claimant,  or  io  the 
Government  of  the  United  States,  and  neither  cio  be 
blamed  in  this  transaction.    But,  notwithstanding  thk 
statement  and  opinion  in  favor  of  the  merits  of  thii 
claim,  it  is  expressly  barred  by  the  statutes  of  limitatiea, 
and  firom  that  circumstance  alone  the  committee  fed 
themselves  bound  to  report  against  the  prajer  of  laid 
petitioner,  in  conformity  to  their  reports  in  other  caset, 
until,  by  a  solemn  decision  of  this  House,  the  statutei 
of  limitation  are  disregarded  vh  the  payment  of  such 
claims.    Your  committee  have  thought  this  a  fortunate 
case  to  discover  the  will  of  this  House  upon  the  statutei 
of  limitation  when  just  claims  are  barred.     Bat  joor 
committee  are  unwilling  to  offer  to  this  House  a  reso- 
lution before  they  present  in  a  concise  view  the  Iswi 
and  the  conduct  of  the  United  States  upon  the  subject 
of  these  claims,  which  will  better  enaUe  the  Hooaeto 
judge  upon  the  course  to  be  pursued  with  less  embar- 
rassment.    Leaving  out  of  view  the  many  vahoua  and 
liberal  provisions  upon  the  subject  of  claims,  it  will  be 
sufficient  to  state,  that  on  the  21st  of  April,  1794,  u 
act  passed  limiting  the  time  for  presenting  claims  for 
destroyed  certificates,  including  loan>office  certificatei, 
to  the  Ist  of  June,  1795.     That,  on  the  3d  of  Maicfa, 
1795,  an  act  passed  making  further  provision  for  the 
support  of  public  credit,  and  for  the  redemption  oftbe 
public  debt,  the  fourteenth  section  of  which  declares  tbt 
all  certificates,  commonly  called  loan-office  certificates, 
final  settlements,  and  indents  of  i^^terest,  which,  at  the 
time  of  passing  this  act  shall  be  outstandiDg,  shall,  on 
or  before  the  1st  day  of  January,  in  the  year  1797,bep^^ 
sented  at  the  office  of  the  Auditor  of  the  Treasury  of 
the  United  States,  for  the  purpose  of  being  exchanged 
for  other  certificates  of  equivalent  value  and  tenor,  or 
at  the  option  of  the  holders  thereof,  respectively,  to  be 
registered  at  the  said  office  and  returned;  and  every 
of  the  said  certificates  which  shall  not  be  presented  at| 
the  said  office  within  the  said  time  ahall  be  forever  aits j 
barred  or  precluded  from  settlement  or  allowance.! 
From  this  provision  one  year  and  ten  months  were  al- 
lowed  to  present  and  settle  these  claims.    That,  on  thai 
12th  day  of  June,  1798,  a  bill  passed  respecting  loaa-{ 
office  and  final  settlement  certificates,  dtc.,  suspendingi 
the  provision  already  recited,  which  barred  this  descrip- 
tion of  claims  one  year  from  the  passage  of  the  act^ 
firom  which  term  the  statute  has  barred  these  claims, 
and  stQl  remains  in  force.    Therefore, 

Reaohfed,  That  the  prayer  of  the  petitioner  ougU 
not  to  be  granted. 

Tbkasurt  Dipabtxxitt,  June  16, 1809. 

Sir  :  In  answer  to  your  letter  of  this  day,  I  hate 
the  honor  to  state,  that  there  is  not,  to  my  knowledge, 
any. other  objection  to  the: payment  of  the  three  loaoH 
office  certificates  in  the  name  of  Dr.  Henry  Murray 
but  what  arises  from  the  acts  of  limitation^  Such  cer< 
tificates  were  issued,  and,  as  appears  by  our  records, 
are  still  outstanding,  having  never  been  paid.  Those 
pow  presented  appear  to  be  the  identical  certificates 
thus  issued ;  and  what  removes  every  doubt  is,  theii 
being  now  presented  in  the  name  of  the  heirs  of  the 
original  owner. 

I  have  the  honor  to  be,  with  great  respect,  sir,  your 
obedient  servant,  ALBERT  GALLATIN. 

Hon.  R.  M.  JoBirsov,  Chairman, 
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A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Dana,  tbat  the 
HoQse  do  come  to  the  follow iog  resolution : 

h»ked^  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treaaary  be  di- 
rected to  lay  before  this  House  auch  information  aa 
Duj  be  in  the  Treaaury  Department,  touching  the  ex- 
ercise or  conatniction  of  the  duties,  powers,  or  author- 
itJM,  mentioned  or  contained  in  the  tenth  and  nine- 
teenth Mctiona  of  the  act  of  the  third  of  March,  one 
thooMDd  seTOB  hundred  and  ninety-fiTO,  entitled  *'An 
act  SMiking  further  provision  /or  the  support  of  public 
credit,  tad  for  the  redemption  of  the  public  debt,"  as 
thenme  may  appear  Irom  any  minutes  or  proceedings 
of  the  Commiasioners  of  the  Sinking  Fund,  and  also 
copies  of  any  correspondence  with  the  Directors  of  the 
Bank  of  the  United  States,  respecting  the  making  of 
soy  lean  or  loans  for  reimbursing  or  paying  the  whole 
or  any  part  of  the  stock  created  by  Tirtoe  of  tbe  act  of 
the  eierenth  of  Pebiiiaiy,  one  thousand  eight  hundred 
iftd  seven,  entitled  *'  An  act  supplementary  to  the  act, 
catitled  '  An  act  making  proTision  for  the  redemption 
of  the  whole  of  the  public  debt  of  the  United  Statea." 

A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Ross,  that  the  said 
resolatioQ  do  lie  on  the  table ;  and  the  question 
beio^  taken  thereupon,  it  was  determined  in  the 
BegatiTe— yeas  51,  nays  56,  a»  foilowi: 

Yiii— Lemuel  J.  Abton,  Willis  Alston,  jun*,  Ete- 
bel  BaooD,  David  Bard,  Burwell  Bassett,  Adam  Boyd, 
John  Brown,  Robert  Brown,  William  Batler,  Joseph 
Cslhonn,  James  Cochran,  James  Cox,  William  Craw- 
fcrd,  Richard  Cutts,  John  Dawson,  Joseph  Desha,  John 
W.Eppes,  Jonathan  Fisk,  Meshack  Franklin,  Banillai 
Gannett,  Gideon  Gardner,  Thomas  Gholson,  jun.,  Pe- 
tenon  Goodwyn,  James  Holland,  Jacob  Hufty,  Rich- 
std  M.  Johnson,  Thomaa«Kenan,  WiHtam  Kennedy, 
Mn  Love,  Aaron  Lyle,  Alexander  McKim,  John 
MoDtgomery,  Nicholas  R.  Moore,  Thomas  Newton, 
Jchn  Porter,  John  Rea  of  Pennsylvania,  John  Rhea 
of  Teonessee,  Matthiaa  Richards,  John  Roane,  Bras- 
tas  Root,  John  Ross,  Ebeneser  Sage,  Benjamin  Say, 
Bioiul  Shaw,  John  Smilte,  George  Smith,  John  Tay- 
lor, George  M.  Troup,  Robert  Weakley,  Robert  White- 
kiU^and  Robert  Witbcrspoon. 

NiTs-WiOiam  Baylies,  Wfllism  W.  Bibb,  Jamas 

Biedemidge,  John  G.  Chamberlain,  William  CbaoH 

Mia,  Matthew  Clay,  SaaMsl  W.  Dana,  Jshn  Dst- 

«Bfort,  Jan.,  Williaftn  £ly,  Jarasa  Emott,  William  Fi&d- 

H  Thomas  R.  Gold;  William  Hsle»  Nathaniel  A. 

Bnen,  Daniel  Heistsr,  Rtchaid  Jackson,  Herman 

Kochobacker,  Joseph  Lswis,  jun^  Edward  St.  Loe 

Li^ore,  Robert  Le  Roy  Linngston,  Matthew  Ly- 

«,  Naikaniel  Macon,  Roliert  Marion,  Vincent  Mat- 

i^Saffluel  McKee,  William  Mihior,  Thos.  Moore, 

ieftmiah  Marrow,  Jonathan  O.  Mosdy,  Gurdon  8. 

li^M,  Joseph  Feurson,  Benjamin  Pickman,  jun., 

^iiMthy  Pitkin,  jun.,  Peter  B.  Porter,  Elisha  R-  Fot> 

^.iohii  Randolph,  Thdmas  Bammona,  Lemuel  Saw* 

?v,  Daniel  Shelley,  John  Smith,  Samuel  Smith,  Henry 

^^oihard,  lidiard  Stanford,  William  Sledman,  Jamea 

^Mson,  Lewis  B.  Sturgea,  Jacob  Swoope,  Samuel 

j^Sut,  Benjamin  Tallmadge,  John  Thompson,  Jabez 

^1^,  Nicholas  Van  Dyke,  Archibald  Van  Horn, 

^  K.  Van  Rensselaer,  Laban  Wheaton,  and  Ese- 

■'a  Whitman* 

The  question  was  then  taken  to  agree  to  the 
{^lotion,  and  resolFed  in  the  affirmatire— yeas 
^.  nays  63,  as  follows : 

Tiia^Eiekisl  Baeon,  William  Baylies,  Burwell 


Bassett,  WiUiam  W.  Bibb,  Daniel  Blaisdell,  Jamas 
Breckenridge,  William  Chamberlin,  Matthew  Clay, 
Jamea  Cochran,  Hsnry  Crist,  Samuel  W.  Dana,  John 
Davenport,  jr.,  Joseph  Desha,  WiUiam  Ely,  Jaa.  Emott, 
John  W.  Eppea,  William  Findley,  Meshack  Franklin, 
Tbomaa  Gholson,  jr.,  Thomaa  R.  Gold,  William  Hale, 
Nathaniel  A.  Haven,  Daniel  Heister,  Richard  Jackson, 
William  Kennedy,  Herman  Knickerbacker,  Joseph 
Lewis,  jr.,  Edward  St  Loe  Livermore,  Robert  Le  VLoj 
Livingston,  Matthew  Lyon,  Nathaniel  Macon,  Robert 
Marion,  Vincent  Matthews,  Pleasant  M.  MUler,  WU- 
Ham  Mihior,  Thomas  Moore,  Jonathan  O.  Mosely,  Gor- 
don S.  Mumford,  Thomas  Newton,  Joseph  Pearson, 
Timothy  Pitkin,  jr.,  John  Porter,  Peter  B.  Porter,  Eli- 
sha R.  Potter,  Josiah  Qoincy,  John  Randolph,  Matthi- 
as Richarda,  Thomas  Bammons,  Daniel  Sheffey,  John 
Smith,  Samuel  Smith,  Richard  Stanford,  William  Sted- 
man,  Jamea  Stephenson,  Lewis  B.  Sturges,  Jacob 
Swoope,  Samuel  Taggart,  Benjamin  Tallmadge,  John 
Thompaon,  Jabez  Upham,  Nicholas  Van  Dyke,  Archi- 
bald Van  Horn,  Killian  K.  Van  Rensselaer,  Laban 
Wheaton,  and  Eaekiel  Whitman. 

Nats — Lemuel  J.  Alston,  Willis  Alston,  jr.,  Wil- 
liam Anderson,  Adam  Boyd,  John  Brown,  Robert 
Brown,  WiUiam  Batlen  Joseph  Calhoun,  James  Coz, 
William  Crawford,  Richard  Cutfs,  John  Dawson,  Jon- 
athan Fisk,  Banillai  Gannett,  Gideon  Gardner,  Peter^ 
son  Goodwyn,  WiUiam  Helms,  James  Holland,  Jausob 
Hofty,  Richard  M»  Johnson,  Thomas  Kenan,  John 
Love,  Aaron  Lyle,  Samuel  McKee,  Alexander  McKim, 
John  Montgomery,  Nicholas  R.  Moore,  Jeremiah  Mor- 
row, John  Rea  of  Pennsylvania,  John  Rhea  of  Tennes- 
see, John  Roane,  Erastus  Root,  John  Ross,  Ebeneser 
Sage,  Lemuel  Sawyer,  Benjtunin  Say,  Ebeneser  Sea^ 
ver,  John  SmiUe,  George  Smith,  Henry  Southard,  John 
Taylor,  George  M.  Tmnp,  Robert  Weakley j  Robert 
Whitehill,  and  Robert  Witherspoon. 

The  House  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
unfinished  business  of  yesterday. 

The  question  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Dana,  to 
amend  the  said  bill,  by  inserting,  after  the  word^, 
"according  to  law,"  the  words,  "whenever  the 
product  of  the  duties  on  imports  and  tonnage, 
with  other  moneys  appropriated  to  the  Sinking 
Fund,  after  reserving  the  yearly  sum  of  six  hun- 
dred thousand  dollars,  as  by  law  provided,  towards 
the  support  of  Government,  shall  be  insufficient 
to  satisfy  and  discharge  the  sum  of  eight  millions 
of  dollars  annually,  as  appropriated  and  vested  bv 
law  in  the  Commissioners  of  said  fund,"  which 
was  depending  and  undetermined  at  the  time  of 
adjourn  meat,  being  a^in  stated : 

Mr.  Pitkin  advocated  the  amendment  at  iength, 
and  opposed  the  bill. 

Mr.  ^oiNor.  spoke  at  length  against  the  bill. 

Mr.  Shbffby  replied. 

Mr.  RANDOLf  B  moved  that  the  biU  and  amend- 
ment be  indefinitely  postponed,  and  spoke  at 
length  in  support  of  the  motion,  and  against  the 
bill.  When  he  concluded,  the  motion  for  post- 
ponement was  negatived  by  yeas  and  nays— 75  to 
52,  as  follows : 

YxAs^WUUam  BayUes,  Daniel  Blaisdell,  James 
Breckenridge,  John  Campbell,  John  C.  Chamberlain^ 
WiUiam  Chamberlin,  Epaphroditus  Champion,  Martin 
Chittenden,  Matthew  Clay,  HoweU  Cobb,  Samuel  W. 
Dana»  John  Davenport,  jr.,  WUUam  Ely,  James  Emott» 
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Thomas  R*  €rold/  WUliam  Hale,  Nathaniel  A.  Hayen, 
Jonathan  H.  Hubbard,  Richard  Jackson,  jr.,  Robert 
Jcnkiha,  Joseph  Lewis,  jr.,  Edward  8t  Loe  Livermore, 
Robert  Le  Roy  Livingston,  Matthew  Lyon,  Nathaniel 
Maoon,  Vincent  Matthews,  Archibald  McBride,  Thom- 
as Moore,  Jonathan  O.  Mosely,  Joseph  Pearson,  Ben- 
jamin Pickman,  jr.,  Elisha  R.  Potter,  Josiah  Qnincy, 
John  Randolph,  Thomas  Sammons,  Samuel  Shaw, 
Samuel  Smith,  Richard  Stanford,  John  Sunley,  Wil- 
liam Stedman,  James  Stephenson,  Lewis  B.  Sturges, 
Jacob  Swoo'pe,  Samuel  Taggart,  Benjamin  Tallmadge, 
Jafaea  Upham,  Ni^^las  Van  Dyke,  Killian  K.  Van 
Rensselaer,  Laban  Wheaton,  Eiekiel  Whitman,  and 
James  Wilson. 

•  Nats — Lemuel  J.  Alston,  Willis  Alston,  jr.,  Wil- 
liam Anderson,  Esekiel  Bacon,  David  Bard,  Bnrweli 
Baasett,  William  W.  Bibb,  Adam  Boyd,  John  Brown, 
Robert  Brown,  William  A.  Burwell,  William  Butler, 
Joseph  Calhoun,  James  Cochran,  Orchard  Cook,  Jas. 
Cox,  William  Crawford,  Ridiard  Cutts,  John  Daw- 
son, John  W.  Eppes,  William  Findley,  Jonathan 
FidL,  Meshack '  Franklin,  Banillai  Gannett,  Gideon 
Gsordner,  Thomas  GhoLion,  jr.,  Peterson  Goodwyn, 
Daniel  Heister,  William  Helms,  James  Holland,  Ben- 
jamin Howard,  Jacob  Hu(W ,  John  G.  Jackson,  Rich- 
ard M.  Johnson,  Thomas  Kenan,  William  Kennedy, 
John  Ijiove^  Aaron  Lyle,  Robert  Marion,  Samuel  Mc- 
Kee,  Alexander  McKim,  Pleasant  M.  Miller,  William 
Milnor,  John  Montgomery,  Nicholas  R.  Moore,  Jere- 
miah-Morrow,- Gurdon  8.  Mumford,  Thomas  Newton, 
Wilson  C.  Nicholas,  John  Nicholson,  John  Porter, 
Peter  B«  Porter,  John  Res  of  Pennsylvania,  John  Rhea 
of  Tennessee,  Matfhias  Richards,  John  Roane,  Eras- 
tos  Root,  John  Ross,  Ebeneaer  Sage,  Lemuel  Saw- 
yer, Benjamin  Say,  Ebenecer  Seaver,  Daniel  Sbefiey, 
John  Smitie,  George  Smith,  John  Smith,  Henry  Sou- 
thard, John  Taylor,  John  Thompson,  Uri  Tracy,  Ar- 
chibald Van  Horn,  Robert  Weakley,  Robert  White- 
liill,  Richard  Winn,  and  Robert  Witherspoon. 

.  Tbe  question  then  recurred  upon  agreeing  to 
Mr.  Dana's  amendment,  as  before  recited;  and 
the  same  being  taken,  it  ^as  determined  in  the 
oegative — yeas  45,  nays  77,  as  follows : 

TxAs — William  Baylies,  Daniel  Blaisdell,  James 
Breckenridge»  John  C^pbell,  John  C.  Chamberlain, 
William  Chamberlin,  Epaphroditua  Champion,  Martin 
Chitten.den,  Matthew  Clay,  Samuel  W.  Dana,  John 
Davenport,  jr.,  WilHam  Ely,  James  Emott,  Thomas  R. 
Gold,  William  Hale,  Nathaniel  A.  Haven,  Daniel 
Heister,  Jonathan  H.  Hubbard,  Joseph  Lewis,  jr.,  Ed- 
ward St.  Loe  Livermore,  Robert  Le  Roy  Livingston, 
Matthew  Lyon,  Nathaniel  Macon,  VincenI  MatUiews, 
Archibald  McBride,  Jonathan  O.  Mosely,  Joseph  Pear- 
flon,  Benjamin  Pickman,  jr.,  Timothy  Pitkin,  jr.,  Eli- 
aha  R.  Potter,  Josiah  Qiiincy,  Thomas  Sammons,  John 
Stanley,  William  Stedman,  James  Stephenson,  Lewis 
B.  Sturges,  Jacob  Swoope,  Samuel  Taggart,  Benjamin 
Tallmadge,  Jabex  Upham,  Nicholas  Van  Dyke,  Killian 
K.  Van  Rensselaer,  Laban  Wheaton,  Ezekiel  Whit- 
man, and  James  Wilson. 

Nats— Lemuel  J.  Alston,  Willis  Alston,  jr.,  Wil- 
liam  Anderson,  Ezekiel  Bacon,  David  Bard,  Burwell 
Bassett,  William  W.  Bibb,  Adam  Boyd,  John  Brown, 
Robert  Brown,  William  A.  Burwell,  William  Butler, 
Joseph  Calhoun,  James  Cochran,  Orchard  Cook,  James 
Cox,  Wiinam  Crawford,  Richard  Cutts,  John  Daw- 
son, John  W.  Eppes,  William  Findley,  Jonathan  Fisk, 
Mesback  FrankUn,  Banillai  Gannett,  Gideon  Gardner, 
Thomas  Gholson,  jr.,  Peterson  Goodwyn,  Wm.  Helms, 


Jsmes  Holland,  Benjamin  Howard,  Jacob  Huftj,  Job 
G.  Jackson,  Richard  M.  Johnson,  Thos.  Kensn,  Wm. 
Kennedy,  John  Love,  Aaron  Lyle,  Robert  Maiioo,. 
Samuel  McKee,  Alexander  McKim,  Pleasant  M.Miller, 
William  Milnor,  John  Montgomery,  Nicholas R.  Moore, 
Thomas  Moore,  Jeremiah  Morrow,  Gurdon  8.  Mum* 
ford,  Thomas  Newton,  Wilson  C.  Nicholu,  John 
Nicholson,  John  Porter,  Peter  B.  Porter,  John  Rea  of 
Pennsylvania,  John  Rhea  of  Tennessee,  Matthias  Rich- 
ards, John  Roane,  Erastus  Root,  John  Ross,  Eben- 
ezer  Sage,  Lemuel  Sawyer,  Benjamin  Say,  Ebeneier 
Seaver,  Daniel  Sheflfey,  John  Smilie,  George  Smith, 
John  Smith,  Samuel  Smith,  Henry  Southard,  Rich- 
ard Stanford,  John  Taylor,  John  Thompson,  UriTracj, 
Archibald  Van  Horn,  Robert  Weakley,  Robert  White- 
hill,  Richard  Winn,  and  Robert  Witherspoon. 

Another  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Dana,  to 
amend  the  bill,  by  addioff  to  tbe  end  thereof,  tbe 
following :  "  Provided^  That  no  money  shall  be 
borrowed  in  virtue  of  this  act  until  after  at  least 
months  previous  public  notice  of  such  intend- 
ed loan ;"  and  the  qaestion  being  taken  thereupon, 
it  was  determined  in  the  negative — yeas  47,  nays 
74,  as  follows : 

Ybas— William  BayUes,  William  W.  Bibb,  Dan- 
iel Blaisdell,  James  Breckenridge,  William  A.  Burwdl* 
John  Campbell,  John  C.  Chamberlain,  William  Cham- 
berlin, Epaphroditua  Champion,  Martin  Cbittendeo, 
Howell  Cobb,  Samuel  W.  Dana,  John  Davenport,  jr^ 
William  Ely,  James  Emott,  Thomas  R.  Gold,  WUliam 
Hale,  Nathaniel  A.  Haven,  Jonathan  H.  Hubbard, 
Robert  Jenkins,  Joseph  Lewis,  jr.,  Edward  8t  Loa 
Livermore,  Robert  Le  Roy  Livingston^  Matthew  Lyon, 
Nathaniel  Macon,  Vincent  Matthews,  Archibald  Mr- 
Bride,  Jonathan  O.  Mosely,  Joseph  Pearson,  Benja- 
min Pickman,  jun.,  Timothy  Pitkin,  jun.,  Elisha  fi. 
Potter,  Josiah  Quincy,  Samuel  Smith,  John  Slaolej, 
William  Stedman,  James  Stephenson,  Lewis  B.  Stur^ 
ges,  Jacob  Swoope,  Samuel  Taggart,  Benjamin  Tall- 
madge, Jabez  Upham,  Nicholas  Van  Dyke,  Archibald 
Van  Horn,  Killian  K.  Van  Rensselaer,  Exekiel  Whit- 
man, and  James  Wilson* 

Nats — Lemuel  J.  Alston,  WiUis  Alston,  jun.,  Wil- 
liam Anderson,  Eiekiel  Bacon,  David  Bard,  Borweli 
Bassett,  Adam  Boyd,  J<rfin  Brown,  Robert  Brown,  Wil- 
liam Botiet,  Joseph  Calhoun,  Matthew  Clay,  Jamea 
Cochran,  Orchard  Cook,  James  Cox,  William  Crawferi, 
Richard  Cutts,  John  Dawson,  John  W.  Eppes,  Wil- 
liam Findley,  Jonathan  Fisk,  Meshaek  Franklin,  Bai- 
zillai  Gannett,  Gideon  Gardner,  Thomas  €HM>Uon,  jr., 
Peterson  Goodwyn,  Daniel  Heister,  William  Hefana, 
James  Holland,  Benjamin  Howard,  Jacob  Hully,  John 
G*  Jackson,  Richard  M.  Johnson,  Thomas  Kenan, 
William  Kennedy,  John  Lore,  Aaron  Lyle,  Robert 
Marion,  Samuel  McKee,  Alexander  McKim,  Pksaaat 
M«  Miller,  William  Milnor,  John  Montgomery,  Nicho- 
las R.  Moore,  Thomas  Moore,  Jeremiah  Morrow,  Gai^ 
don  S.  Mumford,  Thomas  Newton,  Wilson  C.  Nicho- 
las, John  Nicholson,  John  Porter,  John  Rea  of  Penn- 
sylvania, John  Rhea  of  Tennessee,  Matthias  Richardi, 
John  Roane,  Erastus  Root,  John  Ross,  Ebenezer  Sage, 
Thomas  Sammons,  Lemnel  Sawyer,  Benjamin  8aj, 
Ebenexer  Seaver,  Daniel  Shefiey,  John  Smilie,  George 
Smith,  John  Smith,  Henry  Southard,  Richard  Stan- 
ford, John  Taylor,  Uri  Tracy,  Robert  Weakley,  Rob- 
ert Whitehill,  Richard  Winn,  and  Robert  Witherspoon^ 

Tbe  bill  was  then  ordered  to  be  engrossed, ao' 
read  the  third  time  on  Monday  next— ayes  70. 
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MoMBAT,  Jane  1& 

Mr.  Peter  B.  Porter,  from  the  committee  ap- 
pointed on  the  memorial  of  Joseph  Wilkinson,  jr., 
presented  a  bill  authorizing  the  discharge  of  Jo- 
seph Wilkinson,  junior,  from  his  imprisonment; 
which  was  read  twice  and  committed  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  to-morrow.  Mr.  Porter, 
from  the  same  committee,  also  presented  a  detai  led 
report;  which  was  read,  and  referred  to  the  same 
Committee  of  the  Whole. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Gold,  a  committee  was  ap- 
pointed to  inqufte  into  the  expediency  of  provi- 
ding by  law  for  ascertaining  and  settling  the  con- 
trorerted  boundary  of  the  public  land  at  West 
Point, in  the  State  of  New  York;  with  leave  to 
report  by  bill,  or  otherwise. — Mr.  Gold,  Mr  GooD- 
VTM,  Mr.  Van  Dtke,  Mr.  Shaw,  and  Mr.  Craw- 
ford were  appointed  the  committee. 

The  bill  sent  from  the  Senate,  entitled  "An  act 
to  change  the  post  route  from  Annapolis  to  Rock- 
hilLbf  Baltimore  to  Rockhall,  was  read  twice, 
and  ordered  to  be  read  the  third  time  this  day. 

A  message  from  the  Senate  informed  the  Eiouse 
that  the  Senate  have  passed  a  bill,  entitled  '^An 
act  to  amend  and  continue  in  force  an  act,  enti- 
tled "An  act  to  interdict  the  commercial  inter- 
course between  the  United  States  and  Great  Brit- 
hin  and  France,  and  their  dependencies,  and  for 
other  purposes ;"  to  which  they  desire  the  concur- 
rence of  this  House. 

The  bill  sent  from  the  Senate,  entitled  "An  act 
to  amend  and  continue  in  force  an  act,  entitled 
^Anactto  interdict  the  commercial  intercourse 
between  the  United  States  and  Great  Britain  and 
France,  and  their  dependencies,  and  for  other 
purposes,''  was  read  twice,  and  committed  to  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole,  to  whom  was  commit- 
ted the  bill  to  amend  and  continue  in  force  an  act, 
entitled  ^An  act  to  interdict  the  commercial  in- 
tercourse between  the  United  States  and  Great 
Britain  and  France,  and  their  dependencies,  and 
for  other  purposes." 

THE  FATTURE  AT  NEW  ORLEANS. 

The  House  proceeded  to  consider  the  resolu- 
tion submitted  by  Mr.  Macon,  on  the  sixteenth 
instant,  in  the  words  following,  to  wit : 

*'ReMohed,  That  so  much  of  the  Message  of  the 
Ptetident  of  the  United  States  of  the  seventh  of  March, 
<HM  thousand  eight  hundred  and  eight,  as  relates  to 
the  bttlure  in  the  sabnrbs  of  St.  Mary*s,  adjoining 
Kcw  Orleans,  and  the  documents  accompanying^  it, 
together  with  the  petitions  of  Edward  Livingston,  and 
the  petition  of  the  citixene  of  New  Orleans  on  the 
Mme  labject,  and  the  documents  which  accompanied 
the  nme,  be  referred  to  the  Attorney  General  of  the 
loitfld  States,  and  that  he  be  inttractad  to  receiTo  and 
oUect  sQch  other  testimony  as  may  be  necessary  to 
iKsrtain  the  title  of  the  United  States  to  the  before- 
acntioned  batture,  and  that  he  be  directed  to  report  to 
tiiis  House,  at  the  next  session  of  Congress,  his  opin- 
io u  to  the  validity  of  the  claim  of  the  United  States 
to  the  laid  batture.'^ 

Mr.  BoRWBLL  thought  that  this  was  Dot  the 
pn>per  course  to  pursue;  but  that  the  coarse  re- 
cofflnended  at  the  last  aeaaion  was  the  proper 


one.  viz:  to  give  the  petitioners  the  right  of  ap- 
peal from  the  decision  of  the  Orleans  court  to  the 
Supreme  Court,  or  to  give  the  United  States  the 
same  riff ht,  should  the  decision  be  against  them. 
He  could  see  no  adrantajfe  in  the  procrastination 
now  proposed,  nor  any  injury  to  the  United  States 
or  the  city  of  New  Orleans,  in  the  course  which 
he  advocated.  He  doubted,  although  the  letter 
of  the  law  of  1807  might  cover  this  case,  whether 
it  was  erer  intended  that  that  law  should  operate 
as  this  had  done.  My  intention,  said,  he,  in  voting 
for  it,  was  that  it  should  apply  exclusively  to  the 
Western  lands,  commonly  called  the  Yazoo  lands, 
and  such  other  lands  as  were  occupied  by  hun- 
dreds who  might  be  formidable  from  their  num- 
bers. To  undertake  jurisdiction  on  questions  of 
property  is  taking  upoa  ourselves  the  functions 
of  another  department,  of  the  Judiciary.  The 
case  involves  important  points  of  law— and  let 
me  ask,  whether  gentlemen  in  this  House  are  so 
well  read  in  law  as  to  be  able  to  decide  such 
an  important  point  as  this?  It  does  appear  to 
me  that  on  all  questions  of  private  property  arising 
in  the  United  States,  where  the  question  of  right 
is  not  to  be  brought  before  this  House,  we  ought 
to  consult  the  convenience  of  the  parties  by  pro* 
moting  dispatch.  On  the  question  whether  this 
property  belong  to  the  United  States  or  to  the 

rititioaers  I  am  completely  i^noranL  Nor  would 
have  it  inferred  that  I  believe  the  petitioner  to 
have  a  riffbt  to  the  property;  I  take  it  that  the 
claim  of  the  United  States  must  be  good,  or  the 
inhabitants  of  Orleans  would  not  be  so  zealous  in 
support  of  it.  Mr.  B.  dwelt  further  on  the  diffi- 
culty of  deciding  in  this  House  on  complicated 
claims  to  property,  if  it  were  right  in  aqy  case  so 
to  do. 

Mr.  PoTOBAs  asked  for  the  reading  of  a  letter 
which  he  had  received  from  the  Governor  of 
Orleans  Territory,  which  was  accordingly  read. 
The  letter  states,  that  if  it  were  possible  that  the 
committee  to  whom  Mr.  Livingston's  claim  was 
referred  could  now  visit  New  Orleans,  they  would 
be  convinced  that  the  batture,  now  covered  with 
water,  was  in  fact  the  bed  of  the  river,  and,  there- 
fore, could  not  be  private  property.  Mr.  P.  stated 
the  history  of  this  piece  of  alluvion  at  some 
length,  and  the  circumstances  under  which  it  had 
always  been  deemed  public  property. 

Mr,  Sheffky  said  tnat,  berore  passing  this  reso- 
lution, gentlemen  ought  to  ascertain  what  the 
Attorney  General  could  do  in  this  case.  He 
could  not  compel  the  attendance  of  witnesses,  or 
collect  testimony  of  circumstances  which  occur- 
red a  hundred  years  ago ;  and  unless  he  could  do 
this,  it  was  impossible  he  could  examine  thetitle, 
for  testimony  as  to  facts  was  essential  to  enable 
him  to  form  a  correct  opinion.  What  influenee 
could  the  opinion  of  the  Attorney  General  have? 
Was  the  right  of  the  citizen  to  rail  prostrate  be- 
fore such  an  ex  parte  opinion  or  statement  as 
that  might  be?  if  it  was  not  to  have  influencei 
why  thus  evade  a  decision  on  the  prayer  of  the 
petitioner  ?  If  it  was  to  have  any  influence,  it 
must  be  a  pernicious  one,  because  fj^nded  on  ex 
parte  testimony.    Would  the  House  go  into  the 
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merits  of  the  case  on  this  opioion,  when  obtaiDed, 
without  affording  an  opportunity  to  the  party  in* 
terested  to  prove  that  the  law  was  not  correctly 
expounded  nor  the  facts  correctly  stated?    Surely 
not.    If  they  did  not,  if  they  heard  opinions  on 
both  sides,  they  converted  this  House  into  a  judi- 
cial trihunal.    Was  this  body  calculated  for  that 
branch  of  Government  ?    No;  this,  Mr.  8.  said, 
is  a  Government  of  departments,  each  of  which 
ought  to  he  kept  separate.    What,  sir!  is  this  a 
question  of  right  between  the  United  States  and 
an  individual,  and  we  are  about  to  take  it  into 
our  own  hands,  to  wrest  it  from  the  Constitutional 
authority, and  oecide  it  ourselves?  I  bope  we  shall 
not;  and,  therefore,  I  am  against  this  proposition. 
What  does  the  Attorney  General  slate  in  his  re« 
port?    Aware  of  the  impropriety  of  his  deciding, 
he  tells  you — what?    That  the  usual  course, 
where  tbe  rights  of  the  United  States  have  been 
involved,  has  been  to  appoint  commissioners  to 
hear  and  decide.    Here  the  Attorney  General 
tells  you  it  is  not  proper  for  him  to  decide.    And 
I  should  never  wish  to  see  the  case  in  which  the 
Attorney  General's  opinion  is  to  give  authority 
for  dispossessing  an  individual  of  his  property; 
for  if  It  can  be  done  in  one  case  it  may  be  in 
every  case.    Any  individual  may  be  driven  from 
bis  property  by  military  force,  and  then  bis  title 
be  decided  by  an  ill-shapen,  one-sided  statement 
and  opinion  of  the  Attorney  General.    Against 
svch  a  decision  I  do  protest.    Is  it  because  you 
have  power  on  your  side,  sir,  that  you  will  not 
■  submit  to  a  Judicial  decision  of  this  question? 
If  there  be  a  controversy  about  a  right,  there 
ought  to  be  a  judicial  decision. 

1,  sir,  have  been  unable  to  see  how  an  individ- 
ual having  property,  of  which  he  was  put  in  pos- 
session in  1804  or  5  by  a  judicial  decision,  could 
be  dispossessed  of  it  by  the  act  of  1807,  the  ope- 
ration of  which  was  limited  to  acU  done  here- 
after, that  is,  after  the  passing  of  that  act  in  1807. 
That  law  too  speaks  of  "  lands  ceded  to  the  Uni- 
ted Suites."    Was  th^  batture  ceded  to  the  Uni- 
ted States?    I  fay  not,  because  it  was  private 
property  before  the  United  States  possessed  the 
sovereignty  of  the  country.    By  the  treaty  of  1803 
with  the  Government  of  the  United  Sutes,  the 
rights  and  property  of  the  inhabitanU  of  Louisi- 
ana was  secured  to  them.    What  then  is  the  in- 
.  ference,  from  this  state  of  the  case?    That  the 
United  States  got  possession  illegally,  in  defiance 
of  judicial  authority.    I  am  sorry  to  see  that  the 
judicial  authority  has  been  set  at  defiance,  and 
the  Presidential  mandate  carried  into  effect  at  the 
point  of  the  bayonet,  right  or  wrong.    This  was 
the  case.    Those  who.  were  put  in  possession  were 
ousted  by  militajy  force.    Let  me  not  be  under- 
stood as  throwing  odium  on  the  Executive;  far 
from  it.    I  believe  tbe  Executive  acted  conscien- 
tiously, but  upon  an  expartestAlemeuL  Tbe  Presi- 
dent was  never  told  that  tbe  case  had  been  judicially 
investigated.    Those  facts  were  taken  for  granted, 
on  the  other  band,  which  did  not  exist,  and  those 
1  which  formed  the  foundation  of  the  true  merits 
of  the  case,  were  withheld. 

Mr.  S.  went  into  an  examination  at  some  length 


of  the  legal  pointa  and  lacts  involved  in  this 
question.  Was  the  House,-whett  it  had  received  | 
the  Attorney  General's  report,  to  establish  itself 
into  a  judicial  tribunal,  send  for  witnesses, or  take 
an  ex  parte  statement  as  respected  the  Uoited 
States  or  the  individual?  Gentlemen  would 
then  ultimately  be  convinced,  if  they  were  not 
now,  that  a  bouy  like  this  was  incompetent  to  do 
justice  to  a  contested  claim  for  property. 

When  the  opinion  of  the  Attorney  General  i 
should  come  before  the  House,  if  it  were  the  same 
as  already  given  in  favor  of  theftitleof  the  UDited 
States,  would  Congress,  because  the  United  Stales 
had  obtained  a  tortuous  and  illegal  possessIoD, 
deny  an  opportunity  of  investigation  before  a  tri- 
bunal  of  justice?  A  shadow  of  justice  might  be 
held  out,  but  it  would  be  a  shadow  indeed.  Tbe 
party  petitioning  bad  already  had  a  decision  ia  j 
his  favor.  And,  after  the  parties  bad  been  follf 
heard^  after  the  judges  had  pronounced  their  d^ 
cision  in  favor  of  the  petitioner,  would  the  Hoose 
pretend  to  say  that  he  bad  not  a  color  of  right? 

Mr.  S.  concluded  his  observations  by  expressioz 
a  hope  that  the  reference  to  the  Attorney  Genenl 
would  be  rejected  \  that  a  speedv  modeof  decisioa 
would  be  adopted ;  that  the  right  of  the  claimant 
should  befully  investigated ;  that  it  shotild  be  ascer- 
tained whether  bis  claim  was  founded  in  justice 
or  was  ai  spurious  one,  and  the  caiiC  decided  ac- 
cordingly. 

Mc.  PoYDRAS  spoke  at  some  length  in  repUta 
Mr,  SBEFFET,and  in  defence  of  tbe  title  of  the  Uni* 
ted  States.  The  batture  had  many  years  ago  been 
considered  as  public  property,  and  no  one  who 
examined  tbe  circumstances  of  tbe  case  could  for 
a  moment  doubt  it.  He  said  that  it  had  nerer 
been  claimed  as  private  property  until  after  it 
came  into  the  possession  of  the  United  States. 
He  hoped  the  rights  of  the  public  and  of  the  peo- 
ple of  New  Orleans  would  not  be  trampled  upon 
to  grant  the  petitioner  his  prayer. 

Mr.  Macon  said  that  be  was  himself  in  faror 
of  giving  tbe  right  of  the  United  States  to  the 

f>roperty  to. the  people  or  coeporation  of  NewOr^ 
eans,  and  letting  them  and  the  individual  ^ootest 
it.  There  was  nothing  new,  however,  in  the  ref' 
erence  of  a  subject  to  the  Head  of  a  DeparimeDt, 
whose  opinion  would  have  no  more  weight  tbaa 
reason,  and  so  far  only  Ought  it  to  have  weight. 
Mr.  M.  said  be  bad  no  more  desire  to  interfere 
with  (he  judiciary  than  either  of  the  genilemea 
who  bad  spoken.  If  provision  was  made  for  itf 
iog  this  case,  must  it  not  be  extended  to  all  others  1 
In  .order  to  do  justice,  it  must  be  done  to  all.  Had 
not  a  special  court  been  tefused  in  relation  tofl 
property  of  much  greater  value  than  this  ?  Be 
fore  Congress  made  a  special  coiut  for  a  certaii 
case,  they  ought  to  look  at  the  consequences.  Ii 
was  departing  from  the  general  system  of  th< 
nation  to  appoint  a  court  ^r  a  special  case.  P«r 
haps  there  was  something  in  this  case  which  dif 
fered  from  other  cases :  but  he  doubted  whethei 
it  would  warrant  the  appointment  of  a  special 
court.  Mr.  M.  said  he  saw  no  otber  way  of  treat 
ing  this  subject  but  by  letting  it  go  before  thi 
courts  already  organized.    If  tbe  right  was  in  tbi 
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pe(i(ioDer,  be  tbe  ooaaequenee  what  it  might,  the 
city  of  New  Orleans  had  no  right  to  taJceit  away 
from  him. 

Mr.  Roaa  said  that  the  delegate  from  the  Ter- 
ritory seemed  to  fear  that  the  que^on  of  right 
would  be  decided  now.  The  decisioi  of  this  res- 
oluiioo  eiber  one  wajr  or  the  other  would  require 
delay.  The  House  must  first  decide  whether 
they  voQld  act  on  the  case  or  not.  If  not,  it  was 
10  DO  purpose  to  have  the  teatimonjr  collected. 
Was  it  the  best  way  of  eoUectiog  testimony,  to 
refer  s  subject  to  the  Attorney  General,  who  has 
no  power  to  issue  compulsory  process  ?  He  was 
ootofopioion  that  this  House  could  exercise  ju- 
diciil  authority ;  if  it  did,  h^  would  not  have 
eTidfoce  collected  in  the  mode  proposed.  If  the 
rigbi  of  the  petitioner  had  been  invaded,  the  in- 
mioo  of  that  right  was  the  invasion  of  tne  right 
of  every  citizen  of  the  United.  States.  He  did  not 
mean  to  express  any  opinion  as  to  the  right  in 
Ibis  case,  for  he  had  not  formed  any.  It  was  im- 
j)osiible  for  the  House  to  decide  fairly  between 
tbe  Uoited  Slates  and  Mr.  Livinsston,  when 
ibe  eridence  was  collected  by  an  officer  of  the 
Uoited  States.  Whenever  commissioners  were 
to  be  appointed,  they  .ought  to  be  appointed  by 
agreemeDi,  or  with  the  consent  of  both  partiea  to 
tbe  litigation.  Errors  often  occurred,  even  in 
ukiog  depositions,  by.  the  omission  or  miscon- 
ceptioQ  of  a  word,  and  the  same  might  much 
more  readily  occur  in  this  case. 

Wiiatgood  could  result  from  all  this  delay,  if 
it  was  not  intended  to  decide  on  this  ease  ulti- 
iDately  ?  Let  commissioners  be  appointed,  said 
Mr.  R.,  to  hear  and  decide  this  poinL  Tbe  gen- 
eral position  that  we  ought  not  to  establish  special 
tribaoals  for  particular  cases  is  correct ;  but,  like 
otber  general  rules,  is  not  without  an  exception. 
Ifadifiereoee  arises  between  two  States,  do  they 
ooi appoint  commissioners  to  decide  on  the  right  ? 
Tbis  course  was  pursued  in  the  contest,  between 
the  States  of  Pennsylvania  and  Connecticut,  in 
regard  to  the  right  to  the  soil  of  a  tract  of  country. 
Aod  why  was  it  so  decided  ?  Because  the  case 
was  one  m  generis^  totally  distinct  from  all  cases 
comiDg  regularly  before  a  regular  judicial  tri- 
booal.  Is  this  such  a  easel  From  everything 
wbicb  I  have  heard  of  this  case,  it  is  such  a  one. 
This  House  is  not  the  proper  tribunal  to  decide 
ii;  bat,  if  it  do  decide  it,  the  Attorney  Qeneral 
u  Qot  the  proper  commisaioner  to  take  deposi- 

tiOQS. 

Mr.Taoup observed  that  this  case  was  probably 
one  which  would  fall  under  the  old  maxim,  wuUvm 
^yw  occurril  regi  or  reipniUica.  It  appeared 
^abim  that  there  was  a  Constitutional  difficulty 
ia  ibis  case,  which  did  not  appear  to  have  sug- 
S«sted  itself  to  the  mind  of  any  gentleman.  First, 
^  the  Uoited  States  a  claim,  either  real  or  dis- 
puted, to  this  territory  ?  Whether  disputed  or 
oiberwise,  provided  the  claim  be  asserted  on  ito 
part,  the  question  is,  has  the  Congress  of  the  Uni- 
ted Sutes  a  power  to  decide  the  validity  of  that 
cUtm  ?  And  if  it  has,  is  it  proper  so  to  decide  it  ? 
What  is  tbe  subject-matter  in  dispute  ?  Public 
ptopeny  J  and  what  species  ?     La&ded.    Then 


the  question  results,  baa  Congress  a  right,  in  order 
to  determine  its  title,  to  refer  it  to  any  tribunal 
whatever?  I  contend  not;  the  right  to  public 
property  was  originally  in  the  people  of  this 
country ;  they  could  never  be  divested  of  their 
great  public  right  to  the  landed  property  of  the 
nation,  but  bv  their  express  consent.  They  did 
aive  that  rignt  to  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States,  in  declaring  that  it  should  have  power  to 
dispose  of  and  maxe  all  needful  rules  and  regu* 
lations concerning  public  territory.  Would  it  have 
had  that  power,  if  tnis  right  had  not  been  expressly 
delegated  1  I  know  that,  under  tbe  old  Articles 
of  Confedemtion,  Congress  did  undertake  to  legis- 
late as  to  property;  but  it  was  always  questionable 
whether  they  had  a  right  to  do  so — and  this  was  - 
not  the  only  point  on  which  Congress  did  exercise 
powers  which  were  brought  into  question.  The 
right  to  determine  claims  to  public  propertv  is  not 
only  guarantied  exclusively  to  Congress  by  the 
Constitution,  but  the  practice  has  been  invariably" 
pursuant  to  it :  it  was  so  in  J 807.  The  Govern-- 
ment  not  only  asserted  its  right  in  the  first  in-- 
stance,  but  asserted  its  power  to  enforce  the  right 
at  the  point  of  the  bayonet.  If  the  public  have 
always  been  in  possession  of  a  certain  property, 
the  man  who  enters  on  it  without  their  consent  is 
a  trespasser  on  that  property.  Upon  this  view  of 
the  subject,  there  is  a  Constitutional  difficulty  on 
which  the  House  should  decide,  before  it  entertains 
a  motion  for  delegating  a  power  to  decide  this 
question  to  anjr  tribunalor  commission  whatever. 

Mr.  BoTo  said,  admitting  all  the  gentleman  had 
said  to  be  true,  his  observations  din  not  apply  to 
this  case.  He  had  spoken  of  the  right  to  poDlic 
property.  The  question  now  was,  whether  this 
was  public  property  or  not ;  if  it  were  certainly 
public  property,  on  which  ground  the  gentleman 
rested  nis  argument,  there  could  be  no  question 
on  the  subject.  It  was  asked  only  before  they 
decided  between  the  individual  and  tbe  United 
States  on  the  right  to  land,  not  confessedly  publfc 
property,  but  claimed  as  such,  that  fair  investiga- 
tion should  be  had.  Mr.  B.  disclaimed  the  power 
of  deciding  judicially  upon  the  stibject;  it  was  a 
right  which  he  had  never  thought  of  this  House 
claiming.  A  delajr  of  justice  was  a  denial  of  it. 
The  individual  petitioning  had  been  in  possession 
of  the  property ;  it  had  wen  taken  from  him  by 
force,  and  he  now  asked  a  trial  of  his  title  before 
a  competent  court — and  this  opportunity^  Mr.  B. 
said,  he  ought  to'  have  as  speedily  as  possible. 

Mr.  Randolph  said  he  should  vote  against  that 
report.  He  said  it  was  no  part  of  his  intention 
to  deliver  any  opinion  on  the  merits  of  the  claim, 
although  he  had  devoted  not  a  little  of  his  time  to 
the  stiuiy  of  that  question,  for  two  reasons :  first, 
that  it  would  be  a  prejudicated  opinion,  inasmuch 
as  that  was  not  tne  question  which  the  House 
were  called  upon  to  decide,  even  if  it  were  com- 
petent to  decide  it.  I  am  extremelv  sorry,  said 
he,  that  the  law  of  1807  has  been  brought  into 
view  of  this  House  by  my  friends  from  North 
Carolina  and  Georgia,  and  for  this  reason  ;  that 
that  law  has  no  bearing  at  all  on  the  present  qaea- 
I  tion.    Its  object  was  wholly  different  from  that 
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to  which  it  has  been  misapplied.  What,  sir,  was 
the  object  of  that  law  ?  To  defend  a^inst  a  con- 
•piracy,  I  may  properly  term  it — agaiDst  the  law- 
less violence  ot  confederated  associations,  a  vast 
property.  How  has  it  been  applied^  Not  to  a 
.^eat  public  property,  but  to  a  speck  of  land,  to 
which,  as  I  understand  it,  a  single  individual,  or 
:at  most  three  or  four,  put  in  a  claim.    Such  an 

•  application. as  thatofti^e  law  in  question  was 
never  intended  by  the  Legislature ;  and,  if  applied 

'  to  such  a  property  as  the  baiiure,  and  to  the  case 
'  of  a  single  individual,  ma^r  be  applied  to  the.prop- 
erty  of  everv  man  in  society.    What  is  the  doc- 
trine of  my  friend  from  Georgia  ?    That  the  pub- 
•lic  are  always  supposed  to  be  in  nossession  ot  the 

•  national  domain.  True,  sir,  ana  it  is  also  true 
Hhat  those  who  enter  upon  it  .and  endeavor  to  ap- 
^MPopriate  it  to  themselves,  are  trespassers,  and,  as 
«ucn,  may  be  resistied  by  force.  But  that  is  not 
the  case  in  the  present  question — very  far  from 
it— for  the  public  never  had  been  in  possession,  of 
theproperty  in  question.  * 

Without  attempting  to  enter  into  the  merits. of 
the  real  title  to  the  land  in  question,  let  us  take  it 
on  the  ground  of  the  right  of  the  citizen.  A  citi- 
zen comes  before  this  House,  and  complains  that 
he  is  dispossessed  of  his  common  right  by  arbi- 
trary power.  If,  after  a  cause  has  b^n  heard  by 
a  court,  and  a 'citizen  put  in  possession  of  a  prop- 
erty, by  a  decree  of  that  court,  he  is  dbpossessed 
of  It  by  military  violence,  where,  if  not  before 
this  House,  is  he  to  prefer  his  claim  for  redress? 
There  is  no  court  before  which  he  can  ^o,  because 
the  court  which  is  the  last  resort  in  this  case  has 
already  unavailingly  given  its  decision.  There 
is  no  court  of. appeal,  no  superior  tribunal,  and  if 
there  were,  and  a  decree  of  the  Supreme  Court 
obtained  in  his  favor  on  the  appeal,-  what  is  any 
decree  to  avail  against  armed*  men — against  mus- 
kets and  bayonets?*-  But,  this  is  not  the  only  rea- 
aon  why  I  am  sorry  that  the  act  of  1807  has  been 
brought  in  to  apply  to  this  case.  It  is  because,  if 
this  House  can  be  once  prevailed  upon  to  consider 
this  case  as  analogous  to  the  Yazoo  case,  many 
most  injurious  consequences  must  follow  there- 
from. The  first  is,  that  that  odious  and  supremely 
infamous  claim  will  be  put  upon  a  ground  which 
it  is  by  no  means  entitled  to  occupy ;  and  I  en- 
treat my  friend  from  Georgia,  and  those  whose 
minds  are  unalterably  made  up  on  the  Yazoo 
question,  not  to  give  their  enemies  such  a  prize 
as  they  must  have  on  us, .if  we  agree  to  confound 
the  Yazoo  claim  with  that  before  the  House. 
There  is  no  sort  of  analogy  between  them.  On 
the  other  hand,  sir,  supposmg  the  right  to  be  in 
the  United  States,  1  beg  gentlemea  not  to  create 
ao  forcible  an  interest  a^inst  the  rights  of  the 
United  States  as  will  infallibly  be.enibodied 
affainst  it  if  we  confound  the'  two.  '  I  have  no 
idea  of  giving  the  Yazoo  men  such  a  handle. 
Again,  let  us  suppose,  if  we  can  suppose  it,  that 
the  right  is  in  the  petitioner;  may  it  not,  supposing 
a  great  majority  of  the  House  to  be  against  the 
Yazoo  claim — we  do  not  know  how  they  are  dis- 
posed—may it  not  create  an  unjust  bias  against 
the  petitioner  ?    Bo  that,  in  whatever  aspect  w% 


view  it,  it  is  not  only  impolitic,  bat,  what  is  won^ 
eztremelv  unjust  to  attempt  to  identify  the  tui 
cases.  And,  sir,  it  is  a  matter  of  curious  specQlt-! 
tion,  that,  while  the  act  of  1807  has  been  brooght 
into  operation  in  the  case  of  a  solitary  iodiTidoal 
and  a  little  speck  of  property  to  which  it  was  doC 
intended  to  apply,  even  supposing  the  case  ia 
question  to  have  arisen  subsequently  to  the  pasw 
age  of  that  act ;  that,  although  it  has  been  mil- 
applied  in  this  case,  it  has  not  been  applied  to  thc| 
case  to  which  it  was  intended  to  apply,  and  fori 
which  it  was  enacted ;  for,  if  I  understood  mf 
friend  from  Georgia  a  few  days  ago,  some  hooi 
dreds  or  thousands  of  intruders  have  set  them^ 
selves  down  on  the  public  lands,  and  the  poblie 
force  has  never  been  employed  against  them.  Oa 
the  contrary,  the  artillery  of  (Government  ha 
been  brought  into  play  against  a  single  indiridj 
ual.  It  was,  indeed,  said  that  these  intruders  haj 
agreed  to  remain  as  tenants  at  will ;  but,  let  then 
remain  till  they  are  sufficiently  strong,  and  thef 
will  give  yon  another  chapter  in  the  history  « 
Wyoming;  for,  after  they  are  sufficiently  stroD{ 
to  hold  territory,  although  the  arm  of  Gorem- 
ment  has  been  applied  successfully  to  oust  a  sin^ 
gle  individual  put  in  possession  by  a  decree  of  t 
court,  you  will  find  it  nerveless  to  expel  thai 
men. 

With  regard  to  the  doctrine  nullum  tempiu  oc* 
currii  reifntblioBy  it  is  a  dangerous  doctrine,  if  car- 
ied  to  the  extent  to  which  I  apprehend  my  friend 
from  Gkorgia  would  carry  it.  I  venture  to  sat 
that  the  abuse  of  that  doctrine  in  the  celebrateil 
case  of  Sir  John  Lowther  and  the  Duke  of  Port^ 
land,  which  created  one  general  sentiment  of  ia- 
digaation  in  the  British  nation — an  attempt  uodei 
that  maxim  to  deprive  a  subject,  hostile  to  tb< 
Court,  of  property  of  which  he  had  been  long  in 
possession,  for  the  purpose  of  transferring  it  (oi 
minion  of  the  Court-^that  ease,  with  all  its  aggra- 
vated enormities,  does  not  come  up  to  the  case  be- 
fore the  House ;  and  I  speak  without  reference  tc 
the  question  whether  the  petitioner  has  a  ri^bt  oi 
not  to  the  property  in  this  case.  The  qnesuon  ol 
right  is  not  before  the  House,  and  that  qaestioo 
decide  which  way  you  will,  can  have  no  sort  ol 
weight  in  the  vote  which  the  House  ought  to  give 
The  question  is  this:  Having  been  long  in  posses 
sion  of  a  piece  of  land,  the  title  deeds  destroyed 
records  burnt,  and  possesston  the  only  title  yon 
have  to  show,  an  attempt  is  made  to  dispossess  yot 
of  the  property ;  a  decree  of  court  confirms  yooi 
right;  if  the  individual,  under  these  circnmstan 
ces,  can  be  turned  out  or  possession  by  main  forc< 
and  strength,  and  that,  too,  military  force,  then 
is  an  end  in  the  right  to  property  of  every  mat 
in  the  country.  Sir,  I  have  been  astonished,  aD<i 
grieved,  and  mortified,  to  see  so  little  sensatiot 
created  in  this  nation  by  the  procedure  in  ques 
tion.  It  strikes  at  the  root  of  everything  dear  u 
freemen.  There  is  an  end  of  their  rights.  Thi 
doctrine  has  been  applied,  in  the  first  instance,  h 
the  Territory  of  Orleans ;  but,  where  is  the  seen 
rity  that  it  will  not  be  applied  to-morrow  in  tb( 
Territory  of  Columbia,  and  the  next  day  in  even 
State  in  the  Union  ?    And,  air,  I  shall  considei 
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:he  tcquisidon  of  the  Territorf  of  Louisiana, 
Dtlierwise  so  valaable,  as  a  pernicious  gift,  if  it 
k  the  means  of  the  introduction  of  this  doctrine. 
kppose  this  case— for  I  believe  there  is  not  a 
art  of  the  Union  where  there  is  a  greater  eonfu- 
ioo  of  title  than  in  this  City  of  Washington — 
oppose  it  to  bare  occorred  here.  Suppose  it 
0  be  a  matter  of  doubt  whether  property  be- 
oDgs  to  one  indiyiduai  or  another,  or  to  the  €k>v- 
•ninent.  Suppose  the  question  to  have  been  set- 
Id  by  due  coarse  of  law,  and  a  legal  decision  to 
lire  been  had  thereupon  ;  and  then,  suppose  the 
President  of  the  United  States  had  taken  this  law, 
fhich  my  friend  from  North  Carolina  very  prop- 
!riy  calls  the  Yazoo  law,  to  apply  to  ftie  turning 
Hit  the  person  put  in  peaceable  possession  of  the 
ffoperty,  and  keeping  him  out.  I  do  not  know, 
for  my  part,  any  duties  which  the  marine  corps 
kare  to  perform  at  the  barracks  to  prevent  them 
Irom  being  employed  for  that  purpose.  Suppose 
property  of  mine,  or  any  man  in  this  House, 
be  Id  dispute ;  there  is  not  a  man  of  us  who  may 
lot  be  turned  out  of  possession ;  and  how  ?  Upon 
the  doctrine,  as  I  understand  my  friend^  that  the 
Qoremment  is  always  supposed  to  be  m  posses- 
lioQ  of  property,  and  wMum  tempUB  occurrit. 
Bo  that,  land  in  possession  of  your  ancestors  since 
their  emigration,  may  be  taken  from  you  because 
the  Government  is  always  supposed  to  be  in  pos- 
KssioQ.  A  more  flagrant  abuse  of  power  never 
vas,  never  can  be,  committed;  and  the  only 
inrand  on  which  it  can  be  attempted  to  be  sane- 
ttoned  is,  that  it  is  a  small  spot  of  land,  and  the 
property  of  an  individual  5  the  very  ground  on 
vhich  it  becomes  every  individual  to  contest  it. 
K  the  law  had  been  applied  to  a  cotintry  covered 
by  rast  hordes  of  Inuians,  the  case  would  have 
been  different ;  it  would  have  been  no  individual 
daim.  But,  when  we  apply  it  to  every  little  farm, 
toe?ery  cottage,  if  the  people  are  not  very  differ-' 
ent  from  what  I  believe  them  to  be,  they  must 
aoite  vna  voce  in  reprobation  of  the  outrage.  I 
Tfotore  to  say,  if  you  go  into  any  State,  and  at- 
ttmpi  to  dispossess  any  farmer  or  planter  of  bis 
tveoty-five  acres  in  tbis  wav.  they  would  rise  in 
opposition  to  it.  Sir,  the  ola  tea  and  stamp  tax 
was  nothing  to  it.  It  is  a  principle  which  comes 
home  to  the  bosom  and  fireside  of  every  man  in 
the  country ;  a  principle  which  if  we  eanction. 
there  is  not  an  individual  in  the  United  States 
who  may  not  to-morrow  be  turned  out  of  his  right 
aed  set  adrift,  and  that,  after  a  finding  in  his  favor 
bTarigbteoos  jury. 

What,  then,  is  this  case  7  An  individual  comes 
Wfore  us,  and  says,  that  after  having  been  put  in 
possession  of  a  piece  of  land,  (I  speak  not  of  the 
^lidiiy  of  his  title ;  it  is  not  concerned  in  this 
qvfstion.)  he  was  dispossessed  by  military  force 
of  this  property.  These  two  facts  I  do  not  nnder- 
>uiid  any  member  of  this  House  to  deny.  And 
what  does  he  claim  ?  He  claims  of  you,  as  the 
guardians  of  the  rights  of  every  man  in  society, 
j^«^.  And  where  do  you  send  him  ?  To  the 
Attorney  General.  I  will  suppose  that  in  the 
Lowther  and  Portland  case,  the  Duke  of  Port- 
end had  been  referred  to  the  Attorney  Gteneral. 


Would  the  English  nation  have  endured  it  7  No, 
sir.  Much  less  would  they  have  endured,  mili- 
tary as  the  nation  is  becoming  by  the  introduc- 
tion of  large  staodine  armies,  that  he  should  have 
been  dispossessed  of  bis  property  by  an  armed 
military  force,  at  the  fiat  of  the  Crown.  The 
question  is,  what  should  be  done?  Sir,  what 
should  not  be  done  is  perfectly  clear.  It  ought 
not  to  be  done  that  the  petitioner  should  be  sent 
to  the  Attorney  General,  who  has  already  given 
an  opinion  on  his  claim,  though  that  is  very  im- 
material, which  opinion^  it  seems  we  cannot  find. 
If  I  understand  anything  of  this  Government, 
however,  it  ought  to  be  on  record,  and  this  return 
of  non  eet  inventua  ought  not  to  have  been  re- 
ceived. All  that  we  have  to  do,  it  appears  to 
me,  is  to  make  a  provision,  in  the  nature  of  a  de- 
claratory law,  not  amending  the  act  of  1807,  but, 
declaring  what  the  law  is ;  and  we  ought  to  quiet 
the  rights,  and  the  mind  too.  of  everv  man  in  so- 
ciety, by  declaring  that,  by  tne  act  or  1807,  it  was 
not  intended  to  authorize  the  President  of  the 
United  States  to  interpose  the  bayonet  between 
the  courts  of  Justice  and  the  individual.  This 
power  never  has  been  given,  never  was  intended 
to  be  given.  The  individual  has  a  right  to  a  rem- 
edy, somewhere,  against  those  who  thus  ousted 
him.  If  I  were  to  set  myself  down  on  this  heath 
by  which  we  are  surrounded,  and  take  possession 
of  a  spot  of  earth  to  which  I  have  no  more  title 
than  Robinson  Crusoe,  it  is  not  in  the  power  of 
the  President  to  remove  me,  more  especially  after 
a  court  has  given  an  opinion  in  my  favor.  I  must 
be  dispossessed  by  due  course  of  law,  and  not  ot 
gunpowder  and  steel.  I  see  a  batture  forming 
before  my  door  in  Georgetown.  It  may  become 
a  question  to  whom  that  batture  belongs,  for  the 
territory  baa  been  ceded  by  the  States  of  Vir- 
{[inia  and  Maryland  in  the  same  manner  as  Lou- 
isiana was  by  France.  That  question  may  be 
brought  into  conrt.  Suppose  it  decided  that  the 
owner  of  the  island  is  entitled  to  the  batture.  and 
he  is  put  in  possession,  I  ask  whether  it  would  be 
competent  to  the  Executive,  under  the  ubiquity 
of  the  right  of  the  United  States  to  the  soil,  and 
the  maxim  of  nullum  tempui  occurrit^  to  remove 
the  party  thus  put  in  possession ;  to  take  away 
the  property  and  give  it  to  a  favorite,  no  matter 
whether  the  Corporation  of  Georgtown,  or  an 
individual  ?    It  could  not. 

As  to  the  sensation  which  this  question  has 
appeared  to  excite,  I  consider  it  one  of  the  moat 
inaportant  questions  which  ever  arose  under  this 
Constitution,  and  a  question,  too,  the  merits  of 
which  are  not  to  be.  by  any  possibilitv,  affected 
by  the  question  whether  the  claimant  has  a  legal 
riffht  to  the  property  or  not.  I  did  expect,  sir, 
when  the  act  of  1807  passed,  that  it  would  have 
been  applied  to  very  different  purposes.  I  did  not 
expect  that  in  1809  there  would  have  been  two 
thousand  persons  on  that  property,  permitted  to 
hold  it  peaceably,  when  force  was  put  in  the 
power  of  the  President  to  remove  them ;  and, 
that  the  law  would  have  been  put  in  force  only 
in  relation  to  a  small  spot  of  land,  the  property 
of  an  individual  not  only  unable  to  resist  military 
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authority,  hot  even  to  resist  the^Marshal.  There 
was  DO  cause  for  such  interference.  My  coUea^e 
(Mr.  Sheffcy)  has,  indeed,  explained  the  motives 
which  may  have  influenced  the  decision.  I  be- 
lieve that  the  Preddent  may  be  misled  by  evil 
counsellors.  It  is  not  investiujjr  a  man  with  great 
Executive  power,  or  placing  him  in  a  great  de- 
partment ot  the  Government,  that  divests  him  of 
the  frailty  of  man.  Whatever  may  be  brought 
in  palliation  of  this  outrage,  it  nevertheless  strikes 
at  the  root  of  the  rights  of  every  man  in  society. 
The  motive  of  the  action  belongs  to  the  other 
House  to  consider,  when  a  case  is  brought  before 
them  in  which  the  question  of  the  guilt  or  inno- 
cence of  the  party  is  involved. 

I  have  said  more  than  I  intended,  but  I  could 
not  have  said  less.  I  could  not  reconcile  it  to 
myself  as  a  freeman,  determined  to  defend  as 
lon^  as  I  can  my  fireside  and  household  gods 
a^inst  military  power,  to  consent  that  the  same 
light  of  my  fellow-citizens  shall.be  violated  with 
impunity  if  I  can  help  them. 

Mr.  Lton  said  that  he  was  also  of  opinion  that 
the  President  had  been  wrong  in  what  he  had 
done;  but  the  law  had  compelled  him  to  do  it. 
Mr.  L.  referred  to  the  law  to  show  that  the  terms 
of  it  were  imperative.  The  gentleman  from  Vir- 
ginia, said  Mr.  L.,  takes  it  for  granted  that  the 
petitioner  was  in  possession  of  the  property  in 
question  previous  to  the  passage  of  the  law ;  but 
1  believe  it  was  subsequent.  I  spoke  of  that  law 
when  it  passed  as  I  speak  of  it  now ;  I  told  gen- 
tlemen .ttiat  the  law  could  take  in  other  cases 
than  those  which  they  intended  it  to  operate  on ; 
I  told  them  that  they  were  acting  in  direct  op- 
position to  the  Constitution.  I  want  to  know 
what  difierence  there  is  between  this  case  and 
that  of  a  man  who  owned  land  in  any  other  Ter- 
ritory ?  The  rigorous  law  has  been  but  rigorously 
executed  in  relation  to  this  case.  I  would  repeal 
the  law  and  appoint  commissioners  to  take  cog- 
nisance of  the  case.  Repeal  your  unconstitu- 
tional law,  and  undo  what  has  been  done  under 
it.  You  may  smother  the  law,  as  they  lately  did 
the  Olmstead  business  in  Pennsylvania,  but  it 
will  be  understood  to  the  original  cause  of  it.  I 
am  glad  to  see  that  the  gentleman  from  Virginia 
(Mr.  RAMnoLPa)  has  come  to  the  end  of  his 
tether;  he  has  persuaded  the  House  to  pass  an 
unconstitutional  law,  and  now  compares  it.  with 
the  tea  and  stamp  tax. — [The  Speaker  said  it 
was  doubtful  whether  it  was  within  the  rules  of 
order  for  any  member  to  say  that  a  gentlemen 
had  persuaded  the  House  to  pass  an  unconstitu- 
tional law.]  Mr.  L.  said,  he  believed  he  was 
always  apt  to  speak  the  truth  too  bluntly.  He 
would  give  his  advice  to  undo  the  law,  to  accom- 
modate what  had  been  done*  and  bribg  the  busi- 
ness to  an  end.  This  clause  of  the  law  would  be 
found  to  fit  a  thousand  other  cases  as  well  as  it 
had  done  this;  ic  was  unconstitutional  and  im- 
proper; and  the  House  never  would  do  right 
until  they  wholly  repealed  the  law. 

Mr.  Gold  said  that  this  was  one  of  the  most 
important  subjects  that  had  ever  been  brought 
belore  the  House.    He  did  not  meaa  to  enter  into 


the  merits  of  the  case.  The  geatiemaa  fr«| 
Virginia  had  very  clearly  expressed  all  tboi 
sentiments  which  every  man  must  feel  on  betj 
ing  the  history  of  this  case ;  and  as  regarded  ti) 
ground  taken,  of  nullum  tempua  occurrit,  the  ge^ 
tleman  had  repelled  it  very  properly — and  iode^ 
in  that  country  whence  the  maxim  had  been  d< 
rived,  whenever  it  was  attempted  to  be  put  i 
force  against  ancient  possessioous,  it  bad  beeoei 


cuted  with  great  difficulty.  It  is  in  the  vei 
teeth  of  Magna  Charia,  which  says  that  a  frel 
man  shall  not  be  dispossessed  of  his  freeho| 


without  a  better  right  is  ascertained.  There  » 
a  variety  of  forms  by  which  the  right  is  guards! 
If  I,  saio  Mr.  G.,  understood  the  gentleman  froi 
Georgia  (Mr.  Troup)  he  considers  it  ft  sacri& 
of  the  rights  of  the  United  States  to  permit, 
decision  on  its  property  to  pass  into  the  hands  j 
third  persons.  Even  in  England  the  prerogati^ 
is  not  carried  so  far.  The  Crown  has  frequeDtj 
consented  that  the  right  of  Government  shoal 
pass  into  the  hands  of  third  persons,  viz:  of  cod 
missioners,  for  the  purpose  of  investigation. 

I  will  not  trouble  the  House  with  lengthy  n 
marks  on  this  subject.  I  can  hardly  advert  to  { 
without  feeling  aU  that  has  been  much  mort  el^ 
quently  expressed  by  the  gentleman  from  \i 
ginia  than  it  is  in  my  power  to  expresst  it.  I^ 
gentlemen  look  around  and  see  if  they  can  fiod! 
precedent  for  this  tcaasaction.  And  when  m 
consider  it,  every  man's  feelini^s  must  be  operate 
upon  too  strongly  to  permit  him  to  argue.  Ti 
course  suggested  by  the  gentleman  from  Vtrgio 
must  prevail,  or  we  no  longer  live  under  a  Go 
ernment  of  laws,  and  those  principles  on  which i 
is  founded  are  destroyed.  The  man  ousted  ma 
be  put  in  possession,  must  be  restored  to  the  pa 
session  of  the  property  which  the  hand  of  v'u 
lence  has  wrested  from  him;  and  I  hope  that 
proposition  to  this  effect  in  a  proper  shape  will  I 
presented. 

Mr.  Alston  said,  God  forbid  thai  he  shou 
be  concerned  in  the  smallest  degree  whatever  i 
wresting  from  an  individual  property  to  whi< 
he  was  justly  entitled.  It  had  been  stated  by  tl 
gentleman  Irom  Virginia  that  the  act  of  1S( 
was  not  intended  to.  apply  to  this  case.  From  i 
examination  of  that  law,  said  Mr.  A.,  I  verilv  b 
lieve  that  if  ever  there  was  a  case  on  which  th 
law  could  operate,  this  was  such  a  case.  Do  yc 
find  anything  in  this  law  saying  that  it  is 
guard  against  associations  ?  It  speaks  a  languai 
too  plain  to  be  misunderstood.  The  act  says  *' 
any  person  or  persoos"  shall  do  so  and  so.  Th 
surely  applies  to  individuals  as  well  as  to  assocl 
tions.  Away  then  with  the  nice  distinctions  b 
tween  this  case  and  that  of  intruders  on  the  lan^ 
of  the  United  States.  I  shall  not  attempt  to  ii 
vestigate  the  title  of  the  claimant  or  of  the  Uniti 
States  in  the  present  case.  Why  will  gentlem< 
attempt  to  nuike  a  distinction  between  this  ea 
and  that  of  any  other  individual  who  has  inirudi 
on  the  lands  of  the  Unted  States  1  If  the  Uniu 
States  had  a  claim  to  land,  was  it  not  the  duty 
the  President,  under  the  law  of  1807,  when  i 
individual  took  possession  of  it,  to  remove  hii 
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rwD  ic?  Surely  it  was.  Was  the  claim  of  thia 
etiiioner  laid  before  ibe  com  mission  era  appointed 
I  take  co^Dizance  of  claims  to  land  in  Louisiana  1 
believe  not.  Let,  tUen,  the  proper  authority 
lake  a  decision  on  it.  The  court  of  Orleans  was 
ot  ibe  proper  court.  The  ri^ht  of  the  United 
Itates  was  cot  defended  before  the  court  of 
^rleaas;  and  the  decision  before  that  court,  tbere* 
Ke,  ought  to  have  no  influence  in  leading  the 
liods  of  gentlemen  to  a  decisipn  on  this  sul^ect. 
^be public  bare  a  claim;  they  are  now  in  pos* 
essioo;  and  I  will  never  consent  to  establish  any 
ribooal  for  this,  differei^t  from  that  which  de* 
ides  io  similar  cases, 

Mr.  GuoLsoK  said  he  thought  it  would  better 
eeome  the  character  of  this  assembly  to  dis- 
ass  every  subject  with  calmness  and  delibera* 
ioo,  and  on  its  o^vn  merits,  than  to  endeavor  to 
ifloence  the  deciaion  by  an  appeal  to  the  passions. 
t  was  important  that  such  a  course  should  be 
isnoed,  whetber  with  reference  to  a  great  politi- 
il  principle  or  to  the  interest  of  the  individual 
rbose  rights  were  said  to  have  been  wantonlv 
losirated  at  the  Executive  will.  I  (said  Mr.  Q.) 
«Te  been  early  taught,  and  the  doctrine  bas 
prows  with  my  years,  that  the  right  of  property 
I  not  one  of  the  least  cpnsideration  in  a  free 
^stitQtion.  It  is  of  a  nature  so  sacredly  invio- 
tble  that,  when  clearly  ascertained,  I  would  ne- 
Kieocroach  upon  it  by  any  means  but  through 
be  regular  constituted  authority.  It  would  have 
IKD  under  this  impression  that,  had  I  been,  a 
penber  of  the  Legislature  when  the  law  of  1807 
m  iatroduced  into  the  statute  book,  I  should 
are  been  opposed  to  it*  But  receiving  all  the 
iDctioDs  of  a  law,  and  as  such  containing  a  rule 
ifcouduct  in  certain  specified  cases,  what  was 
de  Execaiive  to  do  ?  Was  he  to  set  at  defiance 
k  law  of  the  land  ?  A  doctrine  like  this  cau 
lever  be  contended  for.  it  seems  however,  that 
tt  satisfy  gentlemen  the  President  should  have 
lefased  to  carry  this  law  into  execution,  which  I 
lekoQwledge  does  usurp  judicial  authority.-^rMr. 
IfisocLPB  said  that  bis  ground  was  that  the  Pre- 
nieot  bad  not  executed  the  law.  If  a  law  were 
ever  so  unconstitutional,  the  President  having 
Hgoed  it,  it  would  become  his  duty  to  carry  it  in- 
fo efect.  But  he  denied  that  he  had  carried  it 
iato  efeet.]  Upon  that  point,  continued  Mr.  G., 
Bf  colleague  and  I  are  at  issue.  I  rise  not  to 
^Qss  the  merits  of  the  claim,  which  I  have  no 
disposition  to  do.  I  rise  to  defend  the  late  Presi- 
^t  of  the  United  States,  to  endeavor,  to  the  ex- 
|(Bt  of  my  feeble  powers,  to  place  this  question 
ia  a  proper  point  of  view.  If  the  President  of 
^e  Uuited  States  has  gone  beyond  the  letter  of 
tbe  law.  which  itself  tends  to  encroach  on  the 
ngbis  of  the  citizen,  I  would  be  the  last  person  to 
i^tify  him  in  thus  trespassing  on  the  dearest 
tishts  of  a  freeman.  But  it  is  very  easy  to  show 
^t  he  has  not  exceeded  the  express  provisions  of 
tlttlaw  in  question. 

Tbe  act  of  1807  contains  two  clauses  having  a 
^riug  on  the  subject^  the  first  ascertaining  the 
tbaracterofthe  persons  to  be  ousted,  and  the  sec- 
«a<i  providing  the  .means  of  ousting  them.    The 


President  is  authorized  to  exeretse  this  power, 
either  where  property  was  previously  in  posses- 
sion, in  which  case  he  is  to  give  notice,  o^  where 
it  was  subsequently  entered  on,  in  which  case  he 
is  not  required  to  give  notice.  It  is  easy  to  show 
that  this  is  one  of  the  cases  contemplated  by  that 
act.  It  is  well  known  that  the  feudal  law  did 
exist  in  Louisiana  previous  to  its  acquisition  by 
the  United  States,  and  that  by  that  law  alluvion 
does  accrue  to  the  Crown.  Now  if  the  feudal 
law  did  exist,  and  by  that  law  alluvion  did  accrue 
to  the  Crown  of  France,  does  it  not  follow  that 
tbe  same  right  did  accrue  to  the  United  States 
by  the  deed  of  cession  from  France,  who  owned 
the  territory  ?  If  tbe  claimant  was  in  possessioo 
when  this  act  passed,  it  became  the  duty  of  the 
President  of  the  United  States  to  give  him  three 
months  notice  previous  to  his  removal;  if  not, 
no  such  notice  was  necessary.  On  this  point  I 
need  only  refer  to  the  fact  that  it  was  not  so  early 
as  the  passage  of  the  act.  indeed  not  till  the  23d 
of  May,  that  the  claimants  came  into  possession. 
They  were  quieted  in  possession,  so  far  as  the 
rights  of  the  United  States  were  not  concerned, 
on  the  33d  of  May,  1807. 

The  decision  of  the  corporation  court  of  New 
Orleans  is  relied  on  as  giving  a  title  to  the  peti- 
tioner. That  that  decision  did  at  all  affect,  in 
the  Remotest  possible  degree,  the  right  oi  the  Uni- 
ted States,  is  a  position  which  no  man  acquainted 
with  tbe  principles  of  law  will  contend  for.  The 
decision  cannot  affect  the  right  of  the  United 
Stales,  because  it  was  not  contested  or  defended 
before  that  court. 

It  is  said  that  the  feudal  iaw  does  not  exist  in 
France.  From  time  immemorial  it  has  existe4 
all  over  Europe.  That  it  exists  at  this  time  in 
this  couuury  there  can  be  no  doubt.  Tbe  right  to 
to  lands  is  allodial,  but  is  inherent  in  the  Qovera- 
ment.  Is  it  denied  that  the  Qovernment  can  take 
property  from  an  individual,  making  him  com- 
pensation therefor  ?  If  the  right  to  land  be  inde- 
feasible^ could  the  Government  run  a  road  through 
it  1  It  certainly  could  not.  I  wish  it  to  be  dis- 
tinctly understood  that  I  do  not  attempt  to  say 
where  the  real  right  to  the  property  in  question 
does  reside.  But  I  do  say,  that,  according  to  the- 
treaty  of  cession,  it  did  become  the  Government 
of  tbe  United  States  to  exercise  the  power  which 
the  President  under  the  law  of  1807  did  make 
use  of. 

If  there  has  been  any  violation  of  right,  it  was 
in  tbe  passage  of  the  law  under  which  the  Presi- 
dent acted.  It  was  such  a  one  as,  pnder  present 
persuasion,  I  could  not  have  voted  for,  even  to 
remove  a  Yazoo  purchaser.  I  would  even  giro 
to  such  an  one  his  right  to  a  fair  trial.  I  would 
not  have  agreed  to  pass  it,  for  a  reason  given  a 
day  or  two  a^o,  that  the  right  to  trial  by  jury  is 
inalienable;  it  is  a  right  which  deseeds  to  us 
with  our  other  birth-rights;  it  is  one  without 
which  liberty  is  but  a  name.  It  was  an  unfostu- 
utite  circumstance  that  such  a  law.did  pass.  Bdt 
if  the  Legislature  thought  proper  to  enact  such  a 
law,  let  them  not^  in  tbe  name  of  the  great  God, 
thidw  the  blame  on  their  instrument,  on  the  Pre- 
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sident,  who  was  innoceDt  of  fault,  and  bound  to 
carry  the  statute  into  effect.  There  is  undoubted 
proof  that  the  President  only  acted  in  pursuance 
of  the  statute.  The  retroactive  part  of  the  statute 
is  the  most  horrible  feature  in  it.  * 

Mr. Randolph. — Does  the  gentleman  mean  to 
advance  this  position,  that  there  is  in  the  Grovern- 
roent  of  the  United  States  (not  of  the  State  of 
Virginia,  for  instance)  a  right  to  take  an  jf  property 
which  it  pleases  on  giving  compensation  to  the 
owners  1 

Mr.  Gholboic  continued. — I  mean  to  advance 
no  such  position.  This  is  an  external  Govern- 
ment, and  all  matters  relating  to  internal  con- 
cerns fall  within  the  province  of  the  State  Gov- 
ernments, whose  power  in  this  respect  will  not 
be  doubted.  Although  the  Federal  Government 
cannot  exercise  this  power  in  the  States,  I  by 
no  means  admit  that  they  cannot  exercise  it  in 
the  Territories,  over  which  they  have  a  right  to 
legislate.  It  is  a  right  of  such  a  nature  as  should 
be  exercised  with  great  delicacy  and  caution. 
Yet,  though  it  is  necessary  that  privileges  should 
never  be  invaded  but  with  a  hallowed  hand,  it  is 
sometimes  necessary  to  give  up  a  Httle  for  the 
general  good» 

But  it  is  said  that  this  is  an  extreme  case,  that 
this  small  spot  was  selected  as  the  object  of  Ex- 
ecutive vengeance.  I  am  informed  that  in  almost 
every  instance  of  intrusion  on  the  public  lands, 
settlement  was  made  by  individual  claimants. 
1  would  rather  give  up  fifty  times  the  value  of 
land  of  the  United  States  than  to  encroach  against 
law  on  that  of  any  individual.  It  was  not  the 
execution  of  the  law  which  encroached  on  the 
.rights  of  the  citizen,  but  the  law  itself.  I  would 
ask,  how  can  it  be  contended  to  the  contrary  ? 
Who  was  in  possession  of  the  land  when  the  law 
passed?  It  had  been  used  as  public  property, 
and  had  every  requisite  to  that  character ;  and  as 
such,  when  any  one  took  possession  of  it,  the  Pre- 
sident would  not  have  done  bis  duty  under  t  he 
act  of  1807,  had  be  not  caused  them  to  be  removed. 

Mr.  Ranoolph  said  he  merely  wished  to  say 

a  few  words  in  answer  to  his  colleague,  because 

be  was  afraid  that  be  had  put  the  question  upon 

•a  footing  which  in  justice  to  the  petitioner  it 

ought  not  to  be  placed  upon.    I  would  ask  him 

(said  Mr.  R.)  whether  be  thinks  the  right  of  the 
Jnited  States  so  untenable,  their  title  so  frail,  or 
the  prejudice  against  the  title  of  the  netitioner 
80  weak,  as  to  render  xit  necessary  to  fortify  the 
side  which  he  has  taken  on  this  question  by 
making  it  a  question,  as  it  already  has  been  made, 
between  the  late  President  of  the  United  States 
and  the  petitioner?  Ought  the  feelinjn  of  the 
House  to  be  touched  in  this  manner?  Ouffht 
Chat  chord  be  made  to  vibrate  ?  It  is  true  that 
my  colleague  may  say  that  the  law  of  1807  was 
first  set  on  foot  by  myself.  On  me,  then,  let  the 
blame  rest,  and  not  on  the  claim  of  tbe  petitioner, 
who  has  already  enough  to  contend  witn.  On  me 
let  the  whole  weight  fall.  It  does  seem,  from  fhe 
uniform  practice  in  this  House,  that  when  a  man 
gets  up  to  canvass  any  act  performed  by  the  Ex- 
ecutive, under  law  or  no  law,  ha  must  praiace 


whatsoever  he  says,  if  be  means  to  be  listened! 
with  respect,  by  a  duclaimer  of  any  sort  of  ia 
tention  to  censure  the  Executive.  No  matte 
how  great  the  enormity  in  question^  it  is  abso 
lutely  necessary,  it  would  appear,  ra  order  t 
prevail  upon  the  House  to  lend  a  favorable  ca 
to  your  argument,  to  disclaim  all  design  of  ia 
cufpating  the  Executive.  Do  we  live  in  a  laq 
of  liberty,  or  do  we  not?  I  know  that  in  Eh 
land  the  throne  is  interdicted  by  the  constitntii 
from  all  attack,  that  the  Kin^  can  do  no  wroii| 
and  yet,  sir,  wnen  a  wrong  is  committed  thea 
they  are  not  (to  use  a  strong  but  expressive  ea 
thet)  very  mealy-mouthed,  but  arraign  His  m 
jesty's  JmnUten  with  all  the  freedom  with  wbii 
counsel  in  a  court  will  arraign  the  credibilityi 
a  witness.  I  want  to  have  some  means  with! 
my  power  whereby  I  can  thoroughly  canvass  t| 
conduct  of  the  Executive  branch  of  the  Gov«g| 
ment.  Suppose  a  member  to  rise  in  his  jAuk 
and  instead  of  throwing  a  blame  on  the  Pred 
dent,  were  to  throw  it  on  some  poor  head  of 
depairtment;  would  he  not  be  told  that  it  ai 
unmanly  and  unfair ;  that,  under  the  Constiq 
tion,  havine  no  King  who  can  do  no  wrong,  iti 
not  fair  to  lay  blame  on  a  secondary  officer,  H 
upon  him  who  is  responsible  for  the  act?  A| 
there  I  have  placed  it.  Could  I  think  of  blamii 
the  Governor  of  Orleans  Territory  ?  I  might  | 
well  blame  the  private  who.  in  obedience  to  ij 
orders,  dispossessed  the  party  put  in  posaessiai 
If  we  would  also  canvass  the  conduct  of  ci 
Ministers,  and  the  President  is  our  Minister,  m 
must  drop  this  way  of  saving,  as  I  believe  th| 
do  in  Catholie  countries,  the  infallibility  of  4 
Pope,  of  saying  *'  God  bless  the  President  I  he. 
always  just  right,  and  can  never  do  wrongl 
But  here,  sir,  is  an  enormous  wrong— on  wha 
shoulders  shall  we  pack  it  ?  In  my  represenii 
tive  capaeitv,  I  shall  consider  it  my  duty,  fall  o 
whose  shoulders  it  may,  to  state  it.  I  know  thi 
it  is  an  invidious  task  to  charge  any  man  wit 
blame,  and  that  rising  to  eulogise  him  is  a  moc 
more  agreeable  one.  But  it  seems  that  I  am  tk 
cause  of  all  this.  The  bill  in  question,  it  is  we 
known,  came  from  the  Senate.  It  is  equall 
well  known  to  you,  sir  if  not,  be  it  now  knowi 
that  I  never  saw  it  before  it  made  its  entrv  ini 
these  walls.  But  with  what  show  o^  color  c 
justice  can  I  be  deemed  the  father  of  this  bill 
if  it  be  meant  that  I  was  the  cause  of  its  bein 
passed,  because  I  was  the  humble  instrument  < 
arresting  that  claim  until  time  and  a  majority  c 
the  House  could  be  found  to  pass  that  bill,  I  ar 
obliged  to  the  gentleman  for  reminding  me  c 
what  I  believe  tbe  proudest  triumph  of  my  lift 
It  was  a  glorious  triumph — an  unprecedente 
one — for  that  claim  came  here,  not  only  wit 
the  undivided  sanction  of  the  heads  of  depart 
ment,  but  with  the  sanction  of  the  best  talents  o 
the  nation,  and  of  intej[rity  equal  to  any  withii 
these  walls,  I  hope  it  is  not  the  last  time  tha 
an  honest  majority  in  this  House  shall  triompi 
over  Executive  influence. 

But  it  seems  that  a  great  deal  of  warmth  hmi 
been  displayed  on  this  subject;  that  we  ought  u 
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scusM  the  matter  with  great  coolness.  I  should 
ke  to  koow  of  my  colleague,  if  he  were  turned 
It  of  his  house  under  the  obligation  of  this 
me  IfcWf  in  a  bleak  and  dreary  winter's  night, 
hetber  be  would  think  a  little  of  this  warmth 
DISS.  Whatever  may  be  the  opinion  or  belief 
ttertaJDed  in  States  exempt  from  that  accursed 
ril,  I  believe  it  is  notoriously  true  that  there  is 
)t  a  slave  (who  has  no  property  of  his  own) 
at  would  not  display  greater  warmth  if  his  lit- 
i  hoase  had  been  violated  bv  his  master  in  the 
ay  i?  which  the  propertjr  ot  the  petitioner  has 
!eo.  When  we  are  directing  the  bayonet,  point- 
g  the  instrument,  there  is  no  occasion  to  be 
arm  j  but  when  it  comes  to  our  own  throats — 
id  it  is  coming — I  do  not  mean  it  is  the  inten- 
m,  but)  if  this  principle  be  sanctioned,  it  must 
me,  and  I  trust  in  Ood  that,  under  any  circum- 
iDceSf  even  under  the  north  pole,  I  shall  never 
splay  less  warmth  on  any  such  occasion  than  I 
ive  done  on  this. 

My  colleague  ondertakea  to  say  what  the  law 
as  in  the  Louisiana  Territory  prior  to  its  ces- 
)D,  and  in  so  doing  opens  the  merits  of  the 
lim,  which  be  said  he  did  not  intend  to  touch. 
Whether  the  feudal  law  is  or  is  not,  was  or  was 
a  io  existence  there,  cannot  affect  the  question, 
ismach  as  the  very  grant  of  the  property  was 
I  allodial  grant,  taken  out  of  the  operation  of 
e  feudal  law  of  France  by  the  express  limita- 
m  of  the  ffrant  itself.  It  is  not  true,  as  I  un- 
tstaod  it,  that  the  feudal  law  is  the  law  in  all 
onarchical  countries.  [Mr.  Gholson  said  that 
ice  the  reign  of  Charles  II  there  had  not  been 
It  part  of  the  feudal  system  in  existence  which 
quired  everv  man  to  do  service,  dbc.  But  he 
id  said  and  did  maintain  that  there  is  now  re* 
lining  in  every  part  of  Europe  a  portion  of 
e  feudal  system.  He  certainly  had  only  meant 
at  the  feudal  system  yet  existed  quo  ad  hoc^ 
ir.  R.  continued. — It  has  been  much  the  fashion 
ra  lon^  time  in  Europe^  and  particularly  since 
r.  Robinson  published  his  celebrated  history  of 
barles  V,  to  account  for  everything  by  the  feu- 
d  system.  I  do  not  understand,  however,  that 
exists  in  Spain,  but  that  property  is  granted  as 
lodial. 

Again,  sir,  I  understand  my  colleague  to  ad- 
iDce  the  doctrine  that  the  Federal  (government 
loessed  the  right  of  taking  any  private  property 
I  the  territories  which  it  pleased  for  public  use, 
ifiog  the  owner  the  value  thereof— paying  dam- 
{tt.  I  ask  my  colleague  to  show  the  grant  by 
hicb  the  Qeneral  Government  holds  the  power, 
|t  it  will  be  recollected  that  the  power  of  this 
iorernment  is  more  straitened  than  any  citizen 
>  in  bis  property.  It  must  show  a  grant  of  all 
K  power  it  exercises.  If  the  Government  pos- 
^  this  power,  I  want  to  know  how  it  got  it. 
1q  his  zeal  to  defend  the  Executive,  and  throw 
>e  vbole  weight  of  the  blame  on  the  shoulders 
r  tbose  who  passed  the  law,  mv  colleague  for- 
ot  that  the  President  is  as  mucn  committed  in 
|la(ioa  to  that  law  as  any  man  who  voted  for  it. 
be  law  must  apply  to  individuals,  but  it  had 
iference  to  great  tracts  of  territory.    Where 


was  the  necessity  for  this  law  to  dispossess  indi- 
vidual settlers,  when  a  single  constable  was  fully 
competent  to  that  task?  The  power  was  granted 
in  such  a  manner  that  it  might  be  exercised  on 
an  individual,  but  it  was  given  With  reference  to 
such  cases  as  those  now  occurring  in  the  Missis- 
sippi Territory,  where  so  many  get  together  as  to 
form  an  interest  strooj^er  than  the  civil  process, 
and  capable  of  resisting  it.  Can  my  colleague 
say,  if  his  title  be  litigated,  and  he  be  put  in  pos- 
session by  a  decree  of  the  court,  that  he  does 
take  possession  ^'  without  being  thereto  duly  au- 
thorized by  law  ?"    Surely  not. 

We  are  told  that  the  point  in  dispute  is,  has 
this  land  been  ceded?  But  have  not  all  the 
lands  in  the  United  States  been  ceded,  except 
such  as  the  grants  to  which  were  absolutely  per* 
fected  at  the  Declaration  of  Independence  ?  Was 
not  the  whole  of  Kentucky  and  Tennessee,  and 
by  far  the  greater  part  or  Virginia  and  Penn- 
sylvania, ceded  b^  the  Treaty  of  1783?  And  to 
whom  ?  To  the  individual  States  ?  No,  sir ;  to 
the  United  States  in  their  confederate  corporate 
capacity.  The  King  of  Great  Britain  did  not 
know,  neither  did  France,  when  she  made  the 
treaty,  any  State  in  its  individual  capacity,  but 
the  whole  Government  of  the  United  States  as 
united  States. 

I  do  say  and  repeat,  that  this  act  has  not  been 
carried  into  effect,  and  the  gentleman  himself 
cannot  say,  that  it  has  been  carried  into  effect. 
Neither  can  he  say^  that  the  President  was  au- 
thorized to  execute  it  in  regard  to  this  mud  bank) 
without  inculpating-  him  for  failing  to  execute 
it  in  case  of  the  intruders  in  Madison  county. 
When  we  speak  of  this  particular  case  of  the 
batture,  we  are  told  that  this  law,  like  the  laws 
of  the  Medes  and  Persians,  must  be  es^ecuted.  If 
it  was  only  a  duty  of  the  President  to  execute  itia 
one  case,  he  has  been  guilty  of  a  dereliction  of 
duty  in  not  executing  it  in  the  other  ease. 

I  know  that  there  are  gentlemen  far  more  ade- 
quate than  I  am  to  do  justice  to  the  merits  of  this 
case  as  connected  with  law.  But,  I  declare,  that 
according  to  the  construction  siven  to  this  law, 
there  is  no  individual  in  the  United  States  who 
may  not  be  brought  under  the  operation  of  that 
law,  which  it  is  well  known  was  not  passed  with 
that  intention,  for  it  is  to  be  gathered  from  thefac.6 
of  it  that  military  power  was  not  intended  to  be  ex- 
ercis€»d  unless  the  civil  power  was  insufficient,  and 
I  defy  any  man  under  a  fair  construction  to  place 
it  in  airy  other  point  of  view.  Suppose  the  Se- 
cretary of  War  takes  possession  ot  your  farm — 
you  say  it  was  never  ceded  to  the  United  States ; 
but  will  that  declaration  put  you  in  possession 
against  an  armed  force  ?  Your  property  is  taken 
from  you  under  color  of  law;  military  despotism  'm 
established  under  color  of  law.  There  is  nothing 
in  imagination  which  can  exceed  this.  Telling 
a  man  making  a  complaint  to  go  to  the  Attorney 
General  is  somethlne  like  telling  a  slave  makinf 
complaint  of  ill-usage  to  go  to  the  overseer,  the 
man  who  has  already  made  up  an  opinion  against 
the  complainant. 

With  respect  to  maxima  in  taw,  in  which|  no 
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doubt,  my  colleague  is  much  better  versed  tban 
I  am,  it  is  UDqoesttonably  true,  as  respects  the 
doctrine  of  escheats,  that  the  feudal  system  pre- 
*  vaiis  iu  some  of  the  States ;  but  it  never  had 
been  applied  to  the  extent  contended  for  by  my 
colleague  in  any  State  in  the  Union,  and  cer- 
tainly not  in  the  State  which  we  represent. 

I  am  afraid,  sir,  that  I  have  done  a  mischief 
where  I  meant  to  have  done  a  good.    If  my  ob- 

i'ect  had  been  to  favor  the  views  of  the  petitioner, 
certainly  should  not  have  taken  the  course 
which  I  have  pursued.  Whether  the  petitioner 
succeed  in  his  object  or  not,  is  a  secondary  af- 
fair, compared  with  the  great  Constitutional  pri- 
vilege which  has  been  violated  in  his  person.  I 
repeat  it  again  and  again.  Let  any  man  come 
forward  and  complain  that  his  property  never 
was  ceded — you  are  told  that  the  rights  of  the 
United  States  are  not  to  be  contested  by  the 
courts  below,  and  in  the  mean  time,  leave  the 
rights  of  the  citizen  to  contend  against  a  file  of 
grenadiers  with  fixed  bayonets  ;— and  this  we 
most  do.  it  seems,  for  fear  that  incidentally  some 
blame  sfiould  fall  on  the  President  of  the  United 
States.  Sir,  we  had  better  establish  a  principle 
in  our  Government,  that  the  President  can  do  no 
wrong,  but  hold  his  Ministers  responsible  for  all 
he  does,  than  hold  our  rights  by  this  tenure. 
There  will  l)e  then  some  sort  of  society.  I  dis- 
like this  business,  when  we  find  fault  with  subor- 
dinate ofiicers,  of  being  told  that  they  aire  not 
responsible ;  and  when  we  find  fault  with  the 
President,  being  told  that  he  is  not  responsible. 
Sir,  I  know  as  well  as  you  or  any  other  member 
can  know,  that  he  is  a  King  in  masquerade.  I  feel 
it ;  I  know  it.  I  speak  not  of  the  late  President 
of  the  United  States  or  of  the  incumbent.  Every 
question  which  is  brought  op  touching  the  liberty 
of  the  citizen  serves  but  to  confirm  me  in  the 
opinion  that  this  Government  has  an  awful  squint- 
ing towards  monarchy  1 

Mr.  Gholson  said,  that  so  far  from  clothing 
any  President  with  an  inviolability  of  character 
and  assigning  to  him  an  incapacity  to  do  wrong, 
he  would  go  as  far  as  his  colleague  or  any  other 
man  in  support  of  private  and  pehonal  right,  and 
to^  secure  tne  itiviolability  of  private  property. 
Sir,  said  Mr.  G.,  did  any  expression  escape  me  to 
the  disparagement  of  the  right  of  the  claimant? 
I  only  said,  that  nnder  color  of  a  title  derived 
from  the  previous  laws  of  the  country,  the  Pres- 
ident had  considered  it  his  duty  to  take  posjtesslon 
of  this  land.  I  pledge  myself  even  to  go  further. 
I  would  give  the  claimant  possession,  if  he  would 
give  security  to  abide  the  result  of  a  fair  trial  of 
the  title.  I  conceive  the  law  under  which  he 
was  dispossessed  to  have  been  a  most  execrable 
one ;  I  was  desirous  too  that  the  blame  should 
be  placed  on  the  right  horse,  and  never  said  my 
colleague  was  the  cause  of  it.  But  I  believe,  in 
an  honest  zeal  against  Yazoo  perjury,  he  and  his 
tflen  colleague  did  subscribe  their  assent  to  a  law 
which  they  would  not  otherwise  have  consented 
to  pass.  The  law  cannot  be  vindicated.  It  does 
invade  judicial  powers;  because  it  invaded  the 
principle,  which  we  inherit,  that  possession  is  a 


prima  facte  evidence,  of  the  right  to  propert^ 
and  that  the  citizen  cannot  be  deprived  of  it  bu 
under  the  law  of  the  land,  and  by  the  interventio 
of  an  impartial  jury  of  his  countrymen. 

Mr.  Holland  rejoiced  that  this  case  had  com 

before  the  House.    It  was  a  subject  of  peculia 

satisfaction  to  him,  that  gentlemen  would  nowse 

what  was  the  consequence  of  being  pot  undc 

military  law.    I  well  recollect,  said  Mr.  H.,  tha 

when  tne  law  was  passed  to  prevent  Yazoo  me 

from  having  the  right  of  citizens,  it  was  the 

stated  by  some,  in  opposition  to  it,  that  it  wi 

improper  to  put  any  class  of  citizens  under  mil] 

tary  laW;  that,  to  remove  them  from  possessio 

of  the  land,  when  they  had  titles  in  their  hand 

and  claimed  a  trial,  by  the  laws  of  the  countr 

was  contrary  to  the  Constitution.  The  oppooe o 

to  the  law  stated  a  number  of  cases,  in  which 

might  bear  hard  on  others  than  the  Yazoo  claia 

ants.    So  extreme,  however,  was  the  zeal  of  get 

tlemen,  that  they  determined  to  put  them  all  ui 

der  the  Yazoo  law,  not  only  the  Yazoo  claimani 

but  all  other.    Now,  it  seems  that  the  ground  o 

which  they  stood  is  taken  from  them ;  now  it  J 

demonstrable  that  a  *Mittle  law  knowledge''  i 

requisite  for  legislators.  No  doubt  gentlemen  wh 

supported  the  passage  of  that  law  did  not  ioten 

to  entrap  any  but  Yazoo  men.    It  seems  it  hi 

taken  in  a  worthy  citizen.   I  then  thought,  an 

still  think,  there  are  Yazoo  claimants  honest  me 

as  well  as  others.   The  reason  why  I  voted  agaioi 

that  law  was,  that  it  was  a  violation  of  the  rigbi 

of  the  citizen;  for  it  is  alwavs against  the  righi 

of  the  citizen  to  pot  him  under  military  law.    ! 

is  now  complained  that  the  particular  persons  o 

whom  it  was  intended  that  the  law  should  opei 

ate,  have  escaped  it.  but  that  if  they  had  been  pi 

under  military  law,  it  would  have  been  a  graiif 

cation  to  gentlemen.    I  rejoice  that  it  ha^  no^ 

operated  on  a  man  who  is  able  to  come  forwai 

and  show  that  he  has  been  oppressed  by  that  lai 

and  who  is  able  to  show  that  the  operation  of  tb 

law  was  oppressive.    The  Executive  is  not  t 

blame,  except  for  not  extiending  the  operation  < 

the  law  as  tar  as  it  was  intended.    The  genili 

man  mieht  have  seen  also^  had  he  chosen,  wh 

the  lawbas  not  been  put  mto  operation  in  reh 

tion  to  others ;  they  have  been  compelled,  in  ord^ 

to  retain  their  situation,  to  say  that  they  hc^d  ud 

der  no  claim.  ! 

It  is  true,  sir,  that  the  bill,  passed  in  1807,  cad 

from  the  Senate ;  yetj  I  recollect  that,  so  ardeii 

were  gentlemen  in  favor  of  it,  that  the  approprj 

ation  could  not  be  carried  into  effect,  and  th 

Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  would  not  brio 

In  a  bill  until  something  of  this  kind  was  admi 

ted,  in  the  shape  of  a  law,  with  a  particular  viei 

to  keep  the  Yazoo  claimants  from  having  thj 

right  to  a  trial  by  jury.    When  we  legislate  upol 

these  principle,  sir,  we  shall  always  get  into  eo] 

barrassments.  j 

Mr.  Pisic  opposed  the  reference  of  the  subjeij 

to  the  Attorney  General,  and  advocated  the  righ^ 

of  the  petitioner.    He  had  no  idea  of  taking  araj 

property  from  the  petitioner,  and  then  gWi^g  i 

to  the  corporation  of  New  Orleans.    It  was  gir 
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log  him  a  lawsait,  at  least.  He  would  plaee  the 
property  ID  «faftt  quo^  and  give  the  corporation 
ny  ciaim  whieh  the  United  States  might  have 
bad  to  the  land,  and  let  them  and  the  individual 
contest  it  together. 

After  some  further  obsefrations  from  Mr.  Ma* 
CON  and  Mr.  W.  Alston  in  faror  of  the  report 
of  tbeeomaiiteee,  and  of  Mr.  Bibb  against  it,  the 
resoiutioD  for  a  reference  of  the  subject  to  the 
AttorDejr  General  was  negatived — ayes  27. 

Tubs  DAT,  June  20. 

Oo  motion  of  Mr.  Randolph, 

Betdtfed.  That  a  committee  be  appointed, 
joioily,  with  a  committee  to  be  appointed  on  the 
pirt  of  the  Senate,  to  have  the  direction  of  the 
Dooer  appropriated  to  purchase  books  for  the 
Bie  of  Congress^  pursuant  to  the  "Act  making  a 
farther  appropriation  for  the  support  of  a  Libra- 
ry."^ passed  on  the  21st  of  February,  1806. 
'  Ordered^  That  Mr.  Nicholas,  Mr.  Dana,  and 
Mr.  Sat,  be  appointed  a  committee,  pursuant  to 
(he  said  resolution,  on  the  part  of  this  House. 

Mr.  fiiBB  moved  that  the  House  do  come  to  the 
UlowinjT  resolution : 

Rmhedt  That  it  is  expedient  to  vest  in  the  Corpo- 
itioo  of  New  Orleans  whatever  right,  title,  or  claim, 
ke  Uoited  States  possess  to  the  batture,  situate  in 
int  of  the  subarb  of  St.  Mary's,  and  adjoining  the 
h  of  New  Orleans. 

The  resolution  was  read,  and  permitted  to  lie 
n  the  table. 

A  message  from  the  Senate  informed  the  House 
^i  the  Senate  have  passed  a  bill,  entitled  **An 
^  making  an  appropriation  to  finish  and  furnish 
he  Seoate  Chamber,  and  for  other  purposes  ;*'  to 
rhJch  they  desire  the  concurrence  of  this  House. 

The  bill  to  alter  the  road  from  Baltimore  to 
bnapotis  hj  Rock  hall,  was  read  the  third  time, 
bd  sopported  by  Mr.  Montgomery  and  opposea 
^Messrs.  Stanpohd,  Goldsborougb  and  Liveb- 
lOBE^aod  postponed  indefinitely,  ayes  65. 

SEA-LETTER  VESSELS. 

Mr.  Macon  observed  that  there  was  known  to 
k  laws  of  the  United  States,  a  species  of  vessels 
aiied  sea-letter  vessels,  foreign  built,  but  belong- 
ag  to  this  country.  They  appeared  to  be  a  nyon- 
[rel  species  of  vessel,  of  whicn  be  wished  to  get 
id.  Those  who  wUned  to  encouraffe  American 
itipbailding  would  be  in  favor  of  the  following 
Botioo,  for  it  would  go  to  encourage  it: 

Baekedf  That  the  Committee  of  Commerce  and 
Mioafactures  be  inatmcted  to  inquire  into  the  expedi- 
^  of  aathorizing  the  registering  anew  of  vessels 
^  in  the  United  States,  which  are  owned  in  whole 
?  cJtizeDs  of  the  United  States,  any  disability  incur- 
icd  bj  inch  Tessel  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding,  and 
^  into  the  expediency  of  forbidding  by  law  sea-let- 
^  or  any  cnstom  house  documents  being  granted  to 
'tatth  not  registered  or  licensed  according  to  law,  or 
K^  owned  by  citizens  of  the  United  States  within  a 
oiited  time  after  the  passing  of  such  a  law. 

The  House  agreed  to  consider  the  motion, 
yw  72. 

On  the  sugi^estion  of  Mr.  Montgoqiery,  the 
iotion  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  for  one  day. 


BARRED  CLAIM. 

Mr.  Johnson  made  a  report  on  the  claim  of 
General  Arthur  St  Clair,  for  moneys  due  to  him 
by  the  United  States,  stating  that  the  claim  is 
barred  by  the  statute  of  limitations,  and  therefore 
recommending  that  the  prayer  of  the  petition 
ought  not  to  ue  granted. 

A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Eppes  to  recom'^ 
mit  the  report,  because  it  rejected  the  claim 
merely  because  wttbln  the  operation  of  the  stat- 
ute of  limitations,  without  inquiring  into  its 
merits;  and  because  the  principle  had  already 
been  settled  in  the  case  of  the  report  on  the  peti- 
tion of  Hannah  Foster,  made  a  few  days  ago, 
which  was  recommitted  on  the  same  ground,  and 
a  report  required  on  the  merits  of  the  case. 

After  debate,  the  report  was  ordered  to  lie  on  ' 
the  table. 

BRIGADIER  GENERAL'S  PAT. 

Mr.  J.  Q.  Jackson  observed,  that  by  the  act 
passed  in  1802,  fixing  the  Military  Peace  Estab- 
lishment, among  other  things,  the  pa^  of  the  Brig- 
adier General  was  fixed  at  ^25,  which  was  to  be 
his  full  and  entire  compensation;  and  also  al- 
lowed "  to  the  coramandinff  officer  of  each  sepa- 
*  rate  post,  such  additional  number  of  rations  as 
^  the  President  of  the  United  States  shall  from 
^  time  to  time  direct,  having  respect  to  the  special 
'  circumstances  of  each  post."    Under  this  sec- 
tion of  the  act,  an  opinion  had  been  given  by  the 
Attorney  General,  in  pursuance  of  an  application 
to  him.  that  the  Brigadier  General,  besides  his 
fixed  allowance,  was  entitled  to  extra  allowances. 
A  committee  had  been  appointed  at  the  last  ses- 
sion, who  had  reported  facts  on  this  snbject,  on 
which  report  no  order  had  been  taken,  except 
that,  at  a  late  hour  on  the  last  night  of  the  ses- 
sion, a  motion  was  made  by  a  sentleman  from 
Virginia,  (Mr.  Ranoolpb,)  declaratory  of  the 
fact,  that  that  allowance  was  illegal  and  improper. 
The  ground  taken  in  opposition  to  it  was.  that 
this  House  could  not  spealc,  except  through  legis- 
lative acts,  and  that  it  was  only  in  the  form  of  a 
law  that  an  exposition  could  be  made.    It  had 
been  declared  by  gentlemen  on  almost  every  side 
of  the  House,  that.they  inclined  to  the  belief  that 
the  Attorney  General's  opinion  was  not  in  con- 
formity to  law.    But  since  that  decision  had  been 
made  by  the  Attorney  General,  until  it  should 
be  reversed  by  law,  Mr.  J.  said  it  would  continue 
to  be  a  rule  of  conduct.    He  had  felt  a  disposi- 
tion, ever  since  the  meeting  of  Congress,  to  nave 
their  attention  drawn  to  this  subject ;  and  he  had 
waited  in  expectation  that  the  gentleman  from 
Virginia  (Mr.  R.^  would  have  brought  forward 
some  such  proposition ;  but  he  had  waited  in  vain. 
It  was  consistent  with  his  sense  of  propriety  that 
something  should  be  done  to  correct  the  proceed- 
ing in  future.    By  the  act  of  1808,  two  addi- 
tional Brigadier  Generals  had  been  authorized, 
whose  allowance  was  but  $104  per  month,  besides 
their  rations,  for  which,  admitting  the  highest 
value,  the  whole  compensation  could  not  amount 
to  as  much  as  $225  dollars  per  month,  the  pay  of 
the  first  Brigadier  General.    He  wished  that  the 
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that  they  had  fallen  into  the  error  in  this  way : 
that  the  law,  in  another  part  of  it,  said,  that  erery 
officer  comnnaDding  at  a  separate  post  should  be 
entitled  to  an  additional  numberof  rations.  Why? 
For  the  same  reason  that  the  expenses  of  the  Com- 
mander-in-Ghief  most  be  greater  than  other  offi- 
cers ;  because  they  have  to  entertain  the  officers 
and  visitors  at  each  post.  Was  it  ever  heard  of 
before,  that  a  Commander-in-Chief  should  be  sent 
to  command  a  separate  post  ?  How  separate  ; 
from  whom  separate ;  from  the  main  Army  ? 
No;  because  he  roust  be  with  the  main  body.  If 
there  was  an  army  of  an  hundred  thousand  men, 
and  it  should  be  so  dispersed  that  there  should 
only  remain  with  the  CommanderHn-Chief  five 
hundred  men,  that  body  was  the  main  Army,  and 
could  not  be  a  separate  command.  How  our  offi- 
cers have  fallen  into  this  error,  I  cannot  tell.  That 
the  Actornejr  General,  who  knows  not  much  of 
military  subjects— that  the  worthy  Comptroller, 
(who,  1  am  proud  to  say,  would  do  honor  to  any 
country  as  a  man  of  integrity)— should  have  erred 
on  this  point,  is  not  so  surprising ;  but  that  my 
old  friend,  the  Secretary  of  War,  could  have  fallen 
into  such  an  error  as  to  suppose  that  the  Com- 
mander-in-Chief could  be  placed  at  a  separate  post, 
is  a  little  extraordinary.  How  would  it  be  sepa- 
fate?  Wherever  he  is,  is  the  main  Army — from 
thence-orders  originate.  Why  we  should  pass  this 
explanatory  law,  is,  to  me,  very  strange ;  for,  if 
the  former  law  is  not  distinct  enough,  we  mav  go 
on  and  pass  laws  ad  tn/!mlfim,  without  maxing 
them  intelligible. 

Mr.  Tallmaooe  said,  that  no  man  would  more 
readily  than  himself  adopt  a  resolution  of  this  sort, 
if  he  could  deem  it  at  all  necessary  to  obtain  the 
object  which  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  very 
candidly  bad  explained  to  the  House  that  he  had 
in  view.  When  he  had  seen  the  constroctfon 
which  bad  been  given  to  the  law  sanctioned  by 
one  of  the  highest  law  characters  of  the  United. 
States,  he  had  been  almost  led  to  doubt  the  eri- 
dence  of  his  own  senses.  You,  sir,  said  Mr.  T., 
well  remember  the  circumstances  under  which 
that  law  was  passed.  For  myself,  though  I  should 
most  heartily  wish  to  guard  and  put  checks  in 
such  a  way  that  the  officers  of  Ctovernment  could 
not  misconstrue  the  law,yet  I  say  that  I  can  hardly 
conceive  words  in  the  Bnglish  language  which 
could  be  more  full  and  complete  than  those  of  the 
law  fixing^  the  Military  Peace  Establishment.  It 
does  not  ippear'to  me  tbat  the  opinions  of  all 
the  officers  of  the  Departments  were  the  same 
as  that  of  the  Attorney  General ;  for,  as  far  as  I 
remember,  there  was  a  strong  ground  of  objection 
to  this  extraordinary  claim,  amounting  almost  to 
rejection ;  and  that  the  opinion  was  called  for, 
more  to  help  out  the  claim,  than  as  the  ground- 
work of  proceeding.  I  utterly  reject  the  idea  that 
the  Attorney  General  is  the  sole  person  compe- 
tent to  construe  a  law.  Here  is  a  law,  one  of  the 
most  plain  and  conclusive,  declaring  that  the  Brig- 
adier General  shall  not  receive  one  farthing  more 
than  a  fixed  compensation ;  and  yet,  the  officers 
of  the  Treasury  have  allowed  the  most  extraor- 
dinary claim,  on  the  authority  of  the  opinion  of  I 


the  Attorney  General  1  Could  we  enact  a  law  it 
more  explicit  languagel  We  could  not.  Th( 
resolution,  however  good  its  object,  (and  I  wottl< 
accord  most  sincerely  in  carrying  that  object  iou 
effect,)  would  certainly  be  useless.  To  ptL^  ai 
explanatory  law,  would  be  trifling  with  the  Le 
gislature  and  with  the  Government.  lam  avers 
to  sanctioning  the  construction  given,  which  wouk 
be  the  effect  of  ^nssing  an  explanatory  bill.  In  m] 
present  opinion  of  the  resolution,  therefore,  I  ii 
averse  to  its  passage. 

Mr.  HoLLAxn  said,  he  certainly  coaLd  not  cos 
ceive  that  the  passage  of  the  resolution,  or  declu 
ing  the  meaning  of  the  law,  would  sanction  thi 
decision  of  the  War  Department  in  relatton  to  it , 

Mr.  J.  G.  Jaokson  asked  his  friend's  leave  i\ 
interrupt  htm,  and  withdrew  the  resohition,  whic^ 
he  said  he  had  proposed  under  a- belief  that  th«r^ 
would  be  no  objection  to  it.  , 

FINANCE. 

The  engrossed  bill  to  amend  the  act  entitle 
"An  odt  for  the  support  of  public  credit  and  k 
the  redemption  of  the  public  debt,"  was  read  Ui 
third  time. 

Messrs.  Pickman,  Livebmorb,  and  Ramdolfi 
opposed  the  bill. 

MrLTOzv. — Mr.  Speaker:  The  bill  on  yooru 
ble  meets  my  most  hearty  disapprobation;  fc 
reasons  which  I  will  take  the  liberty,  in  the  mu 
concise  manner,  to  sogj|resL  It  is  not,  sir,  alb 
gether  because  I  perceived,  on  the  first  gltoc 
tbat  the  bill  was  an  attempt  to  raise  money,  \ 
loan,  fpr  the  public  service,  in  a  disguised  lora 
thereby  to  shelter  the  advocates  of  the  anfort* 
nate,  disgraced  embargo  from  the  odiom  of  ' 
8000  becoming  borrowers — a  situation  their  favo 
ite  measure  has  brought  them  into — after  ail  tt 
boast  of  an  overflowing  Treasury,  and  a  supe 
fluous  revenue,  for  the  disposal  of  which  a  cob 
mittee  of  this  House  was  at  last  December  » 
lected.  Althoush,  sir,  such  attempts  at  deceivii: 
the  people,  and  Keeping  from  their  view  the  iri 
state  of  the  nation,  are  ever  at  war  with  the  tn 
principle  of  Republicanism — if  the  bill  conuine 
nothing  more  than  the  mere  subterfuge,  the  d 
ception  I  speak  of.  my  desire  to  let  every  ibis 
which  relates  to  that  disastrous  measure  pass  ia< 
oblivfbn;  my  wishes  to  heal,  if  possible,  what 
by  some  called  a  breach  in  the  Republican  part 
created  by  the  gentlemen  who  now  advocate  cb 
bill  making  the  embargo  a  part^  mea«sore,  wv>u- 
have  prevailed  with  me  to  let  the  bill  pass  wii 
my  bare  negative  vote.  But,  sir,  I  see  a  vii. 
siabaimedbythatbillat  the  Sinking  Fund;  a  fuo 
constituted  principally  from  a  portion  of  the  tu 
tional  revenue  appropriated,  and  most  sacredi 
pledged  by  thetruly  Republican  Congress  of  \SOtl 
pledged,  not  only  to  ttie  creditors  of  the  natioi 
but  pledged  to  the  American  people  as  their  r^ 
demption  from  a  debt  which  threatened  their  p«« 
terity.  This  republican  act  of  the  organ  of  i  b 
Republican  party,  just  then  arrived  at  the  zei 
ith  of  their  power,  consummated  with  the  mo 
patriotic  views,  was  received  by  the  naiion  wn 
extreme  applause.  At  the  time,  i  was  not  a  m«cq 
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rr  of  Congress,  but  I  can  xierer  forget  the  satis- 
kctioQ  with  which  the  news  was  received  by 
ipeif,  and  all  those  with  whom  I  was  conver- 
iBt.  I  remember,  also,  readies'  that  the  Feder- 
lists  threw  some  obstacles  in  the  way  of  ita  pas* 
i|e ;  they  prophesied  the  fate  which  now  awa»t< 
£t  Sinkiog  Faad  ;  they  asserted  that,  regardless 
r  Its  sanciUy,  it  would,  ere  long,  be  broken  io 
poo,  uoder  one  .pretence  or  other,  to  defray  the 
BrreDt  expenses  which  ou^ht  to  be  provided  for 
\  some  other  mftniier.  This  opposition  to  a  m«a- 
ire  so  salutary  in  its  nature,  and  design,  irrevo- 
ikiy  pledging. a  abare  of  the  oatioaal  income  to 
k  discharge  of  the  national  debt,.wa9  smoag  the 
UDs  of  the  old'FedeniJistsi;  whieb  baa  awept  them 
It  of  thi3  House.  Littlo  did  I  think,  when  read- 
it  the  debates  on  this  v  subject  in  1802,  that  a 
Itjority  of  this  Hoose  in  1809.  and  that  major- 
7  eailiog  tbccnaelves  Repoblicaiis,  would  be 
wsd  fslfilling  the  predictions- whieb  I  then  coo- 
ilered  as  the  effaston  of  spleen  and  envy.  No, 
Ir,  1  coald  not  then  believe  that  the  same  tnen, 
r  their  successors  in  name,  flushed  with  power 
8d  prood  of  the  strength  of  their  party,  would 
icriif^oasly  destroy  so  fair  a  mooumeot  of  the 
Inoe,  the  wisdom^  and  the  patrit>tism  of  the  Re- 
iblicaa  Coogresa  of  1802.  It  is  contended  that 
libtii  does  not  go  the  length  that  I  insi^t.it  does. 

r^ywas  the  bill  couched  in  jargon — in  language 
Dearly  nointelligible,  that  the  most  learned 
ntleioen  in  this  House  .cannot  uaderftaad  it 
be?  Was  it  for  mny  good  pnrpoM ?  It  iaiwt 
lely  to  be  the  case ;  as  every  amendment  offered 
Mlis  House  to  make  the  bill  more  intelligible, 
libeeo  rejeeied  by  great. majorities.  It  seems 
kcaDool  get  a  letter  of  thia bill  altered  ;  we  are 
Ibed  the  expJnnnlioos  which  we  require  from 
k  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  who  must  have 
hwa  the  bill  or  furnished  materials.  However 
rant  I  am,  I  can  see  the  bill  goes  to  enable 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  withhold  from 
Commissioners  of  the  Sinking  Fi^nd  the 
«r  sacredly  promised  to  be  placed  in  their 
i|box;  and  it  allows  that  money  to  be  paid 
of  the  ordinary  expenditures  of  the  Qovero- 

EL  It  goes  also  to  the  empowering  of  the 
koissioners  to  make  up  the  deficieaey  by  bor- 
ia;.  It  is  at ked^what-  harm  will  all  this  do  ? 
|tiiver.  it  will  destroy  the  nature  of  the  Sink- 
'  Faod ;  it  will  make  a  breach  on  its  inviolabil- 
aod  nothing  can  remain  but  the  name.  Ode 
hon  the  purity  of  the  virgin  fund,  and  it 
all  its  reputation — it  becomes  common  /  Its 
e,like  virtue  of  another  kind«  coosixts  in  its 
wily  and  inviolate  character ! — a  single  act  of 
i[witauon  will  destroy  (he  fair  fame,  and  even 
■KTerjr  nature,  of  this  fair  daaghtec  of  Republi- 
•ttiftge. 

^(gentleman  on  my  left, (Mr.  Sbeffet,)  law- 
If-li^  very  ingeniously  argues  that,  if  you  had 
fi^cQ  t  note  for  a  sum  of  money,  and  a  mort- 
p^sf  a  certain  property  for  the  security  of  its 
uiepayiQentyand  you  do  ereotually  and  honoi^ 
*'x  ply  that  money,  although  you  borrpw  the 
^off  from  another  to  pav  Uiat  debt,  the  mort- 
IH^ku  no  right  to  complain.    All  thi»  may  be 


very  well ;  but  there  is  no  similarity  between  that 
and  the  case  before  us.  I  will  take  the  liberty  to 
state  a  case:  A  mair  borrows  money  of  another, 
and  beside  giving  hia note,  he  mortgages  the  rents 
of  certain  lands;  in  security  for  the  payment,  be 
fixes  a  strong-box  in  a  safe  place,  into  which  the 
agents  to  whose  management  the  lands  are  as- 
signed are  directed,  through  an  aperture  which 
will  admit  of  no  money  going  out,  to  drop  the 
rents  to  a  certain  amount.  The  key  is  placed 
by  contract  between  the  debtor  and  his  heirs,  who 
are  extrennely  .anxious  to  see  their  patrimoay 
cleared  from  this  debt,  in  the  hands  of  certain 
trustees,  who  axe,  at  stated  times,  to  open  the  box 
and  pay  the  interest,  and  a  portion  of  the  prin- 
cipal. This  course  is  pursued  for  some  time  to 
the  mutual  satisfaction  of  both  the  creditors  and 
the  heirs;  when  the  mortgager  takes  it  into  his 
head  to  get  another  key  made  and  goes  to  the 
sacred  box  for  money  to  satisfy  his  prdinary  dis- 
bursements. Or,  suppose  he  finds  means  to  draw 
the  money  which  was  to  be  dropped  into  the  box  • 
out  of  the  hands  of  the  agents,  and  then  calls  out 
to  the  trustees,  *^  my  credit  is  good — borrow,  if 
you  cah.  on  that  credit,  to  make  up  the  deficiency 
f  have  occasioned."  In  such  a  case,  would  the 
mortgager  be  justifiable?'  I  sav  no.  Everyone 
would  say  the  creditor  was  robbed  of  the  benefit 
of  the  mortgage,  that  the  pledge  was  injured,  was 
d^iitroyed.  The  creditor  would  have  cause  of 
alarm.  The  heirs  would  sav,  their  hope  of  free- 
ing their  patrimony  from  this  debt  was  jeopar- 
dized; that  the  check  against  squandering  for  any 
and  every  purpose,  that  which  was  pledged  for 
the  best  of  purposes,  and  for  thatexcluaively,  wp 
destroyed.  I  take  this,  sir,  to  be  the  parallel  of 
the  case  before  us;  my  mind  can  conceive  no 
difl&)rence  between  the  two  cases. 

Notwiihstandiog  all  the  opposition  I  can  gire 
to  this  bill,  I  believe  it  will  go  down,  and  that  by 
about  the  old  ambargo  majority.  And  what  are 
gentlemen  to  gain  by  this  victory?  A  loss, a 
very  serious  loss.  They  will  lose  the  fair  fame 
of  being  the  supporters  of  that  goodly  fabric^  the 
Sinking  Fund ;  .while  they  gain  the  name  of  pol- 
luters and  destroyers^  And  for  wbat  ?  the  poor  tem- 
porary popularity  of  getting  through  this  session 
without  the  name  of  directly  authorizing  a  loan; 
although,  in  fact,  they,  will  have  done  it,  and  that 
in  a  way  mo^t  deserving  reprobation.  But,  air, 
the  veil  that  is  thrown  over  this  borrowing  is  too 
flimsy, .not  to  be  seen  through  by  a  great  i»hare  pf  . 
th.eir  partisiana  at  home.  .  The  rejection  of  the 
motbn  of  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut.  (Mr. 
Dana,)  which  went  to.  fix  the  commencement  of 
Commissioners  to  borrow,  at  the  period  when 
the  money  appropriated  and  pledged  to  the  Sink- 
ing Fund  should  be  inadequate  to  the  demand 
upon  them,exposes  thecUaracterof  the  bill  to  eve- 
ry man  of  common  dUcernment,  who  pays  atten- 
tion to  the  subject. 

I  voted  for  the  expense  which  will  bring  t)ie 
nation  into  debt — all  the  defensive  measures.  I 
am  oppased  to  reducing  the  Army  at  present. 
And,  although  I  did  nut  vote  for  the  embargo, 
which  has  cutoff  the  means  of  paying  the  ex-» 
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penses.  I  am  willing  to  meet  the  present  ezigency^ 
by  autnorizing  the  President  to  oorrow  a  sum  in 
the  usual  way:  I  believe,  if  we  had  no  extra 
session,  the  Goyernment  would  have  got  along 
Tery  well  without  borrowing  until  Congress  meet 
mgain.    I  believe  they  may  now  get  on  until  Fall ; 

ret,  on  the  first  intimation  of  its  bein^  necessary, 
am  ready  to  gire  my  aid  to  a  loan  m  the  usual 
way,  consistent  with  good  faith — this  ought  to 
sumce. 

Gentlemen  boast  of  the  national  credit.  I  know 
the  present  credit  in  abundance — know  its  sources 
—one  of  them  is  the  good  faith  which  the  Fede- 
ral Goyernment  has  hitherto  preserved ;  and  I  beg 
of  gentlemen  to  continue,  to  preserve  it.  This 
bill  puts  me  in  mind  of  the  man  who,  after  telling 
one  untruth, 'takes  the  liberty  to  tell  another  to 
cover  or  justify  the  first,  and  so  ^oes  on,  until,  by 
sinking  deeper  in  filth,  he  gets  himself  enveloped 
in  difficulties,  and  surrounded  with  disgrace. 

I  wish  gentlemen  on  my  left  would  open  their 
eyes,  and,  looking  across  the  House  they  sit  in, 
would  see  who  sits  in  the  seats  before  them. 
Those  seats  were  emptied  of  their  tenants  by  the 
sedition  laws,  the  alien  bill,  the  land  tax,  and 
eight  per  cent,  loans ;  they  are  now  filled,  by  Re- 
publican blunders,  with  a  new  set  of  Federalists, 
who  are  not  loaded  with  the  sins  of  the  old.  They 
will  not  only  be  careful  to  avoid  the  rocks  and 
shoals  which  their  predecessors  split  and  found- 
ered upon,  but  they  will  watch  and  take  advan* 
tage  of  any  new  blunder  or  misstep  Republi- 
cans may  make.  They  are  more  numerous,  and 
have  greater  opportunities  sometimes  to  present 
to  the  people,  m  the  colors  they  choose,  your 
conduct  and  your  motives.  The  measures  that 
have  been  pursued  for  two  years  past  by  the  ma- 
jority, have  had  a  tendency  to  lessen  tha(  un- 
bounded confidence  the  people  placed  in  those 
called  the  heads  of  the  Republican  party.  Gen- 
tlemen ought  to  calculate  that  their  doings  will 
be  canvassed  with  more  scrutiny  than  ever.  As 
m  Republican,  and  a  friend  to  that  cause,  let  me 
entreat  you  to  pause  before  you  put  another  wea- 
pon into  the  hands  of  your  adversaries;  a  weapon 
with  which  they  will  not  &il  to  annoy  you. 

This  bill  is,  I  know,  considered  by  many  who 
hear  me,  as  a  mere  trifle,  of  little  moment — mere 
matter-of-form — tweedle-dum  and  tweedle-dee. 
But  let  me  assure  then^  that,  in  point  of  principle, 
it  is  extremely  important.  It  involves  a  question 
of  national  faith,  aear  to  intelligent  Republicans ; 
it  will  probably  be  found  in  the  end  to  be  more 
important  than  is  expected.  I  will,  sir,  do  my 
dyty,  however  little  I  may  hope  from  its  per- 
formance. 

For  my  endeavors  to  save  the  Republican  party 
from  the  dangers  into  which  they  have  plunged 
themselves  and  the  nation,  I  have  been  stigma- 
tized. When  I  assured  gentlemen,  near  two  years 
ago,  that  their  conduct  would  federalize  the  East- 
cm  States,  I  was  disbelieved  and  disregarded ;  and 
attempts  have  been  made  to  represent  me  as  an 
enemy  to  republicanism.  But  my  predictions 
are  fulfilled.  There  is  the  proof,  (pointing  to  the 
Federal  side  of  the  House.)    I  will  only  add;  sir. 


that  the  enlightened  American  people  will  i 
long  be  governed  by  an  empty  name.  Thi 
must  be  wisdom  and  virtue  joined  w^ith  thenti 
of  Republican,  to  keep  up  its  currency. 

The  bill  was  then  passed  by  yeas  and  ca 
74  to  51,  as  follows: 

Tkas — Lemuel  J.  Alston,  Willis  Alston,  jr.,  Wfli 
Anderson,  Ezekiel  Bacon,  David  Bard.  Burwell  B 
sett,  WiUiam  W.  Bibb,  Adam  Bojd,  John  Bmi 
Robert  Brown,  William  A.  Burwell,  IVilliam  Bof 
Joseph  Calhoan,  James  Cochran,  Orchard  Cook.Jti 
Cox,  William  Crawford,  Heniy  Crist,  Richard  Ci 
John  Dawson,  Joseph  Desha,  John  W.  £ppes,  VTUi 
Findley,  Jonathan  Fisk,  Meshaek  Franklin,  Bui 
Gannett  Gideon  Gardner,  Thomas  Ghol0oii,jr.,  P« 
son  Goodwyn,  William  Helms,  James  Holland.  B 
jamin  Howard,  Jacob  Hafty,  John  G.  Jacksoo,  B 
ard  M.  Johnson,  Willxam  Kennedy,  John  Ixyre,  At 
Lyle,  Robert  Marion,  Samuel  McKae,  Alexander! 
lUm,  Pleasant  M.  Miller,  William  Milnor,  Jcthn  Mi 
gomeiy,  Nicholas  R.  Moore,  Jeremiah  Morrow,  C 
don  8.  Momford,  Roger  Nelson,  Thomas  Ne« 
Wilson  C.  Nicholas,  John  Nicholson,'  John  Pa 
Peter  B.  Porter,  John  Reaof  Pennsjlvanis,  Jobnfi 
of  Tennessee,  Matthias  Richards,  John  Roane,  £iv 
Root,  John  Ross,  Ebenezer  Sage,  Leoanel  Sav 
Benjamin  Say,  Daniel  Shefiey,  John  Smilie,  G«i 
Smith,  Henry  Southard,  John  Taylor,  J<^m  Ths 
son,  Uri  Tracy,  George '  M.  Troup,  Archibald 
Horn,  Robert  Weakley,  Robert  Whitehill,  and  JU 
Witherspoon — ^74. 

NATs—William  Baylies,  Daniel  Blkiadell.  J 
Campbell,  John  C.  Chamberlain,  William  Chamhl 
Epaphroditus  Champion,  Martin  Chittenden,  Matt 
Clay,  Howell  Cobb,  Samuel  W.  Dana,  John  Da 
port,  Jan.,  William  Ely,  James  Emott,  Charles  O 
borough,  Thomas  R.  Gold,  Edwin  Gray,  William  I 
Nathaniel  A.  Haven,  Jonathan  H.  Habbard,  Ritf 
Jackson,  Robert  Jenkins,  Herman  Knicfcerhackef 
seph  Lewis,  jun.,  Edward  St  Loe  Livermore,  Hk 
Le'Roy  Livingston,  Matthew  Ljon,  Nathaniel  Ab 
Vincent  Matthewa,  Archibald  McBride«  Jonathv 
Mosely,  Joseph  Pearson,  Benjamin  Pickman,  ja 
Timothy  Pitkin,  junior,  Josiah  Qaincy,  Jahn  Rand* 
Thomas  Sammons,  Samuel  Smith,  Richard  Stan 
John  Stanley,  WiUiam  Stedman,  James  Stephar 
Lewis  B.  Sturges,  Jacob  Swoope,  Samuel  Tag^ 
Benjamin  Tallmadge,  Jabes  Upham,  Nicholas 
Dyke,  Killian  K.  Van  Rensselaer,  Laban  Wh* 
Ezekiel  Whitman,  and  James  Wilson — 51. 

The  title  of  the  said  bill  was  read :  Wbf 
motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Dana  to  amead' 
same,  by  adding  to  the  end  thereof  the  follow 
words:  "and  thereby  to  make  provision  for 
rowing  money :"  And  the  question  being  u 
upon  the  said  amendment,  it  was  determine 
the  negative — yeas  37,  nays  83,  as  follows : 

Ykas— WaUam  3aylies,  Daniel  BlaisdeU,  . 
Campbell,  John  C.  Chamberlain,  WiUiam  ChamlH 
Enaphrodittts  Champion,  Martin  Chittenden,  Saj 
W.  Dana,  John  Davenport,  jun.,  William  Ely,  J> 
Emott,  Charles  Goldsboreugh,  Thomas  R.  Gold, 
liam  Hale,  Nathaniel  A.  Haven,  Jonathan  H.  ) 
bard,  Richard  Jackson,  Herman  Knickerbacker,  J< 
Lewis,  junior,  Edward  St.  Loe  Livermore,  Robes 
Roy  Livingston,  Matthew  Lyon,  Archibald  Men 
Jonathan  O.  Mosely,  Joseph  Pearscm,  Timothy  Pi 
I  juD.,  Jehn  Stanley,  William  Stedman,  James  Steg 
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ifLewig  B.  Scnrgesy  Jacob  Swoope,  Benjamin  Tall- 
^,  Jibes  Upham,  l^icholaa  Van  Dyke,  Killian  K. 
^  iUoMeUer,  Laban  Wheaton,  and  Jamea  Wilson. 
|iT»— Lemael  J.  Alaton,  Willis  Aiaton,  jr.,  William 
^D,  DaTid  Bard,  Burwell  Baaaett,  William  W. 
%  Adam  Bojd,  John  Brown,  Robert  Brown,  Wil- 
%  A.  Burwell,  William  Butler,  Joaaph  Calhonn, 
pthew  Clay,  Howell  Cobb,  Jamea  Cochran,  Orchard 
pk,  James  Cox,  William  Crawford,  Henry  Crist, 
ftard  Catts,  Joaeph  Desha,  John  W.  Eppea,  Wil- 
RFiodley,  Jonathian  Fiak,  Meahack  Franklin,  Bar- 
li  Gaooett,  Gideon  Grardner,  Thomas  Gholson,  jr., 
iBoa  Goodwyn,  Daniel  Heister,  William  Helma, 
m  HoUtnd,  Benjamin  Howard,  Jacob  Huiky,  John 
IkIuod,  Richard  M.  Johnson,  Walter  Jones,  Wil- 
•  Kenasdy,  John  Love,  Aaron  Lyle,  Nathaniel 
m,  Robert  Marion,  Samuel  McKee,  Alexander 
Cm»  Pleasant  M.  Miller,  William  Milnor,  John 
llgomeiy,  Nicholas  R.  Moore,  Jeremiah  Morrow, 
Moa  S.  Momibrd,  Roger  Nelson,  Thomas  Newton, 
boa  C.  Nicholas,  John  Nicholson,  John  Porter, 
at  B.  Porter,  John  Reaof  PennsylTania,John^hea 
feojieaNe,  Matthias  Richards,  John  Roane,  Eras- 
Soot,  John  Boas,  'Bbenezer  Sage,  Thomas  Sam- 
V,  Lemuel  Sawyer,  Benjamin  Say,  Daniel  Shefiby, 
$.  Sfflilie,  George  Smith,  John  Smith,  Samuel 
lb,  Henry  Southard,  Richard  Stanford,  John  Tay- 
iJobn  Thompson,  Uri  Tracy,  George  M.  Troup, 
libald  Van  Horn,  Robert  WeakloT,  Robert  Whita- 
,£iekiel  Whitman,  Richard  Wmn,  and  Robert 
llenpooa. 

tuohed.  That  the  title  be,  "Ad  act  suppiemen- 

Ito  the  act,  entitled  'An  act  making  further 
bioD  for  the  support  of  public  credit,  and  for 
Redemption  of  the  public  debt.*' 
he  House  resoWed  itself  into  a  Committee  of 
iWbde,  on  the  bill  from  the  Senate,  to  amend 
(icQ-iotercourse  act,  but  after  remaining  a 
It  time  in  session,  the  Committee  rose  and  re- 
fti  progress,  and  the  House  adjourned. 

Wednesday,  June  21. 

message  from  the  Senate  informed  the  House 
the  Senate  have  concurred  in  the  resolution 
from  the  House,  for  the  appointment  of  a 
committee  to  have  the  application  of  the 
^  appropriated  by  the  "Act  making  a  further 

fBpriation  for  the  support  of  a  Library ;''  and 
'■  appointed  Mr.  Tbbuston,  Mr.  Giles,  and 
GnoG,  a  committee  on  their  part. 

k         CONTESTED  ELECTION. 

Ik'  FiHDLET,  from  the  Committee  of  Elec* 
Kb^U)  whom  was  recommitted,  on  the  thir- 
^  isstant,  their  report  on  tne  petition  of 
pHes  Taroer,  junior,  and  petitions  from  sundrjr 
wiaQisof  the  District  of  Plymouth,  in  the 
ku  of  Massachusetts,  contesting  the  election  of 
lAuuiBATLtEs.  returned  to  serve  as  one  of  the 
iBiWn  of  this  House  for  the  said  State,  made 
t_tmfiidaiory  report  thereon. 
^e  report  repeats  the  former  report  in  regard 
^e facts  of  the  case,  and  adds  the  following: 

^  Chules  Turner,  of  Scitaste,  hid  for  a  long 
iketa  known  fhrooghout  the  said  district  bj  the 
^  (leienptions  of  Colonel  Charles  Turner,  Charles 
*B«r,  fii^ and  Charles  Tamer,  Junior,  Esq.;  that 


there  was  not  in  said  district  any  other  Charles  Turner 
entitled  to  the  addition  of  esquire ;  and  that  for  manj 
years  there  had  not  been  any  Charles  Turner  in  said 
district  older  than  Charles  Turner,  of  Scituate,  al- 
though be  had  continued  to  add  junior  to  his  signer 
iture  since  the  removal  of  his  £ither  into  the  District  of 
Maine,  several  jears  ago. 

In  support  of  these  facts  stated  bj  the  petitioner^ 
Charles  Turner,  Junior,  who  claims  a  seat  in  this 
HoQse,  produced  a  law  of  Massachusetts,  passed  June 
17/1794,  and  another  law  passed  March  10, 1803-,  prescri- 
bing the  time,  place,  and  manner  of  electing  Represen* 
tives  to  Congress ;  in  both  of  which  laws  it  is  enacted 
and  required  that  the  persons  voted  for  should  be  in- 
habitants of  the  district,  and  no  instanceof  any  practice 
to  the  oontraiT  of  these  laws  has  been  produced  to  the 
committee.  He  also  produced  one  of  the  precepts  is- 
sued by  Lieutenant  Gk>vemor  Lincoln  for  calling  the 
meeting  in  Plymouth  district,  on  the  19th  day  of  Janu* 
ary  last,  in  which  precept  the  Lieutenant  Governor  had 
inserted  the  law.  Also,  an  attested  copy  of  the.  sched- 
ule of  the  votes  retimied  by  the  selectmen  of  the  sev- 
eral towns  in  Plymouth  district,  in  November  last,  b^ 
which  it  appears  that  the  statement  made  by  the  pett- 
tioneis  as  to  the  number  of  the  votes,  and  in  whsi 
manner  they  were  returned, is  correct;  and,  in  sup- 
port of  the  preceding  statements  and  allegations,  be 
produced  depositions  df  Augustus  Clapp,  who  testifies 
that  be  has  kept  the  post  office  in  Sdtuate  fbr  the  lasi 
six  years,  and  that  he  had  examined  more  than  seventy 
letters  received  at  that  office,  which,  as  appeared  by  the 
post  mark,  came  from  various  towns  in  and  out  of  Ply- 
mouth district,  having  all  the  various  directions  of  0^ 
onel  Charies  Turner,  Jr.  Esq^  Colonel  Charles  Turner, 
Esq.,  Charies  Turner,  Charies  Turner,  Jr.  Esq.,  Chsrise 
Tamer,  Esq.,  and  Mr.  Charles  Turner;  that  he  had 
sent  or  delivered  them  to  Colonel  Turner,  of  Scituate^ 
not  doubting  that  they  were  intended  tor  him ;  that  he 
had  examined  three  letters  from  the  Honorable  Ephiaini 
Spooner,  one  of  the  Councai,  directed  to  Charies 
Turner,  Jr.  Esq.,  and  Charles  Turner,  Esq. 

[The  vepoit  heie  embodies  a  great  mass  of  testimoBT, 
tending  to  show  that  the  petitioner  was*  famjliaify 
known  and  addressed  in  his  district  by  the  name 
and  addition  of  Charles  Turner,  Junior,  and  also  with- 
out such  an  addition ;  and  that  the  vote  given,  both 
with  and  without  it,  were  ^ually  intended  fbr  him.] 

The  testimony  is  certified  to  have  been  taken  befine 
Nathan  Willis,  Esq.,  who  appears  by  the  certificate 
of  tiie  Governor,  and  of  the  Secretaiy  of  the  Common* 
wealth  of  Massachusetts,  to  be  a  justice  of  the  peaos^ 
and  an  associate  justice  of  tiie  court  of  sessions  within 
and  for  the  county  of  Plymouth  in  said  State.  It  also 
appears  that  the  said  Willis,  at  the  request  of  the  said 
Turner,  issued  citations,  dated  25th  of  March  last,  to 
William  Baylies,  Esq.,  the  sitting  member,  requiring 
him  to  be  present  (if  he  saw  cause)  by  himself  or  his 
agent  duly  authorised,  when  and  where  the  testimony 
of  the  witnesses  was  to  be  taken  respecting  the  election 
which  the  claiming  candidate  proposed  to  contest;  in 
which  citations  the  names  of  the  persons  to  be  ex- 
amined, and  the  times  and  places  where  the  examina- 
tion was  to  take  place,  were  inserted,  allowing  a  com- 
petent length  of  tim9  to  be  prepared. 

The  committee  admitted  the  testimony  above  redtcd 
to  have  been  correctly  taken,  notwithstanding  the  sit- 
ting member  declined  being  present  himself,  or  by  his 
sgent,  he  having  been  duly  notified. 

The  aforesaid  depositions  are  accompanied  with  o^ 
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ficial  certificates  of  the  dedsioni  of  the  Senate  of  Mtu* 
■aehufetts,  in  two  caaei,  enppoaed  by  the  claiming  can- 
didate to  be  similar  to  his  case,  and  made  ander  similar 
Constitutional  proTisions. 

The  sitting:  member  had  also  before  the  committee  a 
certified  return  of  the  election  held  on  the  first  Monday  of 
November  last,  agreeing  with  the  certificate  accompany- 
ing the  petitions,  and  likewise  a  certificate  or  sched- 
ule of  the  Totes  returned  on  the  19th  day  of  January 
lait,  in  which  schedule  it  appean  that  the  sitting 
member  had  2,169,  (being  a  majority  of  the  whole 
number,)  and  the  claiming  candidate  had  1,812  TOtes. 
He  also  exhibited  the  credentials  of  WiHiam  Baylies, 
having  been  appointed  and  sworn  into  office  as  a  jus- 
tioe  of  the  peace  for  the  county  of  Plymouth,  and  of 
hllr  having  been  admitted  an  attorney  by  the  Supreme 
Judicial  Court,  in  neither  of  wlii^h  is  **  junior."  These 
Mt€  accompanied  with  a  certified  statement  of  the  roles 
gi««n  in  the  second  middle  diHrict  of  Massachusetts, 
laf  the  year  17M,  which  he  suggests  to  be  similar  to  the 
case  now  before  the  commhteo^ 

The  committee  gave  deliberate  attentioii  to  the  alle- 
gitioAi  a«d  arguments  of  both  parties,  and  received 
firDlkr  the  silting  member  in  writing  his  reaooia  for  re- 
qteiting  the  dedsion  to  be  "postponed  till  the  next  res* 
abn  of  Congress.  They  reoeivcd  from  the  claiming 
candidate  hisobaervatieiMon  tha  reasons  offersd  by  the 
siCCfng  member.  And  the  dtting  member  also  psotest' 
ed  agutist' the  committee  going  into  the  investigation 
o^  the'  evidence  adduced  by  the  petitioner.  Having 
diligielitly  attended  to  the  allegations  and  argvmenU 
of  both  partias;  and  carefhlly  examined  the  testiiaony 
pr6ditced,  on  mature  deliberationy  the  committte  sutn- 
mtt  the  following  resolutions  to  the  decision  of  the 
House: 

<«  Resohftdi  That  the  eleotion  held  in  PlymouA  dis- 
titet  in  November  last  was  iefaland  proper. 

**  R^hludy  That  WiUiaiB' Bay Uea  is  not  entia«d  to 
a'aaat  in  this  House* 

"  Rualved,  That  Chatlea  Turner,  Junior,  is  entitled 
to  a  seat  in  this  H»uae.'* 

The  report  w»s  committed  to  the  CoiDmittee  of 
the  Whole  on  Saturday  oeit. 

AMERICAN  MANUI^ACTURES. 

Mr.  N£WTOif,  from  the  Committee  of  Com- 
merce andManofkctures^to  whom  were  referred 
so  mach'Of  tire  Messaipe  of  the  Preaident  of  the 
United  States,  as  relates  to  a  revision  of  oiir  coiO'* 
mercial  laws,  for  the  purpose  of  protecting  and 
foafering  the  roanafactaFes  of  the  United  States, 
aHid  the  sereral  memorials  and  petitions  of  the 
manufacttirers  of  hats  and  salt,  made  a  report 
thereon  ;  Which  wa^read  as  follows: 

The  Committee  of  Commerce  and  >fannfactures,  to 
vvliom  was  referred  so  much  of  the  Message  of  the  Pre^ 
sident  of  the  United  States  as  relates  to  the  revision  of 
otr  commercial  laws,  for  the  purpose  of  protecting  and 
festering  the  manufaetarcs  of  the  United  Btates,  and 
also  the  petitions  and  memorials  of  sundry  manufac- 
turers of^hsts,  of  cotton  goods,  of  hemp  into  linen,  of 
shot,  of  woollen  cloths,  and  of  salt,  reSpectfblly  submit 
the  following  report : 

The  committee  are  fully  impressed  with  a.conviction 
of  the  importance,  difficulty;  and  delicacy,  of  the  subject 
submitted.  It  is  a  mine  which  even  the  industry  and 
laborious  researches  of  philosophers  cannot  exhaust. 
The  committee  are  apprized,  that  on  this  subject  men 
of  great  science  and  experience  have  supported,  and  do 


still  support,  diversity  of  opinions.  Witii  such  tmpn 
sions,  they  cannot  appro^h  it  without  circuraapectic 
On  a  review  of  the  reports  made  on-the  policy  of  k 
tering  and  protecting  our  mannfaetutes,  tlie  oommiti 
find  that  the  plan  therein  recommended  and  pursa 
has  received  the  support  of  Congress ;  and  likevrm  tl 
countenance  of  the  nation,  if  silence  on,  and  loDf  i 
quiescence  in  that  plan,  can  authorise  them  to  infer; 
In  giving  to  our  manufacturea  the  support  necesfs 
to  withstaad  foreign  competition,  skill,  a^  caxrital,  tl 
committee  have  on  all  occasions  endieavored  to  sti 
the  danger  of  fastening  on  the  commimi^  opprsM 
monopolies.  For  a  manifestation  of  the  aottettade  wU 
they  have  -at  alt  times  feit,  and  the  cautaon  winch  k 
always  presided  over  their  dellberalKMM  on  this  ioM 
eating  subject,  they  beg^  leave  to  refer  to  the  foilowii 
reports,  which  they  solieit  may  be-t^en  mm  paitsef  i 
preaent: 

Report  on  the  memorial  and  petitione  of  mnA 
m^nufactnren  of  gunpowder,  dec.;  lOthFelimary,  IM 
Ist  vo^  of  Reports  page  217. 

Report  on  the  petition  of  sundry  maaxiiactiirerr 
paper,  dcc^  18th  February;  1802,  Ibid,  page  219. 

Report  on  the  petition  of  sundry  mannfaetarenr 
piper,  dec;  8th  March  1802,  page'2S6. 

Report  on  the  petition  and  memorials  of  sand 
caiko  printeia  and  dyers,  dtc.;  2fith  Jamiarf,  181 
page  394. 

Report  on  the  petition  of  the  president  and  direet 
of  the  New  York  Dutdieas  County  Slate  Conipaid 
'I6th  of  November,  1804,  p.  491. 

Report,  on  the  mimoriat  and  petition  of  the  FH 
delphia  Typographical  Society;  2M  Janoaiy,  \% 
page  258. 

Report  on  the  petitiona  and  memeriala  of  Paul  « 
Joseph  W.  Revere,  and  snndry  coppersmiths ;  31st  Ji 
uary,  1808, 2d  vol.  page  121. 

The  like  spirit  which  dictated  thoae  reports  mf 
tains,  without  any  diminution,  its  influence  over . 
committee,  snd  represses  every  disposition  to  d^ 
from  restraints,  the  observance  of  which  becomes  im 
pensable,  if  the  public  good  be  the  aole  object  in  viil 

The  shortness  of  the  present  session,  and  the  va 
of  materials,  preclude  the  committee  from  giving  'I 
subject  a  full  investigation.    Though  the  commli 
have  to  regret  that  they  are  prevented  from  goingl^ 
a  minute  discussion  of  the  advantage  that  woold  rcti 
from  a  judicious  encouragement  of  mannfactvresri 
they  cannot  refrain  from  expreasing  an  opinion  l 
additional  duties  at  this  time  may  be  laid  with  ad^ 
tage  on  the  importation  of  certain  artidea.     It  man 
obvious  to  every  person,  on  the  slightest  attention,^* 
the  citizens  of  the  United  States  possess  vofiieienf 
genuity  and  ahill  to  make  up  all  the  aitideaof  wei 
apparel  and  millinery  that  may  be  wanting  for 
is  no  leas  dear  that  ahot,  over  and  above  oor  own 
sumption,  can  be  supplied,  and  that  other  mann&< 
in  which  lead  ia  the  article  of  chief  value,  have 
greased  so  rapidly  as  to  deserve  the  fostering  ca] 
Government.    The  importation  of  cotton  manafac 
from  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope  inlerfisres  not  only 
our  own  cotton  manufactures,  but  also  comes  into 
petition  with  fabrics  imported  firom  Europe,  ma< 
the  cotton  of  the  United  States.    Msnufactories 
operation  for  supplying,  and  preparations  are  in 
forwardneas  for  increasing  the  supply  of  cosrse 
manu&ctures.    If  some  encouragement  be 
establishments  of  this  description,  the  probabHil 
that  *a  quantity  of  tiieaamanaftctaies,  equal  to  th^ 
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•Dd,mijbetQpplted.  Bedtieking,offtqaalit]rgaprrior 
tthit  which  is  imported,  can  be  had  in  abundance. 
The  Dse  of  salt  ae  a  necessary  of  life  cannot  be  dis- 
BM(i  with.  To  keep  in  the  market  a  qnantitj  com* 
iiuante  to  the  consumption  of  the  nation  is  certainly 
I  object  of  moment.  In  times  of  peace  importations 
thu  irticle  are  abundant,  and  the  price  low ;  but 
imJd  the  United  States  at  any  time  be  forced  into  war 
r  »  coDcnrrence  of  inauspicious  eTents— -and  they 
iTe  no  power  to  prerent  it — the  scarcity  consequent 
I  tuch  a  f  tate  of  things  would  greatly  increase  the 
ice  of  this  article,  and  the  pressure  would  of  course 
r  wMibly  and  sererely  felt  by  that'  portion  of  the  com- 
Bnity  least  capable  of  bearing  it.  The  scarcity  and 
gh  piice  of  salt  during  the  American  war,  produced 
>  little  distress.  The  apprehension  lately  entertained, 
It  a  deficiency  in  the  necessary  supply  of  this  article 
nld  be  the  consequence  of  an  interdiction  of  com- 
Rce  with  the  briligerent  nations  of  Europe  and  their 
jpcDdenciei,  gav.e  rise  to  some  objections,  not  easily 
moved)  against  the  adoption  of  that  measure.  To 
KTCDt  eiEectually  a  ^want  of  salt,  on  the  occurrence  of 
ay  efest,  it  certainly  «ii  object  deaeriing  the  serious 
ttmtioo.  of  Congress.  Assurances  are  made  with 
•iidence  that  a  supply  of  this  article  can  be  furnished 
r  oar  own  mannlaclories,  equal  to  the  demand,  if  en- 
pagement  be  gmu  by  a  moderate  duty  on  imported 
iL  A  oation  erects  a  solid  basis  for  the  support  and 
■ateoaoos  of  its  independence  and  prosperity,  whose 
llicj  is  to  draw  irom  its  native  sources  all  articles  of 
s  first  necessity.  As  the  encouragement  sought  can 
f  fiven,  it  ti  respectfully  submitted  to  the  considera- 
m  of  tike  House,  whether  the  manufacture  of  salt  is 
1^  in  a  national  point  of  view,  an  object  of  primary 
jBOftance,  and  highly  desenring  its  patronage. 
the  committee,  with  great  deference,  submit  the 
Bowing  resolutions : 

Boohed,  That  additional  duties  ought  to  be  laid 
itbeibUowing  articles  imported  into  the  United  States, 
^: 

On  ready  made  clothing  and  miUineiy,  two  and  one- 
if  per  cent,  ad  Talorem. 

On  cotton  manufactures  feom  beyond  the  Cape  of 
bad  Hope,  on  bedticking  amd  on  corduroys,  and  fus- 
na,  two  and  one-half  per  centum  ad  valorem — and 
I  Aot  and  other  manufactures  in  which  lead  is  the 
Bide  of  chief  value,  one-half  cent  per  pound. 
BttoMj  That  a  duty  of  eight  cents  per  bushel  on 
tpvtcd  aalt,  vronld  give  encouragement  to  the  manu- 
IMre  of  that  article  in  the  United  Sutos. 

A  motion  wm  made  to  refer  ^  report  to  a 
Wittee  of  the  Whole.  ^ 

Mr.  Sbeffet  wished  to  move  to  postpone  it 
^oiteiy;  but  the  motion  for  commitmeot 
^  first  made,  the  question  on  it  was  first  put. 
Tbe  motion  for  commitment  was  opposed  by 
vt>n.  Sbefpbt,  Van  Horn,  Ross,  and  Magon, 
AtQegroQDd  that  it  was  useless  in  name  to  pay 
lUsauoQ  to  a  subject  which  in  fact  could  not  be 
^4ered  at  this  late  period  of  the  present  ses- 
^]  ihat  a  call  having  been  made  on  the  Secre- 
^ryof  the  Treasury  for  information  as  to  man- 
|»ctaref,it  would  be  improper  to  act  partially  on 
P^mject  till  it  could  be  pat  in  a  proper  train  to 
^ acted  on  generally ;  that  it  was  a  question 
Aiehadmitted  of  much  doubt  and  probably  would 
^itetDQcb  debate,  how  far  it  was  proper  to  force 
**!  part  of  the  capital  of  the  country  from  its 


natural  channel  into  an  artificial  one ;  thai  the 
tax  proposed  to  be  laid  on  salt,  was  objectionable 
and  obnoxious  to  the  constituents  of  most  gen- 
tlemen in  the  House;  being  so,  it  could  not  be 
expected  that  it  would  now  be  decided  on. 
The  motion  was  supported  by  Messrs.  Newton,. 

McKiM,  SoDTBARD,  DaNA,  BoTD,  aud  PlCKMAN.^ 

on  the  ground  that  it  was  the  ordinary  course  or 
legislation  to  refer  reports  to  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  except  they  wece  so  objectionable  on  the  - 
first  blush  as  to  be  wholly  unworthy  of  consider- 
ation ;  and  that,  whatever  objections  ffentlemea  > 
might  have  to  any  particular  part  of  the  report, . 
they  were  not  committed  to  vote  for  it  by  referring 
it ;  that,  even  were  the  report  not  to  be  acted  on 
during  the  session,  the  House  might  refuse  to  take^ 
it  up  when  called  for,  and  a  reference  of  the  sub- 
ject would  be  more  respectful  as  well  to  the  nu- 
merous petitioners  for  legislative  aid  in  manufac^^- 
tures,  as  to  the  committee  that  made  the  report.. 

Mr.  Stanford  called  for  a  division  of  the  quea-- 
tion,  so  as  to  take  it  on  a  reference  of  the  resolu-< 
tioDs  separately,  being  in  fatror  of  referring  the  first 
and  against  the  last. 

Mr.  Randolph  renewed  the  moUon  indefinitely 
to  postpone  the  report. 

The  Speaker  decided  it  to  be  out  of  order,  the 
motion  for  commitment,  first  made,  having  pre- 
ference. 

Mr.  Randolph  appealed  from  the  decision  of 
the  Speaker,  which  was  confirmed  by  tha  HousCi 
63  to  31. 

After  further  debate  between  Messrs.  Golds- 
BOROUQB,  Southard,  Rhra,  Smilib,  and  Hol- 
land, the  motion  for  commitmeot  of  the  first 
resolution  was  carried  by  yeas  and  nays,  77  to  41, 
and  made  the  order  of  the  day  for  the  first  Monday 
in  August  next,  57  to  52.  The  yeas  and  nays  are 
as  follows : 

TiAS^Lemuel  J.  Alston,  Willis  Alston,  Jan.,  WiU 
liam  Anderson,  Esekiel  Bacon,  David  Bard,  Burwell 
Bassett,  Adam  Boyd,  John  Brown,  Robert  Brown, 
William  A.  Burwell,  William  Butler,  Joseph  Calhoun, 
James  Cox,  William  Crawford,  Riphard  Cutts,  Samuel 
W.  Dana,  John  Dawson,  John  W.  Eppes,  William 
Findley,  Jonathan  Fisk,  Meshack  Franklin,  Barzillai 
Gannett,  Gideon  Gardner,  Thomas  Gholson,  jun.,  Pe- 
terson Goodwyn,  Thomas  R.  Gold,  Nathaniel  A.  Ha- 
Ten,  Daniel  Heister,  William  Helms,  James  Holland, 
Benjamin  Howard,  Jjicob  Hufty,  John  G.  Jackson, 
Richard  Jackson,  Walter  Jones,  Thomas  Kenan,  John 
Love,  Matthew  Lyon,  Aaron  Lyle,  Robert  Marion, 
Samuel  McKee,  Alexander  McKim,  William  Milnor, 
John  Montgomery,  Nicholas  R.  Moore,  Thos.  Moore, 
Jeremiah  Morrow,  Jonathan  O.  Mosely,  Gurdon  8. 
Mumford,  Thomas  Newton,  Wilson  C.  Nicholas,  Ben- 
jamin Pickman,  junior,  Timothy  Pitkin,  junior,  John 
Porter,  Peter  B.  Porter,  John  Rhea  of  Tennessee, 
Matthias  Riehaids,  Jc^n  Roane,  Erastus  Root»  Ebene- 
zer  Sage,  Lemuel  Sawyer,  Benjamin  Say,  Samuel 
Shaw,  John  Smilie,  George  Smith,  John  Smith,  Sam* 
uel  Smith,  Henry  Southard,  John  Taylor,  John 
Thompson,  Uri  Tracy,  George  M.  Troup,  Robert 
Weakley,  Laban  Wheaton,  Robert  WhitehiU,  Eiekiel 
Whitman,  and  Richard  Winn. 

Navs— WUliam  W.  Bibb,  WiUiam  Chamberlin, 
Epaphioditna  ChampioB,  Martin  Chittenden,  Matthew 
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Olftj,  Howeil  Cobb,  James  Cochran,  John  Davenport, 
Jr.,  William  Ely,  James  Emott,  Charles  Goldsborough, 
William  Hale,  Jonathan  H.  Hubbard,  Robert  Jenkins; 
William  Kennedy,  Herman  Knickerbacker,  Joseph 
Lewis,  jun.,  Edward  8t.  Loe  Livermore,  Robert  Le 
Roy  LiTingston,  Nathaniel  Macon,  Vincent  Matthews, 
Archibald  McBride,  Pleasant  M.  Miller,  John  Nichol- 
•son,  Joseph  Pearson,  John  Randolph,  John  Rea  of 
Pennsylvania,  John  Ross,  Thomas  Bammons,  Daniel 
'<8hefiey,  Richard  Stanfoni,  John  Stanley,  William 
IStedman,  Lewis  B.  Sturges,- Jacob  Bwoope,  Samuel 
Taggart,  Benjamin  Tallmadge,  Jabez  Upham,  Archi- 
bald Van  Horn,  James  Wilson,  and  Robert  Wither- 
■poon. 

The  question  was  then  stated  from  the  Chair, 
that  the  second  member  of  the  said  report,  con- 
sistiDg  of  80  much  of  the  same  as  is  cootained 
within  the  second  resolution  before  recited,  be 
committed  to  the  same  Committee  of  the  wnole 
House. 

A  question  of  order  was  raised  by  Mr.  Ran- 
dolph, whether  it  was  in  order  to  put  the  said 
question  ? 

Mr.  Speaker  decided  that,  in  his  opinion,  it 
was  in  order. 

From  which  decision  of  the  Chair  an  appeal 
was  made  to  the  House  by  Mr.  Randolph,  and 
the  said  appeal  being  seconded,  the  question  was 
stated,  "  Is  the  decision  of  the  Chair  correct  1" 
When,  a  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Pitkin  to  re- 
consider the  vote  last  taken :  Whereupon,  Mr. 
Randolph  withdrew  his  question  of  order  and 
appeal. 

The  question  was  then  taken  upon  reconsider- 
ing the  said  last  vote,  and  determined  in  the  neg- 
ative. 

Mr.  Randolph  then  renewed  his  question  of 
order,  and  bis  appeal  from  the  decision  of  the 
Chair.  And,  on  the  question,  **  Is  the  said  decis- 
ion of  the  Chair  correct  ?"  it  was  resolved  in  the 
affirmative. 

The  question  to  commit  the  said  second  mefh- 
her,  consisting  of  the  second  of  the  said  recited 
resolutions,  to  the  Committee  of  the  whole  House, 
was  then  taken,  and  determined  in  the  negative — 
yeas  32,  nays  85,  as  follows : 

Tkas — Ezekiel  Bacon,  Orchard  Cook,  Henry  Crist, 
Richard  Cutts,  Samuel  W.  Dana,  Joseph  Desha,  Jon- 
athan Fisk,  Gideon  Gardner,  William  Helms,  James 
Holland,  Benjamin  Howard,  Jonathan  H.  Hubbard, 
Richard  Jackson,  Richard  M.  Johnson,  Robert  Marion, 
Samuel  McKee,  Alexander  McKim,  Gurdon  S.  Mum- 
ford,  Thomas  Newton,  Benjamin  Pickman,  jun.,  Tim- 
othy Pitkin,  Jan.,  John  Porter,  Josiah  Quincy,  Ebene- 
ler  Sage,  Lemuel  Sawyer,  Lewis  B.  Sturges,  Samuel 
Taggart,  John  Taylor,  Uri  Tracy,  KUlian  K.  Van 
Rensselaer,  Laban  Wheaton,  and  Exekiel  Whitman. 

Nats— Lemuel  J.  Alston,  Willis  Alston,  jun.,  Wil- 
liam  An<}esK>n, David  Bard,  Burwell  Bassett,  William 
W.  Bibb,  Daniel  Blaisdell,  Adam  Boyd,  John  Brown, 
Robert  Brown,  WilUam  A.  BurweU,  WUliam  BuUer, 
Joseph  Calhoun,  John  C.  Chamberlain,  William  Cham- 
berlin,  Epaphroditus  Champion,  Martin  Chittenden, 
Matthew  Clay,  Howell  Cobb,  James  Cochran,  James 
Cox,  William  Crawford,  John  Davenport,  jun^  Wil- 
liam Ely,  James  Emott,  John  W.  Eppes,  William 
Findley,  Meshack  FrankUn,  BaiaiUai  Gannett,  Thomas 


Gholson,  Jan.,  Charles  Goldsboioogh,  Peterson  Good- 
wyn,  Thomas  R.  Gold,  William  Hale,  Nathaniel  A. 
Haven,  Daniel  Heister,  Jacob  Hufty,  John  G.  Jackson, 
Robert  Jenkins,  William  Kennedy,  Herman  Knicker- 
backer, Joseph  Lewis,  jr.,  Robert  Le  Roy  LiTingiton, 
Aaron  Lyle,  Nathaniel  Macon,  Vincent  Matthewi, 
Archibald  McBride,  Pleasant  M.  Miller,  John  MoDtgo* 
mery,  Nicholas  R.  Moore,  Thomas  Moore,  Jeremiah 
Morrow,  Jonathan  O.  Mosely,  Wilson  C.  Nicholai, 
John  Nicholson,  John  Pearson,  John  Rea  of  Pcuuyl- 
▼ania,  John  Rhea  of  Tennessee,  Mattltias  Richaidi, 
John  Roane,  John  Ross,  Benjamin  Say,  Samuel  Shaw, 
Daniel  Shefiey,  John  Smilie,  George  Smith,  Job 
Smith;  Samuel  Smith,  Henry  Southard,  Richard  Stan- 
ford, John  Stanley,  WilUam  Stedman,  James  Stephen- 
son, Jacob  Swoope,  Benjamin  Tallmadge,  John  Thomp- 
son, George  M.  Troup,  Jabes  Upham,  Nicholss  Van 
Dyke,  Archibald  Van  Horn,  Robert  Weakley,  Robert 
WhitehUl,  James  Wilson,  Richard  Winn,  and  Robot 
Witherspoon. 

NON-INTERCOURSE. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  J.  Q.  Jackson  the  Hoax 
resolved  itself  into' a  Committee  of  the  Whole— 
yeas  80 — on  the  bill  from  the  Senate  to  rehire  and 
amend  the  non-intercoarse  act,  dbc. 

Mr.  J.  G.  Jackson  observed  that  doubts  existed 
with  some  gentlemen  whether  the  third  section 
of  the  act  about  to  be  re-enacted  by  this  act  did 
not  virtually  prohibit  the  admission  of  armed 
vessels.  As  this  was  not  tbe  intention  of  the 
committee  who  reported  it,  and  he  was  desiron 
to  make  it  so  explicit  that  there  could  be  no  doubt 
on  that  head,  he  moved  an  amendment  to  the  pro- 
viso, with  a  view  to  render  the  intention  moR 
clear. 

Mr.  GoLn  said,  that  the  bill  reported  by  the 
Committee  of  Foreign  Relation's,  now  under  con- 
sideration, proposed  the  restoration  of  the  righti 
of  hospitality  to  France  in  the  admission  of  bet 
armed  vessels  into  our  harbors.  The  prorisiot 
of  last  session,  interdicting  the  entrance  into  tlw 
waters  and  harbors  of  the  United  States  to  thai 
nation  (said  he)  is  left  to  expire  with  the  present 
session.  This  course,  sir,  I  cannot  recoDcill! 
with  justice  and  consistency.  For  that  cause.  si| 
did  you  by  a  deliberate  act  of  last  session  exctoA 
French  armed  ships  from  your  harbors?  Do^ 
not  the  same  reason  continue  down  to  this  hoiri 
unabated?  I^  the  Emperor  of  that  n«tig| 
checked  his  c^Ber  of  injustice  against  us  ?  HM 
he  ceased  to  violate  and  trample  under  foot  ever^ 
thing  thst  is  sacred  in  treaties  ?  Permit  me,  $i|| 
to  call  on  the  advocates  of  the  bill  to  recooeif 
the  admission  of  French  armed  vessels  «t  ti 
session  with  the  measure  of  exclusion  at  the  l»l 
It  was,  sir,  at  the  last  session  resolved  by  the 
vocates  of  the  present  measure,  that  tbe  coui 
then  adopted,  in  interdicting  our  waters  to  tl 
vesselsof  the  belligerents,  was  resistance  to  foreij 
injustice ;  and  hence  to  withhold  such  interdi 
tion  was  submission.  The  measure  was  pre! 
upon  the  country  in  all  the  fervid  strains 
eloquence. 

Without  admitting  the  definitions  of  resistant 
and  submission  then  adopted,  or  the  applicatisi 
of  the  terms,  I  put  it  home  to  the  great  leaders 
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thit  efentfal  period,  upoa  the  principle  of  cod- 
sisteocy.  I  ask  what  has  France  done  that  we 
should  now  change  oar  attitude  of  resistance ;  for 
what  shall  we  now  submit  and  kiss  the  rod?  I 
praf  ^ntlemen  not  to  withhold  their  reasons,  but 
kindly  to  impart  them  to  the  House.  Would 
yoa,  sir,  aToid  all  imputations  of  partiality,  of  not 
carrying  an  even  band  between  the  belligerento, 
pre  to  the  country  the  reasons  of  your  conduct ; 
mark  your  lines  plain,  that  they  may  not  be  mis- 
taken. The  principle  of  exclusion  of  last  session 
was  applied  to  both  France  and  Great  Britain ; 
equality  was  introduced.  Hence,  sir,  it  will  be 
seen,  that  the  insulated  case  of  the  Chesapeake 
VIS  not  the  ground  of  that  proYision.  If  any  one 
sboQid  doubt  on  this  point,  I  invite  a  recurrence 
to  the  resolution  expressive  of  the  sense  of  the 
HoDse  o(  last  session,  as  preparatory  to  the  law, 
where  he  will  tind  a  broad  application  of  the 
principle  of  exclusion  to  "all  the  belligerents 
*  haring  in  force  orders  or  decrees  violating  the 
'lawfd  commerce  of  the  United  States,  as  a 
^Deatrai  nation."— (Journal  of  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives, pa|^e  46.). 

While  on  this  subject,  permit  me,  sir,  to  notice 
the  position  laid  down  in  this  House,  that  ^'  the 
'attack  upon  the  Chesapeake  was,  intrinsically, 
'cause  of  war." 

If  there  be  any  gentleman  of  the  Committee 
who  continues  to  entertain  that  opinion,  I  will 
refer  him  to  the  usages  of  nations  on  the  subject. 
The  rale  will  be  found  in  both  PuSendorf  and 
Rutherforth,  that  "an  individual  member  of  a 
utioa  cannot  by  his  act  commit  or  render  his 
aation  liable  without  the  assent  to,  or  adoption  of, 
neh  act  by  bis  nation."  Here,  as  soon  as  the  act 
of  Admiral  Berkeley  was  known  in  England,  it 
vas  explicitly  disavowed.  Will  it  be  pretended 
that  the  case  wasproper  for  a  surrender  of  the  in- 
diridual?  The  Executive  of  the  United  States 
has  not  so  thought;  no  demand  has  been  made. 

It  was  not  the  crime  of  England,  but  her  mis- 
Ibrtune,  to  have  had  an  individual  commit  her 
peace  and  jeopardize  her  welfare  by  an  unauthor- 
ized act.  What  has  happened  to  Great  Britain 
cay  befall  America ;  ana  we  shall  never  aiubmit 
to  the  position,  that  the  nation  is  committed  by 
taeact  of  a  member  which  it  disavows. 

After  such  disavowal  and  promise  of  repara- 
tion, there  could  remain  no  danger  of  the  repeti- 
tion of  the  injury ;  no  measure  of  precaution 
against  the  repetition  could  be  necessary,  and  the 
coQtinoance  of  the  exclusion  of  British  armed 
ships,  by  proclamation,  was,  sir,  in  my  apprehen- 
sioQ,  unwarranted  by  tne  usages  of  nations.  On 
Ue  disavowal  and  promise  of  reparation,  the  rela- 
tioQs  of  amity  between  the  two  countries  ought 
to  have  been  restored,  and  so  continued  until  an 
nperiment  at  negotiation  for  redress  could  be 
&ade;  upon  the  issue  of  which,  ulterior  ineasures 
&«ht  be  adopted. 

What  losses,  what  sacrifices  this  ill-fated  con- 

tioaance  of  the  late  President's  proclamation  has 

.  brought  on  this  country  is  beyond  my  power  to 

nKasQre. 

The  exclusion  of  British  and  admission  of 


French  armed  ships  in  our  harbors  at  the.same 
time,  was  justly  odious ;  and  whether  so  intended 
or  not,  could  not  fail  to  interpose  an  insuperable 
barrier  to  all  negotiation. 

But  this  odious  distinction  being  done  away  by 
the  non-intercourse  ac^  so  termed,  a  satisfactory 
atonement  was  offered  for  the  attack  on  the  Ches- 
apeake, and  negotiation  upon  other  points  of  dif- 
ference promised. 

The  Executive,  reposing  himself  on  these  as- 
surances, has  restored  the  relations  of  amity  be- 
tween the  two  countries.  Here,  sir,  the  course 
was  fair  for  opening  our  ports  to  British  vessels; 
and  the  line  of  conduct  towards  France  is  equally 
plain ;  every  principle  of  justice  and  honor  com- 
bine in  requiring  at  our  hands  a  perseverance  in 
the  course  adopted  at  last  session,  in  withholding 
the  rights  of  hospitality  from  a  nation  which^as, 
for  years,  not  only  violated  those  rights  in  rela- 
tion to  this  country,  but  showed  an  utter  disre- 
gard to  all  the  various  duties  imposed  on  friendly 
nations. 

The  task  of  retracing  and  comparing  the  rela- 
tive conduct  of  foreign  nations  towards  this  coun- 
try is  truly  unpleasant,  but  the  proposition  before 
the  Committee  imposed  this  dutv  upon  me,  and 
while  I  have  briefly  adverted  to  the  catalogue  of 
our  sufferings  from  France,  I  disclaim  all  foreign 
predilections^  and,  be  my  country's  enemy  who- 
ever it  may  oe,  am  an  American. 

In  what  situation  will  the  bill  under  considera- 
tion place  America  in  relation  to  France?  A 
non-intercourse  of  trade  ancl  an  intercourse  of 
hospitality  at  the  same  time-^an  anomaly  in  the 
usages  of  nations.  Surely  this  age  is  fruitful  ia 
experiinents,  and  the  new  world  is  henceforth 
destined  to  give  lessons  of  political  conduct  to 
the  old. 

Mr.  Love  said  that  the  few  observations  which 
he  intended  to  offer  should  be  confined  to  a  replr 
to  the  gentleman  from  New  York,  (Mr.  Goto,) 
who  had  just  sat  down ;  and  could  he  believe,  as 
that  gentleman  did,  that  the  proposed  amendment 
did  imply  submission  to  the  edicts  of  France,  he 
certainly  should  be  equally  opposed  to  it.  The 
amendment,  he  said,  was  merely. calculated  to 

?[ive  effect  to  that  part  of  the  bill  which  provided 
or  the  removal  of  the  interdiction  of  the  armed 
vessels  of  France  and  England  from  our  waters  ^ 
a  provision,  which,  while  it  was  exercised  alike 
towards  both  belligerents,  neither  could  complain 
of,  nor  could  either  view  it  as  a  condescension, 
so  long  as  the  other  enjoyed  the  prif  ilege  to  a 
similar  extent.  The  removal  of  the  interdiction 
as  to  both  nations  left  both  in  the  same  relative 
situation  towards  each  other  as  the  continuance 
of  it  would.  All  Qreat  Britain  had  required  was 
to  be  placed  in  a  stale  of  equality  with  France  as 
it  respected  her  armed  vessels.  The  act  of  the 
last  Congress  which  effected  this  purpose  (said 
Mr.  L.)  is  by  that  Power  made  the  ground  of  an 
overture,  which  has  been  accepted  by  our  Gov* 
ernment  as  honorable  and  satisfactory. 

Had  the  terms  of  that  overture  required  that 
British  armed  vessels  should  receive  admission 
into  our  waters,  in  exclusion  of  those  of  France, 
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as  some  ha^e  mistakenlv  supposed,  the  qaestioo 
would  have  assumed  a  different  aspect,  but  that 
was  not  the  case,  nor  would  the  law  of  the  last 
session  have  warranted  such  admission. 

But  the  gentleman  has  said,  that  the  outrages 
of  France  are  of  a  more  inexcusable  nature  than 
those  of  England ;  that  with  England  we  have 
no  treaty,  and  with  France  we  have  one  which 
has  been  infracted.  I  had  presumed  that,  at  this 
time,  no  man  could  be  found  in  the  National 
Legislature  of  this  country,  who  would  attempt 
to  palliate  or  excuse  the  conduct  of  either  of  the 
belligerents  towards  us.  Indeed,  so  little  regard 
was  m  every  respect  paid  to  treaties  by  those  na- 
tions, that  nothioff  can  be  said  of  the  good  or  bad 
faith  of  either  of  them.  It  is  certainly  no  difficult 
matter  to  enumerate  various  infractions  by  both 
nations.  Great  Britain  has  infracted  the  first  of 
the  permanent  articles  of  the  Treaty  of  1794,  by 
the  attack  on  the  Chesapeake,  for  that  article,  I 
believe,  stipulates  that  there  shall  be  an  inviolable 
peace  between  the  two  nations.  It  is  said,  indeed, 
that  ample  reparation  was  tendered,  according  to 
the  principles  of  the  law  of  nations,  by  the  dis- 
avowal of  the  outrage,  which  the  gentleman  has 
said  was  afterwards  no  longer  a  question  of  pub- 
lic injury,  but  then  became  merely  personal  to 
the  individual  committing  the  outrage,  and  for 
this  the  law  of  nations  had  been  referred  ttf.  The 
reference  to  that  law,  sir,  is  correct;  and  if  the 
gentleman  had  been  equally  correct  in  his  pre- 
mises, there  would  have  been  no  disagreement 
between  us.  Had  Great  Britain,  when  she  made 
the  disavowal  of  the  act,  have  promptly  surren- 
dered the  culprit«to  the  justice  of  our  laws,  and 
to  punishment  for  the  violation  of  them  within 
our  limits,  she  would  have  done  what  the  law  of 
nations  enjoins,  and  our  Government  must  have 
been  satisfied.  There  is  no  subject  of  political 
interest  which,  I  believe,  has  ever  been  more  mis- 
represented than  that  relative  to  the  affair  of  the 
Chesapeake.  It  was  but  a  few  days  ago,  a  gen- 
tleman from  Virginia.  (Mr.  Randolphs  if  I  un- 
derstood him  right,  declared  on  this  floor,  that 
the  same  overtures  which  had  now  been  ac- 
cepted were  made  to  Mr.  Monroe  in  London,  but 
he  was  not  permitted  to  accede  to  them.  Sir,  I 
should  be  glad  to  be  informed  in  what  part  of  the 
correspondence,  public  or  private,  of  an  official  or 
epistolary  kind  only,  this  fact  is  exhibited.  Com- 
pare the  reparation  agreed  to  be>made,  with  any- 
thing wbicn  has  before  been  offered  us,  and  the 
assertion  stands  completely  refuted. 

The  affair  is  now  adjusted,!  believe,  sir,  to  the 
satisfaction  of  all  parties,  and  of  every  man  in 
the  nation;  and  although  it  might  be  doubted 
whether  a  President  of  the  United  States  has.  of 
himself,  without  the  concurrence  ef  the  other 
branch  of  the  treaty-making  power,  the  right  to 
accept  of  reparation  for  an  act  of  hostility  of  so 
flagrant  a  nature  as  that  we  have  been  speaking 
of,  yet  I  shall  at  alt  time  be  ready  to  approbate 
the  terms  on  which  the  adjustment  has  been 
made. 

It  is  said  by  the  gentleman  from  New  York, 
that  all  our  differences  are  in  a  train  of  accom- 


modation with  England,  and  the  recent  overtara 
ought  to  place  her  on  superior  ground  to  France. 
Her  recent  overtures  have  placed  her  on  sope- 
rior  ground,  by  opening  commercial  intercourse 
with  her,  and  continuing  the  inhibition  as  to 
France.  That  is  all  she  did  or  coald  require  of 
us.  To  do  more  would,  in  my  opinion,  be  a  vol- 
untary act  of  hostility  towards  France ;  and  one 
which,  if  we  are  disposed  to  hold  the  scale  of 
justice  with  an  equal  hand  towards  both  natioDs, 
we  ought  to  avoid.  What  has  France  done  since 
the  passage  of  the  non-intercourse  law,  which 
would  make  such  a  distinction  proper,  or  would 
make  this  exclusion  of  her  armea  vessels,  and  the 
admission  of  her  enemy's,  the  appropriate  rem- 
edy ?  When  the  measure  of  exclusion,  as  it  re- 
spected England  alone,  was  resorted  to,  it  wts  a 
remedy  which  was  appropriate  to  the  injury. 
She  had  attacked  our  vessels  in  our  own  waters, 
and  a  series  of  outrages  were  consummated  by 
the  capture  of  the  Chesapeake. 

But  the  policy  pf  the  interdiction  of  the  Itit 
Congress,  stands  on  different  principles.  The 
repeated  injuries  our  commerce  has  sustained 
from  both  nations  require  that  both  should  be  put 
on  the  same  ground.  It  was  done^  and  alihoogh 
the  position  they  both  stand  in  will  be  changed 
by  this  bill,  yet  they  will  alike  remain  oa  a  ground 
of  equality.  So  far,  sir,  as  respects  any  other 
subject  than  those  negotiated  on  at  this  place 
latelv,  policy  would  certainly  dictate  that  we 
should  at  this  time,  maintain  the  most  guarded 
position.  I  do  not  mean  here  to  express  a  doubt 
of  the  sincerity  of  the  British  Ministry  in  the  over- 
ture they  have  made  for  the  revocation  of  their 
orders  ol  November,  1807.  I  believe  at  least  that 
the  overture  was  made  with  pure  good  faith  on 
the  part  of  her  Minister  resident  in  the  United 
States.  But,  sir,  I  confess  there  is  something  in 
the  orders  of  April,  1809,  which  produce  an  in- 
voluntary* distrust,  that  the  negotiation  made  here 
is  not  to  be  fulfilled  in  its  spirit  and  meaning.  The 
new  orders  are  said  to  be  produced  by  the  altered 
state  of  Europe.*  What  is  this  alteration,  and 
when  was  it  made  ?  If  at  all,  it  has  been  since 
the  overture  authorized  by  the  late  mission  to  this 
country,  and  if  that  be  the  principle  on  which 
this  new  order  rests,  we  may  indeetl  be  told,  that 
the  negotiation  made  here  affords  us  no  security 
for  the  abrogation  of  the  principle  of  the  orders 
of  November,  1807.  I  confess  I  find  none  in  the 
assurance  that  the  new  orders  are  not  connected 
with  the  negotiation  made  here.  The  Minister 
has  probably  used  the  words  of  his  ihstructions, 
and  for  my  part  I  had  rather  it  had  been  said  that 
the  new  orders  were  connected  with,  and  their 
continuance  dependent  on  the  negotiation  pen- 
ding here.  An  assurance  of  this  sort,  would  to 
my  mind  have  been  more  satisfactory.  But 
sir,  I  have  unwillingly  said  anything  in  reply  to 
the  gentleman  on  this  topic ;  it  is  a  delicate  one, 
and  certainly  the  less '  we  shall  say  at  present 
about  it,  the  better.  To  me  it  would  have  been 
much  more  agreeable  to  have  said  nothing  on  it, 
and  if  possible  to  have  refrained  from  acting  at 
this  moment ;  it  would  to  my  apprehension  hare 
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been morelbrtooate  to  of,  had  themeeCingof  this 
Oooma  ba^e  been  fixed  to  soch  a  period  as 
VDold  bare  enabled  us  to  act  oa  the  real  iiritead 
of  the  coDJeetural  state  of  our  relations  with 
FrtDce  aod  England ;  and  indeed  I  conceive  the 
\mwe  do,  until  we  know  our  actual  state,  the 
better.  The  provisions  of  the  present  bill,  I  only 
preifrto  those  of  a  contrary  description  contained 
in  a  bill  reported  some  time  ago.  by  the  honorable 
Cbsirman  of  the  Committee  of  Foreign  Inter- 
eoorse,  because  these  may  possibly  produce  some 
idraDtage  in  the  sale  of  our  products ;  not  much, 
and  tbere  IS  certainly  little  choice  in  the  measures. 
Theoaly  very  important  feature  in  either,  being 
tbe  eqatl  justice  which  is  held  out  to  both  the 
belJigerents.  Thus  far  they  each  pursue  thepoU 
icy  oar  GoTernment  has  never  ceased  to  adhere 
to,  and  therefore  I  am  willing,  if  compelled  at 
tbis  moment  to  act  at  all,  to  give  the  present  pro- 
positioQ  my  support. 

He.  LivBRM oas  said  be  would  not  admonish 
tbe  House  that  he  would  not  dilate  on  the  subject; 
for  if  be  did  he  feared  he  should*  contradict  his 
issertloa.  He  would  say  a  few'worda  why  he 
thoDght  the  amendment  ought  not  to  be  adopted^ 
though  be  confessed  he  did  not  feel  Terr  anxious 
aboot  it  one  way  or  the  other.  He  did  not  feel 
biinself  respouible  for  the  question.  It  is,  hoW'^ 
erer,  said  he^j^matter  of  considerable  delicacy 
Iq  all  its  bearmgs.  Tbere  is  a  negotiation  goiii« 
OB  between  this  country  and  Great  Britain.  It 
was  sapposed,  at  a  certain  period  not  long  past, 
tbat  we  were  on  the  eve  of  a  war  with  Great 
ftitaio, and  indeed  with  Franeenlso.  As  this 
bttsioess  is  now  considered  as  being  with  the  Bt- 
eeative,  and  in  a  great  measure  confided  to  biro) 
Imtainly  would  not  do  anything  V9  interfere 
with  what  may  be  the  transactions  between  the 
two  Governments,  or  interrupt  the  harmony]  now 
exiitiDg.  I  will  briefly  state  a  history  of  this  bu- 
lioess  a»  it  strikes  my  mind.  I  will  not  however 
go  into  all  the  confused  contradictory  assertions, 
speeches,  and  decisions,  made  within  these  waUs 
doriDg  the  laat  session,  but  simply  take  up  this 
famous  nonnntercourse  law  as  to  what  it  was  in- 
tended to  effect.  It  was  satd«  by  the  Committee 
of  Foreign  Relations,  that  we  had  suffered  great 
iajories  from  both  nations.  Nd  doubt  this  was 
correct.  An  abstract  proposition  was  then  offered, 
Can  we  submit  to  the  orders  and  decrees?  No. 
vaathe  answer.  Whkt  theft?  Gentlemen  called 
iifwo  us  for  a  substitute  for  the  embargo.  We 
nid  that  there  waa  none  necessary  in  oar  opinion 
iNit  to  repeal  it.  It  appeared  to  be  thougnt  ne* 
cAsarv,  however,  that  something  should  be  done ; 
ud,  after  ereat  confusion,  this  non-intercourse  bill 
vu  brought  forward,  to  be  sure  in  a  strange  kind 
of  a  way,  not  hj  those  gentlemen  who  were  ul- 
timately the  majority  on  its  passage,  bat  by  those 
who  wanted  letters  of  marque  and  reprisal,  which 
the  House  would  not  grant.  This  bill  was  not 
tgrced  on,  which  speaks  for  itself.  It  was  thought 
to  be  a  hostile  measure,  aod  intended  as  such  by 
tK  declaration  made  at  the  time.  But  it  was 
eootetnplated  that  probably  one  of  those  nations 
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consequence  of  this  belief,  a  new  section  was  en- 
acted authorizing  the  President  of  the  United 
States  in  case  Great  Britain  or  Franee  should  so 
revoke  or  modify  their  edicts  as  to  render  thecom-^ 
merce  of  the  united  States  sufficiently  safe,  to 
declare  the  same  by  proclamation*  That  hostile 
deed  was  then  to  be  done  away,  according  to  the 
understanding  of  every  man.  The  thing  was 
done  by  Great  Britain.  Was  it  intended  to  be 
done  away  as  to  both,  because  one  revoked  its 
edieu?  No  gentleman  with  any  kind  of  consis- 
tency advance  that  this  was  the  understanding  of 
it.  [Mr.  E&ppes  asked  of  Mr  L.  whether  he  had 
understood  him  to  say  that  the  President  was  au- 
thorized to  do  away  the  other  provisions  of  the 
non 'intercourse  law,  as  well  as  to  renew  the  com- 
mercial intercourse.]  I  believed  so,  said  Mr.  Ltv- 
antcoBB,  and  I  believe  such  was  the  opinion  of  a 
majority,  if  not  of  three^fourthft  of  the  nation ;  for 
I  never  heatd,  till  I  came  here,  a  different  con* 
struction  of  this  act.  If  it  be  possible  to  conceive 
that  interdicting  ships  is  a  measure  of  hostility, 
which  certainly  I  understood  to  be  intended^  it 
must  have  been  the  understanding  of  the  British 
Minister  tbat  the  w4iole  of  the  hostile  measures 
shoold'be  done  away  in  relation  to  Great  Britain  ; 
and  forns  to  say,  although  trade  is  to  be  renewed, 
yet  tluittbese  hostile  measures  are  to  be  continued^ 
seems  to  me  to  be  absurd.  But  I  wish  gentlemen 
to  conaiider  whether  there  are  not  two  parties  to 
this  sute  of  things,  Ghreat  Britain  and  the  United 
States.  Gentlemen  mav  salisfj  their  owrnson- 
sciences  that  they  have  kept  warhin  the  letter  of 
the  law,  but  I  think  they  cannot  satisfy  thecoun^ 
try  of  it.  Tbis  exclusion  of  armed  ships,  es  I  be- 
fore said:  was  viewed  as  a  hostile  measure  to  meet 
the  hostile  measures  of  both-  belligerents,  and  to 
cease  when  either  of  those  nations  ceased  their 
hostility.  Nowd  understand  that  it  has  ceased 
as  to  Great  Britain.  In  the  first  place,  though 
different  ideas  are  entertained  of  the  promises  of 
a  foreign  Minister,  and  though,  when  a  Minister 
makes  «  promise  it  is  only  satisfactory  when  you 
have  seetrrity  for  its  performance,  it  is  very  dif- 
ferent from  a  ease  in  which  a  public  Minister  and 
functionary  makes  a  promise  absolute  whieb  does 
not  depend  on  any  contingencies  of  ratification ; 
it  is  satisfactory  and  bas  been  ae  viewed  by  the 
President  of  the  United  States.  The  Orders  in 
Council  being  witbdrawn;  hostility  ceases,  and 
the  two  countries  are  considered  as  much  in  amity. 
as  though  tbere  bad  been  no  hostility  between 
them.  Has  Great  Britain  made  tbis  contract  on 
stipulation  offered  f  What  is  it  natural  to  sup- 
posetbat  she  would  expect  on  our  part?  Cer- * 
tainly  a  (continuation  of  hostility  towards  that 
other  country,  till  that  other  country  does  wiiat 
she  did  by  rescinding  her  decrees.  For,  as  the 
existence  of  those  very  decrees  of  France  was 
injurious  to  Great  Britain,  and  was  the  cause  of 
the  Orders  in  Council,  which  was  considered  as> 
the  cause  of  difference,  what  have  they  a  rigrbt  to 
expect  from  us  ?  Why,  tbat  precisely  the  same 
conduot  asweadopted  towards  both  nations  should 
contioueae  to  the  other.  If  therefore  it  was  a  part 
of  the  agreement  that  hostility  should  cease  in 
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as  some  ha^e  mistakeDlv  supposed,  the  question 
would  have  assumed  a  different  aspect,  but  that 
was  not  the  case,  nor  would  the  law  of  the  last 
session  have  warranted  such  admission. 

But  the  gentleman  has  said,  that  the  outrages 
of  France  are  of  a  more  inexcusable  nature  than 
those  of  England ;  that  with  Eogland  we  have 
no  treaty,  and  with  France  we  have  one  which 
has  been  infracted.  I  had  presumed  that,  at  this 
time,  no  man  could  be  found  in  the  National 
Legislature  of  this  country,  who  would  attempt 
to  palliate  or  excuse  the  conduct  of  either  of  the 
belligerents  towards  us.  Indeed,  so  little  regard 
was  in  every  respect  paid  to  treaties  by  those  na- 
tions, that  nothioff  can  be  said  of  the  good  or  bad 
faith  of  either  of  tnem.  It  is  certainly  no  difficult 
matter  to  enumerate  various  infractions  by  both 
nations.  Great  Britain  has  infracted  the  first  of 
the  permanent  articles  of  the  Treaty  of  1794,  by 
the  attack  on  the  Chesapeake,  for  that  article,  I 
believe,  stipulates  that  tbere  shall  be  an  inviolable 
peace  between  the  two  nations.  It  is  said,  indeed, 
that  ample  reparation  was  tendered,  according  to 
the  principles  of  the  law  of  nations,  by  the  dis- 
avowal of  the  outrage,  which  the  gentleman  has 
said  was  afterwards  no  longer  a  question  of  pub- 
lic injury,  but  then  became  merely  personal  to 
the  individual  committing^  the  outrage,  and  for 
this  the  law  of  nations  had  been  referred  X6,  The 
reference  to  that  law,  sir,  is  correct ;  and  if  the 
gentleman  had  been  equally  correct  in  his  pre- 
mises, there  would  have  been  no  disagreement 
between  us.  Had  Great  Bvitain,  when  she  made 
the  disavowal  of  the  act,  have  promptly  surren- 
dered the  culpritao  the  justice  of  our  laws,  and 
to  punishment  for  the  violation  of  them  within 
our  limits,  she  would  have  done  what  the  law  of 
nations  enjoins,  and  our  Grovernment  must  have 
been  satisfied.  There  is  no  subject  of  political 
interest  which,  I  believe,  has  ever  been  more  mis- 
represented than  that  relative  to  the  affair  of  the 
Cnesapeake.  It  was  but  a  few  days  ago,  a  gen- 
tleman from  Virginia.  (Mr.  Randolphj  if  I  un- 
derstood him  right,  declared  on  this  floor,  that 
the  same  overtures  which  had  now  been  ac- 
cepted were  made  to  Mr.  Monroe  in  London,  but 
he  was  not  permitted  to  accede  to  them.  Sir.  I 
should  be  glad  to  be  informed  in  what  part  of  the 
correspondence,  public  or  private,  of  an  official  or 
epistolary  kind  only,  this  fact  is  exhibited.  Com- 
]Mre  the  reparation  agreed  to  be<made,  with  any- 
thing wbicn  has  before  been  offered  us,  and  the 
assertion  stands  completely  refuted. 

The  affair  is  now  adjusted,!  believe,  sir,  to  the 
satisfaction  of  all  parties,  and  of  every  man  in 
the  nation;  and  although  it  might  be  doubted 
whether  a  President  of  the  United  States  has.  of 
himself,  without  the  concurrence  ef  the  otner 
branch  of  the  treaty-making  power,  the  right  to 
accept  of  reparation  for  an  act  of  hostility  of  so 
flagrant  a  nature  as  that  we  have  been  speaking 
of,  yet  I  shall  at  all  time  be  ready  to  approbate 
the  terms  on  which  the  adjustment  has  been 
made. 

It  is  said  by  the  gentlemlin  from  New  York, 
that  all  our  differences  are  in  a  train  of  accom- 


modation with  England,  and  the  recent  overtoret 
ought  to  place  her  on  superior  ground  to  France. 
Her  recent  overtures  have  placed  her  on  sope- 
rior  ground,  by  opening  commercial  intercourse 
with  her,  and  continuing  the  inbrbition  as  to 
France.  That  is  all  she  did  or  coald  require  of 
us.  To  do  more  would,  in  my  opinion,  be  a  vol- 
untary act  of  hostility  towards  France ;  and  one 
which,  if  we  are  disposed  to  hold  the  scale  of 
justice  with  an  equal  hand  towards  both  natioa^, 
we  ought  to  avoid.  What  has  France  done  since 
the  passage  of  the  non-intercourse  law,  which 
would  make  such  a  distinction  proper,  or  would 
make  this  exclusion  of  her  armed  vessels,  and  the 
admission  of  her  enemy's,  the  appropriate  rem- 
edy 1  When  the  measure  of  exclusion,  as  it  re- 
spected England  alone,  was  resorted  to,  it  wis  a 
remedy  which  was  appropriate  to  the  injury. 
She  had  attacked  our  vessels  in  our  own  waters, 
and  a  series  of  outrages  were  consummated  bj 
the  capture  of  the  Chesapeake. 

But  the  policy  of  the  interdiction  of  the  lut 
Congress,  stands  on  different  principles.  The 
repealed  injuries  our  commerce  has  sustained 
from  both  nations  require  thai  both  should  be  put 
on  the  same  ground.  It  was  done^  and  although 
the  position  they  both  stand  in  will  be  changed 
by  this  bill,  yet  they  will  alike  remaia  on  a  ground 
of  equality.  So  far,  sir,  as  respects  any  other 
aubject  than  those  negotiated  on  at  this  place 
latelv,  policy  would  certainly  dictate  that  we 
should  at  this  time,  maintain  the  most  guarded 
position.  I  do  not  mean  here  to  express  a  doubt 
of  the  sincerity  of  the  British  Ministry  in  theorer- 
ture  they  have  made  for  the  revocation  of  their 
orders  ol  November,  1807.  I  believe  at  least  that 
the  overture  was  made  with  pure  good  faith  on 
the  part  of  her  Minister  resident  in  the  United 
States.  But,  sir,  I  confess  there  is  something  in 
the  orders  of  April,  1809,  which  produce  an  in- 
voluntary* distrust,  that  the  negotiation  made  here 
is  not  to  be  fulfilled  in  its  spirit  and  meaning.  The 
new  orders  are  said  to  be  produced  by  the  altered 
state  of  Europe.*  What  is  this  alteration,  and 
when  was  it  made  ?  If  at  all,  it  has  been  since 
the  overture  authorized  by  the  late  mission  to  this 
country,  and  if  that  be  the  principle  on  which 
this  new  order  rests,  we  may  indeetl  be  told,  that 
the  negotiation  made  here  affords  us  no  security 
for  the  abrogation  of  the  principle  of  the  orders 
of  November,  1807.  I  confess  I  find  none  in  the 
assurance  that  the  new  orders  are  not  connected 
with  the  negotiation  made  here.  The  Minister 
has  probably  used  the  words  of  his  itastroctions, 
and  for  my  part  I  had  rather  it  had  been  said  that 
the  new  orders  were  connected  with,  and  their 
continuance  dependent  on  the  negotiation  pen- 
ding here.  An  assurance  of  this  sort,  would  to 
my  mind  have  been  more  satisfactory.  But 
sir,  I  have  unwillingly  said  anything  in  reply  to 
the  gentleman  on  this  topic ;  it  is  a  delicate  one, 
and  certainly  the  less  we  shall  say  at  present 
about  it,  the  better.  To  nie  it  would  have  been 
much  more  agreeable  to  have  said  nothing  on  it, 
and  if  possible  to  have  refrained  from  acting  at 
this  moment ;  it  would  to  my  apprehension  bare 
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beeD  morefortaiiate  to  of,  had  thetneetingof  this 
0>Q£ress  hare  been  fixed  to  sach  a  period  as 
would  hare  enabled  as  to  act  on  the  real  inrscead 
of  (he  coojeetural  state  of  our  relatioDs  with 
FrtDCe  and  England  j  and  indeed  I  conceive  the 
les  ire  do,  untU  we  know  oar  aetnat  state,  the 
better.  The  provisions  of  the  present  bill,  I  only 
piefrrto  those  of  a  contrary  description  contained 
Id  a  bill  reported  some  time  ago,  by  the  honorable 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  of  Foreign  Inter- 
eoorse,  because  these  may  possibly  prod  ace  some 
idranuge  in  the  sale  of  our  products ;  not  much, 
aid  tkere  is  certainly  little  choice  in  the  measures. 
The  only  very  important  feature  in  either,  being 
the  equal  justice  which  is  held  ont  to  both  the 
beliigerents.  Thus  far  they  each  pursue  the  poU 
icy  oar  GoYernment  has  never  ceased  to  adhere 
to,  and  therefore  I  am  willing,  if  compelled  at 
this  moment  to  act  at  all,  to  give  the  present  pro- 
positioa  my  support. 

Mc.  LivBRMOKB  said  be  would  not  admonish 
the  Rouse  that  he  would  not  dilate  on  thesubject; 
for  if  be  did  he  feared  he  should*  contradict  his 
usertion.  He  would  say  a  few  words  why  he 
ihoQght  the  amendment  ought  not  to  be  adopted, 
though  he  confessed  he  did  not  feel  rery  anxious 
about  it  one  way  or  the  other.  He  did  not  feel 
himself  responsible  for  the  question*  It  is,  how* 
ever,  said  hejSroatter  of  considerable  delicacy 
is  all  its  bearingff.    Tber(p  is  a  negotiation  going 

00  between  this  country  and  Great  Britain.  It 
vas  sappoeed,  at  a  certain  period  not  long  past, 
that  we  were  on  the  eve  of  a  war  with  Great 
Britain, and  indeed  with  Franeealso.  As  thi» 
busiaess  is  now  considered  as  bcriog  with  the  Ex- 
ecutive, and  in  a  great  measure  confided  to  him, 

1  certainly  would  not  do  anything  V(f  interfere 
with  what  may  be  the  transactions  between  the 
two  Governments,  or  interrupt  the  harmony  now 
eiisting.    I  will  briefly  state  a  history  of  this  bu- 
siness a»  it  strikes  my  mind.    I  will  not  however 
go  into  all  tho  confused  contradictory  assertions, 
speeches,  and  decisions,  made  within  these  walls 
during  tne  last  session,  but  simply  take  up  this 
famous  nonnntercourse  law  as  to  what  it  was  in- 
tended to  effect.    It  was  said,  by  the  Committee 
of  Foreign  Relations,  that  we  bad  suflfered  great 
iajuries  from  both  nations.    N«  doubt  this  was 
correct.   Anabstractprbposition  was  then  ofibred, 
Can  we  submit  to  the  orders  and  decrees  ?    No. 
vutbe  aaswer.    Wiiat  then?    Gentlemen  called 
DpoQ  us  for  a  substitute  for  the  embargo.    We 
aid  that  there  waa  none  necessary  in  our  opinion 
int  to  repeal  it.    It  appeared  to  be  thougtft  ne* 
ctnarj,  however,  that  something  should  be  done ; 
ud,  after  greal  confusion,  this  non-intercourse  bill 
vu  brought  forward,  to  be  sure  in  a  strange  kind 
of  a  way,  not  by  those  gentlemen  who  were  ul- 
timately the  majority  on  its  passage,  but  by  those 
who  wanted  letti^rs  of  marque  and  reprisal,  which 
the  House  would  not  grant.    This  bill  was  not 
agreed  on,  which  speaks  for  itself.    It  was  thought 
to  be  a  hostile  measure,  and  intended  as  such  by 
tw  declaration  made  at  the  time.    But  it  was 
contemplated  that  probably  one  of  those  nations 
Bight  recede  from  its  unlawful  ground ;  and  in 


consequence  of  this  belief,  a  new  section  was  en- 
acted authorizing  the  President  of  the  United 
States  in  case  Great  Britain  or  France  should  so 
revoke  or  modify  their  edicts  as  to  render  the  com- 
merce of  the  united  States  sufficiently  safe,  to 
declare  the  same  by  proclamation.  That  hostile 
deed  was  then  to  be  done  away,  according  to  the 
understanding  of  every  man.  The  thing  was 
done  by  Great  Britain.  Was  it  intended  to  be 
done  away  as  to  both,  because  one  revoked  its 
edicts?  No  gentleman  with  any  kind  of  consis- 
tency advance  that  this  was  the  understanding  of 
it.  [Mr.  E^PBB  asked  of  Mr  L.  whether  be  had 
understood  him  to  say  that  the  President  was  au- 
thorized to  do  away  the  other  provisions  of  the 
non^intercourse  Iaw«aswell  as  to  renew  the  com- 
mercial intercourse.]  I  believed  so,  said  Mr.  Ltv- 
aatcoBB,  and  I  believe  «uch  was  the  opinion  of  a 
majority,  if  not  of  three*fourthft  of  the  nation ;  for 
I  never  heafd,  till  I  came  here,  a  different  tsont 
struction  of  this  act.  If  it  be  possible  to  conceive 
that  interdicting  ships  is  a  measure  of  hostility, 
which  certainly  I  understood  to  be  intended^  it 
must  have  been  the  understanding  of  the  British 
Minister  that  the  w4iole  of  the  hostile  measures 
should  be  done  away  in  relation  to  Great  Britain  ; 
and  for  us  to  sayy although  ti«de  is  tube  renewed, 
yetthattbese  hostile  measures  are  to  be  continued^ 
seems  to  me  to  be  absurd.  But  I  wish  gentlemen 
to  cohdder  whether  there  are  not  two  parties  to 
this  sute  of  things,  Great  Britain  and  the  United 
States.  Gentlemen  mav  satisfy  their  own  ison- 
sciences  that  they  have  kept  within  the  letter  of 
the  law^  but  I  think  they  cannot  satisfy  thecoun-* 
try  of  it.  This  exclusion  of  armed  ships,  as  I  be- 
fore said:  was  viewed  as  a  hostile  measure  to  meet 
the  hostile  measures  of  both  belligerents,  and  to 
cease  when  either  of  those  nations  ceased  their 
hostility.  Now 'I  understand  that  it  has  ceased 
as  to  Great  Britain.  In  the  first  place,  though 
different  ideas  are  entertained  of  the  promises  of 
a  foreign  Minister,  aod  though,  when  a  Minister 
makes  a  promise  it  is  only  satisfactory  when  you 
have  security  for  its  performance,  it  is  very  dif- 
ferent from  a  case  in  which  a  pubUc  Minister  and 
functionary  makes  a  promise  absolute  which  does 
not  depend  on  any  continfirencies  of  ratification ; 
it  is  satisfactory  and  has  been  so  viewed  by  the 
President  of  the  United  States.  The  Orders  ia 
Council  being  witbdrawnj  hostility  ceases,  and 
the  two  copntriesare  considered  as  much  in  amity 
as  though  there  had  been  no  hostility  between 
them.  Has  Great  Britain  made  this  contract  on 
stipulation  offered  f  What  is  it  natural  to  sup- 
pose that  she  would  expect  on  our  part?  Cer- • 
tainly  a  Qontinnatioa  of  hostility  towards  that 
other  country,  till  that  other  country  does  what 
she  did  by  rescinding  her  decrees.  For,  as  the 
existence  of  those  very  decrees  of  France  was 
injurious  to  Great  Britain,  and  was  the  cause  of 
the  Orders  in  Council,  which  was  considered  as 
the  cause  of  difference,  what  have  they  a  right  to 
expect  from  us  ?  Why,  that  precisely  the  same 
conduct  asweadopted  towards  both  nations  should 
continueae  to  the  other.  If  therefore  it  was  a  part 
of  th>r  agreemeat  that  hostility  shooid  cease  in 
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relation  to  Great  Britain,  according  to  every  rule 
of  coDstraction  and  as  to  common  honesty,  the 
hostility  towards  the  other  nation  ought  to  be 
continued. 

The  gentleman  from  Virginia  (Mr  Love)  ap- 
pears to  be  very  anxious  lest  we  should  put  some- 
thing in  this  bill  to  offend  sister  France;  and  this 
disposition  is  the  cause  of  all  our  difficulties.  The 

Gentleman  asks  what  France  has  ever  done  ?  [Mr. 
lOVE  said  the  gentleman  stated  hb  observations 
incorrectly.]  At  the  last  session,  said  Mr.  Liv- 
ERMORE,it  was  acknowledged — though  to  be  sure  it 
was  thought  a  mighty  thing  to  acknowledge,  that 
France  could  not  be  hostile  to  us ;  that  the  two 
nations  were  as  much  alike  in  their  conduct  as  one 
egg  is  like  another.  There  was  an  admission  that 
they  were  equally  hostile.  Is  any  gentleman  now 
going  to  contend  that  there  has  been  no  hostile 
act  done  by  France  towards  this  country  ?  If  the 
Orders  in  Council  were  hostile,  was  not  the  act 
also  hostile  which  caused  the  issuing  of  them  in 
retaliation  of  it  ?  It  was  so  considered.  I  say 
that  the  decree  of  Berlin  itself  considered  seriously 
was  a  hostile  act,  and  we  have  no  right  to  conceive 
it  in  a  contrary  view ;  and  we  now  feel  its  effects, 
and  have  had  a  declaration  from  France,  too,  that 
she  knew  no  distinction  between  us  and  any  other 
nation,  our  treaty  with  her  to  the  contrary  not- 
withstanding. Further,  that  the  decrees  of  Milan 
TOovided  that  every  vessel  even  spoken  to  by  a 
British  cruiser  was  "denationalized"  and  should 
be  condemned.  Now  I  say  that  these  are  sufficient 
acts  of  hostility  to  justify  the  interdiction  and  in- 
hibition of  intercourse  mentioned  in  the  act,  I  do 
not  know  that  I  am  competent  to  judge  in  what 
light  Great  Britain  will  view  the  subject.  I  do 
not  know  that  the  nation  will  be  disposed  to  break 
off  the  negotiation  entered  into;  but  I  say  that  I 
would  not  alter  the  stipulation  which  induced 
them  to  revoke  the  Orders  in  Council,  or  I  might 
justify  them  in  recalling  their  promise. 

But  gentlemen  say,  that  although  the  Orders 
in  Council  were  revoked,  they  have  been  renewed 
in  another  form.  I  do  not  know  that  they  have 
been  renewed.  As  far  as  we  know  we  see  every- 
thing satisfactory,  and  nothing  to  interrupt  the 
course  of  the  business.  We  have  no  right  to  say 
a  word  about  the  agreement  entered  into  here,  in 
relation  to  the  modification  in  the  Orders  in 
Council,  for  the  alteration  of  them  and  the  agree- 
ment to  revoke  here  were  nearly  on  the  same  day, 
and  there  cannot  therefore  be  any  right  to  suppose 
that  one  is  in  accordance  with  the  other. 

Now,  sir,  is  it  possible  that  Congress  will  in- 
terfere and  do  anything  which  shall  serve  to  em- 
barrass the  negotiation  ?  It  is  taking  upon  them- 
selves so  great  a  responsibility  that  they  would 
hardlv  answer  it  to  their  constituents.  It  is  true 
that  the  President  has  not  recommended  anything 
specific  which  he  has  thought  proper  to  be  done. 
I  could  wish  that  he  had,  for  I  believe  it  would 
have  been  proper.  Sir,  the  admission  of  French 
ships  will  be  productive  of  a  very  serious  evil. 
They  will  lodge  in  our  ports,  learn  what  vessels 
are  going  out,  and  go  and  take  them.  But  this  is 
not  the  chief  reason  with  me  for  interdicting 


French  armed  vessels.  As  far  as  my  rote  would 
go,  I  would  not  interrupt  anything  going  on  in 
the  way  of  negotiation.  If  it  were  aacertained 
that  the  President  acquiesced  in  this  measure,  I 
do  not  know  that  I  should  object  to  it,  but  noth- 
ing of  the  kind  is  signified  to  the  House.  But  is 
it  proper  for  me  to  be  led  by  other  gentlemen  1 
I  am  certainly  not  anxious  to  get  into  a  situation 
similar  to  that  in  which  we  were  six  or  ei^hx- 
months  ngo.  I  do  not  want  to  see  the  negotiation 
interrupted.  If  we  alter  the  stipulations  of  the 
non-intercourse  act,  there  will  be  a  plausible  pre- 
text for  breaking  off  the  ne^tiation,  if  they  wish 
to  do  it.  If  we  should  again  get  into  a  situation 
similar  to  that,  it  would  be  a  ^reat  consolation  to 
know  that  we  had  done  nothing  to  authorize  it. 

Now  as  to  theparticular  reason  why  this  amend- 
ment should  be  adopted,  to  put  it  beyond  all  doubt 
that  vessels  shall  be  admitted,  I  certainly  shall 
not  agree  to  it.  I  hope  there  is  a  majority  of  the 
House  that  will  not  agree  to  the  alteration.  As 
to  what  further  we  should  do  on  the  subject,  I 
will  not  at  this  time  say. 

Mr.  Randolph  said  he  meant  to  take  verj 
little  part  indeed  in  this  debate,  because  he  con- 
ceived that  he  labored  under  a  very  great  diffi- 
culty in  understanding  the  bill  which  had  come 
from  the  other  House,  as  to  any  aractical  good 
which  could  result  from  it.    He 


( non- 


he  saw,  in- 
deed, a  ffreat  many  sections  of  the  nSfi-intercoorse 
act  of  fast  session  retained,  and  a  great  many 
abolished ;  but  when  he  considered  the  whole  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case,  this  bill  appeared  to  him 
to  be  a  very  flimsy  covering  to  the  natiootl 
nakedness.  It  would  perhaps,  said  he,  be  arroga- 
ting too  much  to  myself  to  undertake  to  pronouoce 
what  results  would  follow  from  the  bill,  should 
it  be  agreed  to  in  its  present  shape.  I  do  believe 
that  would  be  a  question  which  the  best  legal 
abilities  of  this  Country,  and  our  courts,  if  it  shall 
be  brought  before  them,  will  have  no  small  degree 
of  difficulty  in  deciding.  But  if  I  understand  the 
proposition  now  under  consideration,  it  is  made 
for  the  purpose  of  avoiding  any  absurdity  of  con- 
struction or  this  bill,  and  to  declare  with  greater 
precision  that  the  armed  ships  of  Great  firitaia 
and  France  shall  absolutely  be  admitted  into  our 
waters.  This  is  a  proposition  to  which  I  do  not 
feel  at  present  disposed  to  agree — and  wherefore, 
sir  ?  Why,  because,  if  I  understand  anythiog  of 
the  nature  of  the  measures  of  resistance  taken 
during  the  last  session  of  Congress  to  the  unlaw- 
ful edicts  and  decrees  of  France  and  Great  Briuin, 
this  exclusion  of  the  armed  ships  of  those  two 
nations  constituted  a  part  of  that  resistance.  For 
my  part,  I  never  had  much  opinion  (nor  have  I 
any  better  now)  of  attacking  seventy-four  gan 
ships  with  paper;  but  really  I  cannot  consent  to 
declare  that  these  ships  shall  be  admitted  per- 
emptorily within  our  waters,  when  I  consider 
what  must  be  the  inevitable  consequence  of  such 
an  admission — for  I  hope  the  House  will  under- 
stand me.  I  speak  not  in  the  disjunctive  bat  in 
the  adjunctive  in  relation  to  this  proposition*  It 
is,  by  the  decrees  of  France,  the  right  |[if  rigbt 
can  be  conferred  by  an  arbitrary  pretension)  and 
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dotYtoo  of  the  armed  ships  of  that  country,  both 
public  and  private,  to  capture  every  American 
vessel  which  shall  have  been  sm>ken  to  or  visited 
hj  any  British  armed  ships.  From  this  ground 
France  has  in  no  degree  receded — and  yet  shall 
we  declare  that  her  ships  of  war  shall  come  into 
the  Chesapeake,  the  Hudson,  or  into  Boston  har- 
bor, as  if  we  were  afraid  that  their  opportunities 
of  executing  their  illegal  decrees  would  not  be 
tofficient,  unless  we  gave  them  the  riehts  of  hos- 
pitalityr  here  ?  Whenever  one  of  those  armed 
ships  either  comes  in  or  goes  out,  unquestionably 
the  will  be  in  the  habit  of  taking  every  American 
vessel  which  has  been  spoken  by  a  British  ship 
of  war.  Under  these  circumstances  I  do  confess 
that  I  am  not  ready  to  say  to  these  people  "  You 
shall  come  in.^  I  had  rather  have  the  thing  in 
ttain  quo.  I  had  rather,  if  they  do  come  in,  that 
they  should  come  in  in  quality  of  intruders;  that 
these  captors  of  our  property  under  their  illegal 
decrees  should  not  receive  any  kind  of  sanction 
whatever  from  the  admission  of  their  capturing 
vessels  within  our  waters.  At  the  same  time  I 
hope  I  may  not  be  so  much  misunderstood  as  to  be 
thought  capable  of  supposing  that  our  pen,  ink, 
and  paper,  will  keep  the  Patriot  or  any  other  ship 
of  France  from  coming  in  or  going  out — I  am 
folly  impressed  with  the  mortifying  conviction 
that  it  will  not — but  at  the  same  time  I  am  un- 
williDg  to  give  them  an  express  right  and  title  to 
come;  and  1  wait  with  deference  and  with  pa- 
tience too  for  gentlemen  to  show  what  are  the  re- 
laxations on  the  part  of  France,  what  the  conces- 
sions and  modifications  of  herJllegal  decrees,  in 
resistance  to  which  this  ground  was  assumed  at 
the  last  session  of  Congress,  which  will  counte- 
Daoce  qs  in  declaring  by  law  that  her  armed 
ships  shall  come  within  the  waters  of  the  United 
States. 

It  really  is  a  curious  situation  in  which  you 
are  got  through  the  instramentality  of  this  bill 
to  interdict  commercial  intercourse  between  the 
United  States  and  Great  Britain  and  France,  and 
their  dependencies.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  only 
possible  object  of  the  present  session  of  Congress, 
if  it  once  lie  admitted  that  we  are  not  assembleo 
here  to  transact  the  ordinary  legislative  business, 
is,  that  this  non-intercourse  law  may  die  as  soon 
as  we  adjoilum,  because  it  was  to  continue  till  the 
CDdofthe  next  session  of  Congress.  Therefore, 
there  was  to  be  and  is  a.  session  of  Congress,  in 
order  that  we  may  cease  and  determine.  Perhaps 
I  shall  be  asked,  on  the  other  hand,  for  a  pro;iect; 
sDd  may  also  be  asked,  if  we  do  adjourn,  and  the 
let  to  prohibit  intercourse  dies  by  its  own  limita- 
tion, what  will  exist  in  resistance  to  one  or  the 
other  of  those  two  countries  on  our  part?  I 
might  say,  suppose  the  bill  to  continue,  what 
does  exist  of  the  nature  of  resistance?  What 
cyer  did  exist  like  resistance? 

By  the  11th  section  of  the  non-intercourse  law 
the  President  was  authorized  to  suspend  the  law 
i&  relation  to  that  Power  which  should  revoke  or 
modify  its  edicts.  Great  Britain  having  done 
this,  we  are  placed  in  that  situation  in  relation  to 
her.    It  is  now  proposed,  if  I  understand  anything 


of  the  bill,  to  change  that  situation — how  ?  To 
change  it  by  expressly  admitting  the  armed  ships 
of  Great  Britain  and  France  (I  speak  in  the  con- 
junction) into  our  ports  and  harbors.  8o  that 
whilst  the  President  of  the  United  States  has,  in 
consequence  of  certain  communications  between 
him  and  the  British  Government,  very  wisely 
and  patriotically  changed  the  relations  between 
this  country  ancl  Great  Britain,  we  are,  therefore, 
without  any  communications  between  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  and  France,  for  the 
purpose,  if  I  understand  the  argument,  of  keeping 
the  balance  accurately  adjusted  between  these 
two  Powers,  to  admit  them  both  into  our  waters. 
Now,  sir,  suppose,  on  the  contrary,  that  the  first 
overture  towards  concession  and  relaxation  of 
their  decrees,  had  come  from  the  French  Emperor, 
and  that  consequently  the  President  of  the  Uni- 
ted States  had,  as  it  would  have  been  his  duty  to 
do,  suspended  the  act  on  which  we  are  now 
legislating  in  relation  to  France.  What  would 
have  been  thought  of  a  proposition  that,  because 
the  President  had  such  assurances  as  were  com- 
pletely satisfactory. to  induce  him  to  suspend  the 
non-intercourse  law  in  relation  to  France,  there- 
fore, we  must  make  some  concession  to  Great 
Britain,  who  had  shown  no  disposition  to  relax 
in  her  decrees  and  orders,  for  the  purpose  of  keep- 
ing the  balance  of  impartiality  between  two 
nations,  one  of  whom  had  and  the  other  had  not, 
in  a  degree  at  least,  come  into  our  measures?  If 
such  a  proposition  had  been  made,  it  appears  to 
me  that  it  would  have  been  scouted.  1  do  not 
see  the  whole  drift  of  this  bill,  but  I  want  to 
know  if  the  United  States  ougnt,  without  any 
manifestation  of  a  friendly  disposition  on  the  part 
of  France,  to  make  any  relaxation  of  that  which 
thev  have  chosen  to  call  resistknce  to  France, 
ano  more  especially,  if  at  the  very  moment  they 
do  on  paper  most  rigorously  interdict  all  commer- 
cial intercourse  with  France  and  exclude  her 
merchant  ships,  they  should  by  a  positive  legis- 
lative act  such  as  the  amendment  now  under  con- 
sideration admit  her  ships  of  war.  If  we  admit 
her  ships  of  war,  d  fortiori  I  think  we-  ought  to 
admit  her  merchant  vessels. 

I  have  not  much  expectation  of  participating 
more  in  the  final  nassage  of  this  bill  than  I  did  in 
the  act  to  which  this  is  a  supplement.  I  hope  all 
the  good  will  be  received  from  it  which  is  expect- 
ed; but.  with  that  amendment,  I  shall  be  com- 
pelled, nowever  reluctantly,  to  vote  against  the 
bilK  And  that  shows  the  propriety,  in  my  opin- 
ion, not  onXj  the  proprietv  but  the  political 
necessity^  which  exists  for  this  House  to  remain 
in  session  until  we  can  receive,  and  we  must  be 
in  daily  expectation  of  it,  some  manifestation  of 
the  disposition  of  the  French  Government  to- 
wards us.  I  do  think  it  would  be  an  act  of  polit- 
ical dereliction  in  us,  situated  as  we  are  in  regard 
to  France — and  I  have  as  little  disposition  to  go 
to  vrar  with  France  as  any  man; 'I  shall  show 
the  same  disposition  towards  France  now  as  I 
did  in  1790— I  think  it  would  be  highly  improper 
in  us  to  change  our  disposition  m  relation  to 
France  by  admitting  French  ships  of  war,  when. 
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in  one  week  after  we  adjouro,  news  may  arrive 
of  the  Emperor  and  Kiasp  taking  our  proceedings 
in  very  high  dudgeon,  and  that  be  kas  declared 
war  or  issaed  letters  uf  marque  -  and  reprisal 
against  us.  It  seems  that  we  are  to  pass  this  bill 
in  our  Snziety  to  do  something,  the  same  old 
prurient  itching  to  do  something  which  has 
prompted  us  to  former  measures,  and  in  oar 
anxiety  too  to  get  away  from  this  place  or  to  snr- 
render  this  Hall  for  the  celebration  of  the  next 
fourth  of  July ;  for  it  seems  by  the  papers  thst 
fio^ent  voletu  we  are  to  be  turfi«d  out,  and  not 
only  that,  but  that  the  use  of  the  room  is  to  be 
vested  in  strangers.  In  my  opinion  this  room  is 
umtional- property,  consecrated  to  legislative  busi- 
ness, and  it  is  not  competent  for  any  person  what- 
soever at  any  time  to  take  pos^eroion  of  it  or  put 
it  to  any  use'  without  the  sanction  of  an  order  of 
this  House.  That  by  the  way.  I  shall  listen 
with  great  attention  to  any  one  who  will  induce 
me  to  believe  in  the  propriety  of  this  amefidm«*nt. 
If  we  forget  all  that  we  have  said,  I  hope  in  God 
we  shall  not  forget  all  we  have  voted  <lDd  resolved. 
I  wi»h  any  gentlemen  to  show  me  not  mert>ly  the 
expediency  but  the  right,  without  abandoning  all 
sort  of  claim  to  legislative  consistency,  which  we 
have  to  adopt  the  measure  now  presented.  If  we 
do,  we  shall  have  launched  an  anathema  on  the 
10th  Congress  to  which  even  I  would  be  sorry  to 

five  my  asaent.  I  6ee  them  denounced  publicly, 
ut  I  am  unwilling  to  give  my  aid  and  sanction, 
and  I  hope  that  the  gentleman  who  composed  it 
will  be  equally  unwilling  to  give  their  sanction 
to  the  denunciation. 

Mr.  J.  G.  Jackson  said  it  would  he  recollected 
that  when  this  Hibject  had  been  under  discussion 
some  weeks  since,  in  the  course  of  the  wide  range 
which  had  been  taken  and  which  had  been  so 
much  censured,  he  had  slated  that  he  was  of 
opinion  that  it  best  comported  with  the  honor  of 
tois  nation  to  exclude  all  armed  vessels  from  our 
waters,  subject  to  soch  regulations  as  should  be 
fixed  by  treatjr.  But  it  seemed  that  gentlemen 
'thought  at  this  time,  when  a. negotiation  with 
Great  Britain  was  upoo  ihe\tapis,  and  the  inten- 
tion of  any  act  of  this  kiad  would  be  liable  to 
misinterpretation,  it  would  be  assuming  a  hostile 
.attitude  towards  that  country,  and  that,.therefore, 
itwas -proper  to  admit  armed  vessels.  In  that 
wide  raoge  of  debate,  said  he,  I  observed  that  the 
unatoned  injuries  of  Great  Britain  had  equalled 
if  not  exceeded  those  of  France,  and  I,  thfrefore, 
asked  why  should  we  make  a  distinction  in  the 
admission  of  her  armed  vessels.  Tbere  is  a  doubt 
in  my  mind  of  the  coa»truclion  of  the  law,  though 
some  of  my  friends  think  it  is  perfectly  iJain.  I 
would  ask  the  gentlemen  from  New  York  and 
Massachusetts  (Messrs.  Gold  and  Livbrmorb) 
if  they  had  to  choose- whether  they  would  admit 
or  exclude  both,  if  they  wonid  not  rather  adroit 
them  ?  But  it  has  been  said  that  the  1 1th  section  of 
the  non-intercourse  law  did  authorize  the  admis- 
sion of  armed*vessels  of  either  belli?erent  com- 
plyiag  with  the  term;*  of  the  law.  If  this  be  the 
true  and  sound  construction,  why  nut  express- it, 
wiien  we  know  very  well  that  a  different  con- 


struction has  been  pot  on  it  ?  But  it  is  not  souod. ' 
The  law  says  that  commercial  intercourse  witli 
theaaiion  revoking  itf  edicts  **may  be  renewed." 
What  may  be  renewed  7  The  trade  of  the  Uni- 
ted States;. and  it  was  a  liberal  eonstructioD of 
this  section  to  include  in  the  mrrangemeDt  th« 
admission  of  vessels  carrying  on. this  trade.  The 
law  aimply  provided  that  the  relatione  betweea 
the  two  aatiohs  should  be  placed  in  Maiu  9*0, 
which  would  not  include  the  admission  of  her 
armed  vessels. 

But  the  gentleman  from  Vkrgittia  says  that  this 
amendment  piropoaea  a  peiemptory  amission  of 
the  anaed  vessels  of  the  belligerents.  He  cer- 
tainly has  not  examiued  it  with  Ims  accostein^d 
penetration  or  he  would  not  have  hazarded  the 
assertion.  It  is  not  an  authoritative  admisstoo. 
U  merely  says  that  the  law  shall  not  be  construed 
to  prohibit  taeir  admission.  It  does  not  say  ex- 
plicitly that  they  shall  be  admitted,  but  removes 
the  interdiction;  and  if  they  cpme  here  with  boa- 
tile  intentions,  or  during  a  state  of  war,  they  are 
still  liable  to  any  measure  of  the  Government,  for 
the  power  of  excluding  vessels  frooi  out  vratcts 
still  remains  with  the  President,  aad  may  heap- 
plied  to  the  vessels  of  any-nation  violating  oar 
peace  or  sovereignty.  I  am  unwillioe  now  to 
excite  a  disagreeable  and  unprofitable  discnasioii 
on  our  foreign  relations,  at  this  time  so  delicately 
situated,  and,  therefore,  shall  not  go  over  the 
ground  which  gentlemen  have  taken  on  this  oc- 
casion, but  willleavethem  f«aeeably  to  occupy  it. 

About  four  o^clock,  a  motion  was  made  by  Mr. 
Smiub  that  the  Committee  rise,  and  carried. 


Tbdrsday,  June  22. 

The  report  of  the  Committeeof  ElecRons  made 
yesterday  on  the  contested  election  of  W114.UH 
Baymss,  was  read  and  committed  to  a  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole  on  Saturday  next. 

Mr.  MuMFORO  presented  a  petition  of  the  tbreid 
makers  in  the  city  of  New  York,  praying  that  an 
additional  duty  may  be  imposed  upon  white  aod 
colored  thread  imported  (rom  foreign  places.— 
Referred  to  the  Committee  of  Coouaerce  and 
Manufactures. 

.Mr.  Goi«o,  from  tiie  committee  appointed  oq 
the  nineteenth  instant,  preseaied  a  bill  to  author- 
ize the  Secretary  of  War  to  ascertain  and  settle, 
by  the  appointment  of  Commissioners,  the  exte- 
rior line  of  tke  public  land  at  West  Point  j  which 
was.read  twicje,  and 'committed  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  on  Monday  nexL 

The  House  proceeded  to  consider  the  resolatioa 
from  the  Senate, in  the  form  of  a  concurrent  res- 
olution, authorizing  the  President  of  the  Seaate 
and  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Represenutives 
to.  adjourn  their  respective  Houses  on  the  20th  of 
June  instant.  Whereupon,  the  House  agreed  to 
the  same,  with  the  following  amendment :  Strike 
out  the  word  twerUieth  and  insert  twenty  eighUk 

A  message  from  the  Senate  informed  the  House 
that  the  Senate  have  passed  a  bill,  entitled  ^' An 
act  for  the  remission  of  certain  penalties  and  for- 
feitures, and  for  other  purposes  {''alsoi  a  bill^eati- 
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lied  "Aq  act  authorizing  the  accoQotioff  officers 
of  the  Treasury  Department  to  give  credit  to  cer- 
tsiQ  collectors  of  the  customs,  for  allowances  paid 
b/ibem  to  (he  owners  and  crewsof  fishing  vessels;" 
to  which  bills  they  desire  the  concurrence  of  this 
House. 

The  bill  sent  from  the  Senate,  entitled  **An  act 
makioffsn  appropriation  to  finish  and  furnish  the 
Senate  Chamber  and  for  other  purposes,"  wasread 
twice,  sod  referred  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
00  Saturday  next. 

ALLUVION  Orr  MI8Si88IPPL 

Mr.  Miller  observed  that  it  had  been  stated  to 
the  House,  in  the  course  of  the  debate,  a  day  or 
two  a§o,  that  the  Attorney  Greneral  bad  ffiven  an 
opinion  that  the  title  to  the  batture  at  New 'Or- 
leans was  Id  the  United  States.  If  that  were  true, 
itmnst  beeq^oally  true  (without  deciding  the  cor- 
rectness of  the  opinion)  that  the  United  States 
must  be  entitled  to  other  parts  of  batture  br  allu- 
TioQOD  chat  river.  He  was  against  a  partia!  inves- 
tigation of  a  general  right.  He  therefore  wished 
to  know  if  there  was  not  other  property  in  the 
same  situation,  and  therefore  moved  the  follow- 
ing refolotion,  which,  at  his  own  suggestion,  was 
ordered  to  lie  on  the  table : 

Raobed,  That  the  President  of  the  United  dtates 
be  reqoeited  to  take  measures  to  ascertain  the  title  of 
the  United  States  to  all  the  allavions,  islands,  accre- 
tionf,  tod  banks,  on  the  river  Mississippi,  designating 
ptrticnlarly  the  title  to  those  opposite  the  city  of  New 
Orleans,  and  the  several  suburbs  laid  out  and  adjoin- 
ia;  the  same. 

.NEXT  MEETING  OF  CONGRESS. 

Oq  motion  of  Mr.  Bassctt,  the  House  resolved 
itself  into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole,  on  the  bill 
to  fii  the  time  for  the  next  meeting  of  Congress. 
After  various  unsuccessful  attempts  made  by 
Messrs.  BAsaETT,  Macon,  Fisc,  Gbolson,  J.  G. 
Jiccsoir,  and  Stanvobd,  to  obtain  a  later  day 
than  that  roenriooed  in  the  bill,  (the  fpurth  Mon- 
day of  November  next.)  the  bill,  as  reeeived  from 
the  Senate,  was  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  and 
V19  accordingly  read  a  third  time,  and  passed. 
The  House  refttsed  five  times  to  alter  the  day  pro- 
posed, by  an  average  majority  of  about  thirty. 

CONTINGENT  EXPENSES  OP  CONGRESS. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole,  on  the  bill  making  appropriations  for 
the  eooiiagent  expenses  of  the  two  Houses  of 
Coagress. 

A  motion  waa  made  by  Mr.  R ahdolpb,  to  amend 
<^e  bill  by  inserting  a  provision  for  an  appropria- 
(ioQ  of  $4,000  aooually,  in  addition  to  the  present 
•BQiial  appropriation  of  $1,000.  for  the  increase 
^  the  Library  of  Congress.  This  motion  waa 
carried  in  Committee;  and,after.eight  or  ten  un- 
'Kcessful  qaotions  toadjourni  and  great  opposi> 
<>oa  made  to  it,  it  was  carried  by  yeas  and  nays — 
^ to  32,  as  follows: 

Ybai— Eiekiel  Baeon,  Daniel  Blaisdell,  John  C. 
Cbaberlain,  Epaphroditus  Champion,  Martin  Chit* 
deaden.  Orchard  t;ook,  Richard  Cutis,  Sam'l  W.  Dana, 
Joho  Davenport,  Jr.,  Wililam  £^,  iames  Emotty  John 


W.  Eppes,  WUliam  Findley,  Jonathan  Fisk,  Thomas 
Gbolson,  jr.,  Charles  Goldsborough,  Thomas  R.  Gold, 
WUliam  Hale,  Nathaniel  A.  Haven,  Benjamin  How- 
ard, Jonathan  H.  Hubbard,  John  G.  Jackson,  Richard 
Jackson,  Richard  M.  Johnson,  Herman  Knickerbacker, 
Edward  St.  Loe  Livermore,  Robert  Le  Roy  J^ivings- 
ton,  John  Love,  Matthew  Ljon,  William  Mtlnor,  Jon- 
athan O.  Mosely,  Thomas  Newton,  Joseph  Pesrson, 
Benjamin  Pickman,  jr.,  Timothy  Pitkin,  jr.,  Peter  B. 
Porter,  Joeiah  Qaincy,  John  Randolph.  John  Ross, 
Samnel  Smith,  Richard  Stanford,  John  Stanley,  Wil- 
liam Stedman,  Lewis  B.  Sturges,  Samuel  Taggart, 
Benjamin  Tallmadge,  Uii  Tracy,  Jabes  Upham,  Nich- 
olas Van  Dyke,  Archibald  Van  Horn,  KiUian  K.  Van 
Rensselaer,  Eiekiel  Whitman,  and  James  Wilsoii. 

Nats— Willis  Alston,  jr.,  WilUam  Aaderaon,*  John 
Brown,  WiUiam  Bntler,  James  Cochran,  James  Cox, 
Joseph  Desha,  Gideon  Gardner,  Peterson  Goodwyn, 
Daniel  Heister,  Thomas  Kenan,  William  Kennedy, 
Nath*I  Macon,  Robert  Marion,  Samuel  McKee,  Alex- 
ander McKim,'John  Montgomery,  Thomas  Moore,  Jei^ 
emiah  Morrow,  John  Rea  of  Pennsylvania,  John  Rhea 
of  Tennessee  Matthias  Richards,  John  Roane,  Thomas 
Sam'mons,  Benjamin  Say,  George  Smith,  Henry  South- 
ard, Jacob  Swoope,  John  Taylor,  Robert  Weakley* 
Richard  Winn,  and  Robert  Witherspoon. 

The  bill,  as  amended,  was  then  ordered  to  a 
third  reading  to-morrow. 

NAVAL  ESTABLISHMENT. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Cuttb,  the  House  resolved 
itself  into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole,  on  the  bill 
concerning  the  Naval  Establishment. 

[The  bill  provides,  <^  That  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  in  the  event  of  a  favorable  change 
in  our  foreign  relations,  be,  and  he  is  tiereby. 
authorized  to  cause  to  be  dischai^ed  from  actual 
service,  and  laid  up  in  ordinary,  such  of  the  frig- 
ates and  public  armed  vessels,  as,  in  his  judgment, 
a  due  regard  |o  the.  public  aecuritv  and  interest 
will  permit ;  and  that  so  much  of  the  first  section 
of  an  act,  entitled  'An  act  to  authorize  the  em- 
ployment of  an  additional  naval  force,'  paaaed  at 
the  last  aeaeton  of  Congress,  as  requires  the  pob- 
lio  armed  vesaela  to  be  etationed  on  the  eeaeoast 
of  the  United  States  and  Territories  thereof,  be, 
and  the  same  is  hereby,  repealed:"] 

Mr.  PiTKiR  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  insert- 
ing, al\er  the  word  authorized^  the  followiag: 
"  to  cause  to  be  sold  all  the  gunboats  belonging  to 
the  United  States,  except  such  as  he  may  judge 
requiaite  for  the  public  aerrice ;  and,  aUo." 

Mr.  PiTXiN  observed,  thai  if  the  time  waa  not 

Set  come  for  discharging  the  gunboata  from  the. 
Favy  Establishment,  the  time  must  come*  The 
House  now  had  before  them  a  statement  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy,  from  which  it  appeared 
that  one  gun  on  board  a  gunboat  required  to  fight 
it  nearly  six  times  as  many  men,  and  almost  six 
.times  as  much  moi|ey  as  a  gun  on  board  a  frigate. 
This  was  precisely  the  state  of  the  question ;  mad 
it  appeared  that  even  the  comparative  estimate  of 
original  cost  was  in  favor  of  large. veasels;  that 
nineteen  gunboata,  each  carrying  two  guns,  would 
cost  more  than  a  frigate  of  fifty-six  guns.  The 
difference  between  the  expense  of  fighting  a  fifty- 
six-gun  frigate  and  fifty-six  boats,  each  carrying 
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one  gUD,  was  half  a  million  in  favor  of  the  for- 
mer. The  onljr  argumentj  then,  in  favor  of  eun- 
hoats  was,  that  the  gunboats  miffht  answer  apet- 
ter  purpose  than  frigates.  Mr.  r.  said  they  might 
or  not.  In  some  cases  frigates  must  he  of  much 
greater  service  than  gunboats.  It  was  not  only 
on  account  of  the  expense  of  these  gunboats  in 
service  that  he  objected  to  them,  but  on  account 
of  the  expense  of  Jceepiog  them  in  ordinary. 
And  it  appeared  to  him  that  Congress  ought  not 
to  continue  this  expense,  unless  some  very  great 
benefit  was  to  be  derived  from  it.  .For  the  pur- 
pose of  showing  the  state  in  which  these  boats 
probably  would  be  at  the  end  of  the  year,  Mr.  P. 
sard  he' would  beg  leave  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  Committee  to  a  letter  of  (he  Secretary  of  the 
Navy  in  answer  to  the  queries  of  a  committee  of 
the  Senate  on  the  subject ;  and,  for  this  purpose, 
he  quoted  the  report  (ante  p.  27.)  It  appeared 
by  this  report,  that  it  would  require  a  large  an- 
nual expend kure  to  keep  these  boats  in  ordinary. 
He  said  he  did  believe,  and  always  had  said  it, 
that,  in  case  the  country  should  ever  be  invaded, 
and  gunboats  were  wanted  to  aid  and  assist  our 
forts  and  frigates,  they  could  be  taken  up  in  the 
course  of  a  month  in  sufficient  numbers.  All 
bay  and  water  craft  could  be  immediately  turned 
into  gunboats.  There  could  be  nt)  necessity,  there- 
fore, to  keep  these  boats  against  invasion,  and 
they  could  be  of  no  use  in  any  other  case,  for  it 
was  agreed  on  all  hands  that  they  could  not  ^o  to 
sea.  In  point  of  economy,  therefore,  was  it  not 
best  that  they  should  be  sold ;  and,  if  ever  we 
should  be  invaded,  if  ever  a  hostile  force  should 
come  upon  our  coast,  that  river  craft  should  be 
taken  up  on  the  spur  of  the  occasion  and  con- 
rerted  into  ffunboats?  It  could  not  be  doubted. 
Mr.  P.  said,  ne  therefore  hoped,  notwithstanding 

Sentlemen  had  heretofore  voted  for  gunboats  un- 
er  the  belief  that,  in  case  of  invasion  they  might 
be  of  some  service,  yet  as  the  probable  good  was 
far  counterbalanced  by  the  certain  evil  that  they 
would  vote  to  sell  them.  He  did  hope  that  the 
time  was  now  ^ome,  when  from  fact,  (not  theory,) 
from  the  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  it 
appeared  that  we  have  siven  too  much  for  our 
whistle,  gentlemen  would  be  convinced  it  was 
high  time  to  part  with  the  gunboats. 

Mr.  BuBWELL  said  it  was  a  very  easy  matter 
to  understand  this  contest  between  frigates  and 
gunboats.  The  gentleman  from  Connecticut  had 
always  bein  opposed  to  the  latter,  because  if  the 
United  States  expended  a  part  of  their  money  in 
gunboats  they  would  not  expend  as  much  on  trig- 
ates.  For  one.  if  the  United  States  were  to  have 
a  navy  of  any  kind,  Mr.  B.  said  he  was  decidedly 
in  favor  of  the  gunboat  system,  for  this  plain  rea- 
son, that  the  gunboat  system  was  one  which  it 
was  in  the  power  of  this  nation  to  carry  into 
effect,  and  the  navy  system  was  not.  When  the 
object  was  within  the  power  of  the  Oovernment, 
was  it  not  more  consistent  with  sound  discretion 
to  aim  at  that,  than  at  one  which  was  beyond  its 
reach  f  The  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  (Mr. 
MiLNOH)  told  us  that  nobody  ever  dreamed  of 
our  fitting  out  frigates  to  resist  or^coerce  the  Brit-» 


ish  Gk>vernment,  but  to  oppose  the  French,  be- 
cause their  marine  is  small.  Now,  sir,  if  it  ii 
decided  that,  whatever  may  be  the-conduct  of  the 
British  Government,  we  may  not  meet  them  on 
the  ocean,  where  is  the  necessity  of  accumulation 
a  species  of  force  which  cannot  cope  with  simi- 
lar force  of  other  nations?  I  have  always  been 
of  the  same  opinion  on  this  subject  as  the  gentle- 
man from  Pennsylvania,  and  therefore  have  al- 
ways been  against  frigates.  And  here  I  will 
observe,  that  except  it  is  by  commercial  restri^ 
tion,  I.  give  up  all  idea  of  contending -with  the 
mistress  of  the  ocean. 

With  respect  to  the  statement  of  the  Secretary 
of  the  Navy.  I  believe  there  is  nothing  more  o^ 
vious  than  tnat  it  is  erroneous.  He  goes  upoi 
the  ground  that  we  shall  always  keep  on  boail 
the  ooais  so  many  men  as  are  necessary  to  fight 
them ;  and  that  is  the  reason  why  the  expeosi 
appears  so  exorbitant,  and  why,  in  the  estimiie 
of  the  Secretary,  gunboats  appear  to  be  so  muck 
more  expensive  tnan  they  really  are.  Let  me  a^ 
if  the  appropriations  for  gunboats  have  been  d^ 
ficient  in  any  comparison  with  the  frigates?  Ai 
well  as  I  recollect,  the  appropriation  for  one  year 
has  nqver  exceeded  $800,000. 

There  is  another  circumstance  in  relation  t« 
these  vessels  which  cannot,  at  this  time,  be  reme- 
died, and  which,  it  is  unfortunate,  was  not  at> 
tended  to  when  they  were  built.  The  gunboats 
are  too  large.  As  a  species  of  armed  vessels 
never  to  go  to  sea  on  a  cruise,  they  have  not  beei 
constructed  in  such  a  manner  as  best  to  aniwer 
the  purpose  they  have  in  view.  I  have  conversed 
with  the  officers  of  the  Navy  on  the  sublet,  and 
they  stated  to  me  that  the  gunboats  of  Europe 
are  small,  and  put  in  motion  by  means  of  oars, 
sometimes  perhaps  using  a  single  sail.  A  gua* 
boat  of  that  kind  might  be  bailt  for  $2,000,  and 
answer  every  purpose  to  n^hich  the  largest  boat 
now  in  service  is  compMBtent  Let  me  ask  the 
gentleman  from  Connecticut  whether — ^if,  accord- 
ing to  the  doctrine  of  the  gentleman  from  Peon- 
syTvanta,  your  Navy  ia  intended  exdnsivelf  to 
fight  France,  and  fit  for  no  other  purpose— con- 
sistency would  not  require  that  we  should,  at 
least,  suspend  for  a  moment  the  aale  of  these  ves- 
sels? However  unpopular  this  species  of  vessel 
may  be.  let  me  ask  wnether,  if  sold^  they  would 
bring  the  price  which  the  timber  of  which  they 
are  constructed  cost  the  United  States?  Is  it 
necessary  to  mark  with  reprobation  this  system, 
which  has  received  the  approbation  of  all  Eu- 
rope ?  yfhy  throw  away  all  the  capital  already 
expended  on  it  ?  The  gentleman  says,  that  they 
are  of  no  service,  inactive,  and  that  it  we  want 
them  for  service  we  should  soon  be  able  to  pur- 
chase bay-craft  for  the  purpose.  Let  Qs  keep 
them  by  us  till  they  rot.  If  they  are  found  to  be 
unfit'for  the  service  of  the  country,  build  no  more 
of  them.  If  you  sell  them  now,  they  most  be 
sold  much  beneath  their  cost  or  value. 

Besides,  sir,  1  am  one  of  those  who  have  fre- 
quently voted  for  gunboats,  not  because  they  \ 
were  the  rage  at  all,  bgt  because  I  believed  them 
adequate  to  the  object  in  v|ew.    And,  let  me  tell 
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be  gentleman,  however  useless  he  mav  deem 
bemin  the  Northern  ports,  they  will  be  ot  service 
0  the  Southern  shore,  where  the  water  is  not  so 
}Dgb.  The  ^eotleman  tells  us  these  boats  never 
an  be  of  service  unless  we  are  invaded.  If  that 
rgumeot  be  good  against  them,  let  me  ask  him 
rby  has  he  pressed  upon  us  the  increased  ezpen- 
iture  for  fortifications  7  Why  i#  he  averse  to 
ismissiag  the  frigates,  and  presses  a  continuance 
f  our  present  attitude  ?  Because.  I  presume,  he 
ars  something  of  this  kind.  I  should  presume 
liat  bis  reasoning  in  favor  of  an  increased  ezpen- 
itore  for  fortifications  would  apply  as  well  to 
nnboats.  I  am  willing  to  acknowledge  that  the 
ipenditure  is  now  greater  than  a  time  of  perfect 
lietjr  would  authorize ;  and  if  we  wait  till  that 
me  arrives,  I  shall  have  no  objection  to  reduce 
)e  expenditure.  If  a  reform  now  takes  place, 
owever,  it  is  upon  the  ground  that  some  change 
as  taken  place  to  justify  it ;  and  I  hope  we  shall 
ive  the  President  a  like  authority  in  relation  to 
!ie  frigates  as  to  gunboats.  I  am  decidedly  in 
Ivor  of  beginning  with  them.  What  do  you 
faot  with  frigates?  We  are  told  they  cannot  op- 
ose  England ;  and  do  you  want  them  to  oppose 
le  mere  bnUumJtdmen^vrhieh  the  French  force 
n  tbe  seas  has  been  so  often  called  ?  Whilst  we 
re  calling  the  public  attention  to  the  enormity 
f  oar  expenditures,  and  inviting  a  reduction  of 
lem,  let  it  begin  with  a  species  of  defence  (the 
igates)  not  less  expensive  and  much  more  use- 
ss  than  any  other.  If  the  motion  now  before  us 
rerail,  I  shall  certainly  move  to  insert  a  clause 
)r  selling  all  the  frigates  as  a  matter  of  course. 
Mr.  LivERMORE  supported  Mr.  Pitkin's  mo- 
OD.  God  forbid,  said  he,  that  I  should  be  the 
leans  of  depriving  our  Southern  brethren  of  the 
leans  of  defence  t  The  motion  only  eoes  to  sell 
leb  of  the  gunboats  as  may  not  be  deemed  ex- 
edient  for  the  public  service.  I  have  n(/objec- 
OQ  that  our  Southern  brethren  should  retain  so 
laoy  as  are  necessary  for  their  defence,  but  I  dis- 
laim  owinff  our  defence  to  such  means.  I  am 
erfectly  willing  that  Virginia  and  North  Caro- 
aa,  or  tbe  Western  States  of  Tennessee,  Ken- 
Kkjr,  and  Ohio,  should  have  them.  I  go  upon  the 
round  that  all  tbe  gentlemen  from  those  States 
Atertain  the  same  opinion  as  the  gen  tleman  last  u  p, 
iz.,  that  they  are  good  means  of  defence.  The 
lea  of  selling  the  unnecessary  gunboats  I  believe 
9  be  correct,  as  they  decay  in  a  little  time,  and 
lie  expense  of  building  them  is  very  great.  They 
eqnire  repairs  when  m  service,  and  much  more 
rben  laid  up  and  exposed  to  the  sun  and  weather. 
^  to  the  use  of  ffunooats,  I  do  not  know  but  thev 
ve beneficial  in  Southern  waters;  but  in  rough 
nters  they  are  useless.  I  do  not  expect,  even 
Kre  there  a  certainty  of  war,  that  any  benefit 
ioold  be  derived  from  these  gunboats.  France 
!>QQot  come  here  to  invade  us,  and  if  we  make 
W[  resistance  to  her  it  must  be  at  sea  by  means 
•f  our  Navy.  It  does  not  follow,  however  gen- 
kmen  mav  apprehend  benefits  to  result  from  the 
ncrease  ot  our  Naval  Establishment,  that  such 
in  increase  would  be  made  in  consequence  of  the 
ile  of  the  gunboats.  I  believe  that  this  motion' 
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for  selling  gunboats  proceeded  solely  from  a  de- 
sire to  get  rid  of  the  expense  of  keeping  them. 

It  has  been  said  that  some  European  nations 
employ  these  gunboats.  It  is  true ;  but  no  nation 
except  Spain  has  many.  They  are  useful  only 
in  a  dead  calm,  when  a  large  ship  becalmed  might 
be  annoyed  by  them.  Although  used  in  the  South 
of  Europe  to  annoy  the  Barbary  Powers,  it  is  only 
there  that  I  have  ever  heard  of  their  being  of  ser* 
vice.  And,  reasooiug  bv  analogy,  I  believe  there 
is  no  part  of  the  worla  where  they  could  be  of 
advantage  b^t  New  Orleans. 

The  gentl^an  from  Virginia  says  that  the  op- 
position to  gunboats  arises  from  a  party  which  is 
in  favor  of  a  Naval  Establishment  of  a  different 
kind.  I  do  conceive  that  the  United  States  can- 
not be  protected  without  a  certain  naval  force;  I 
do  not  conceive  that  these  guoboats  are  the  best 
kind ;  but  I  do  not  expect  tnat  anv  other  species 
will  be  given  us  in  exchange  for  them.  Gentle- 
men who  have  thought  gunboats  a  beneficial 
species  of  defence,  of  course  do  not  concur  in  the 
idea  of  selling  them ;  but  there  are  those  who 
conceive  that  this  is  a  part  of  the  theoretical  sys- 
tem which  ought  to  be  done  away;  and  I  am 
willing  to  give  them  up  as  far  as  they  ean'be  got 
rid  of. 

Mr.  Dana  said  that  the  abandonment  of  error 
and  acquisition  of  wisdom  was  one  of  the  first 
fruits  of  experience.  When  experience  should 
have  taught  a  person  his  error,  to  persevere  in  it 
lest  he  should  be  thought  deficient  in  wisdom, 
could  be  no  proof  of  solidity  of  intellect  or  atten- 
tion to  the  public  good.  I  recollect,  said  Mr.  D., 
that  I  for  one  voted  for  a  large  number  of  gun- 
boats— not  that  I  was  very  much  attached  to 
these  things  called  gunboats — not  that  I  believed 
them  to  constitute  a  good  mode  of  defence,  but  as 
a  subordinate  aid  in  the  general  system.  But  at 
the  time  I  voted  for  it  I  was  not  so  much  aware 
of  their  defects  as  I  am  now.  No  species  of  land 
or  naval  force  can  be  of  use  without  activity  and 
skill ;  and  as  to  this  species,  if  anything  can  be 
hostile  to  activitv  which  produces  stupidity,  su- 
pineness,  and  neglect,  it  is  gunboats.  As  to  naval 
skill,  if  there  be  apything  which  can  teach  a  man 
to  unknow  his  knowledge,  if  I  may  use  the  ex- 
pression, it  is  being  placed  on  board  a  gunboat. 
As  to  young  men  who  misht  be  worthy  of  com- 
missions in  the  Navy,  if  anything  can  render 
them  unworthy  of  them,  it  is  the  remaining  on 
board  gunboats  in  port.  I  consider  the  system  of 
gunboats,  laid  up  in  ordinary,  as  a  system  of  hos- 
tility to  maritime  activity  or  naval  skill.  Make 
a  seaman  on  boaitl  a  gtinboat  1  Teach  a  young 
gentleman  to  be  fit  for  command,  teach  him  a 
habit  of  subordination,  and  commanding  others 
with  propriety  on  board  a  gunboat !  It  ii$  impos- 
sible, sir.  I  appeal  to  gentlemen  who  know  any- 
thing of  it,  whether  it  is  not  deemed  much  to  the 
credit  of  a  young  gentleman  if  he  be  not  ruined 
by  being  placed  on  board  a  gunboat.  I  do  not 
speak  ol  persons  emploved  in  active  occupations ; 
but,  I  ask,  where  should  he  find  himself  at  home, 
see  his  friends,  and  be  received  by  them ;  where 
be  should  study,  where  make  his  observation 
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keep  his  log-book,  and  thiogs  of  this  sort,  on  board 
a  gunboat? 

The  question  before  us  is  this:  whether  gun- 
boats should  be  laid  up  in  ordinary  ?   The  first 
section  of  the  bill  proposes  to  give  to  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  eventual  authority  for 
laying  up  the  frigates  and  gunboats  in  ordinary  ; 
and  my  colleague  proposes,  that  when  the  frigates 
shall  be  laid  up  in  ordinary  the  gunboats  shall  be 
aold.    The  question   is,   whether  the  gunboats 
shall  be  laid  up  in  ordinary?    I  was  one,  who, 
about  the  commencement  of  the  gunboat  fever, 
when  a  proposition  was  under  consideration  for 
building  a   number  of   gunboats,  proposed  an 
amendment  authorizing  the  procuring  a  quantity 
of  timber,  suitable  for  building  gunboats,  to  such 
an  extent  as  might  be  deemed  requisite.    If  this 
had  been  done,  much  would  have  been  f«aved. 
What  is  the  principle  on  which  you  would  lay  up 
a  frigate  in  ordinary  for  a  certain  time?  It  is  be- 
cause this  article  is  so  large,  so  expensive,  and 
requires  so  much  skill,  time,  and  care,  to  make  it 
fit  for  service,  that  it  cannot  be  got  ready  under 
a  long  »nace  of  time;  some  years  even  may  be 
required  for  it.  You  must  have  timber  of  unusual 
sizes  and  shapes,  the  best  masts,  cordage,  dbc. 
These  materials  will  take  much  time  to  prepare. 
Fortifications  were  a  species  of  permanent  de- 
fence, not  built  to  meet  any  particular  emergency, 
but  to  resist  assault  whenever  made.    So  frigates 
are  vast  floating  fortifications;  and  when  not 
wanted  may  be  laid  up  so  as  to  be  ready  for  ser- 
vice in  a  very  short  time.    But  as  to  gunboats — 
how  long  will  it  take  to  make  a  gunboat  through- 
out ?    A  month  or  six  weeks.    In  that  time  they 
may  be  turned  out  by  the  hundred.     Is  there  any 
great  difficulty  in  their  construction?    Do  you 
want  the  best  timber,  or  are  your  forests  to  be 
aearehed  for  maKts  for  them?    No,  sir.    Then 
wby  keep  iliem  in  ordinary  at  an  expense  of 
four  hundred  and  thirty  dollars  a  year,  when  not 
wanted  for  actual  service  ?    There  can  be  no  use 
in  it.    The  idea  of  laying  op  gunboats  in  ordi- 
nary is  utterly  iocom|>atible  with  the  principle 
on  which  gunboats  are  built  at  all.    The  alarm 
^  war  is  done  away,  which   has  existed   for 
eighteen  months  past,  and  there  is  no  use  for 
them.    They  will  go  to  decay ;  you  will  acquire 
■o  naval  skill  from  them ;  they  are  odious  to  sea- 
men and  disadvantageous  to  the  public.    When 
you  lay  up  your  large  ships,  sir,  you  may  sell  the 

funboats,  because  they  are  not  worth  the  care  of 
eeping. 

Mr.  C0TT8  said  he  bad  hoped  that  this  subject 
would  have  been  permitted  rt>  sleep.  The  com- 
mittee who  reported  this  bill  were  opposed  to 
selling  the  gunboats.  When  this  bill  was  taken 
up  I  had  no  idea  that  the  qoestiun  would  be  airi- 
taled ;  but.  since  it  has  been  brought  forward,  I 
will  make  a  few  observations  upon  it. 

The  gentleman  from  Connecticut  (Mr.  Pit- 
"Kin)  has  told  you,  that  to  keep  a  filty-six  srun 
frigate  in  service  for  a  year,  will  require  $1^  000, 
and  to  keep  fifiysix  gunboats  for  the  same  time, 
will  require  $670,000.  I  difier  with  him  mate- 
rially.   The  coet  may  be  greater,  but  not  so  dis- 


proportionate. If  the  gentleman  had  pointed  oi 
a  single  instance  in  which  it  had  been  prov^ 
that  gunboats  were  not  useful,  I  should  have 
tened  to  him  with  attention.  But  neither  he 
his  colleague,  (Mr.  Dana,)  who  has  pushed  th 
out  to  sea  on  service  for  which  they  were  not 
tended,  said  anything  of  that  kind.  From 
knowledge  of  naval  tactics,  I  can  say  that, 
some  situations,  I  had  rather  have  five  ganboa 
than  a  frigate.  The  mat  advantage  of  gai 
boats  IS)  that  they  will  carry  heavier  metaL 
Whenever  an  enemy  attempts  to  come  into  yo 
waters,  they  will  always  take  into  calculatii 
their  chances  of  success  or  defeat.  The  tide  roi 
turn  ;  they  may  be  becalmed,  in  which  case  fi< 
gunboats,  carrying  two  and  thirty-pounders,  wi 
be  of  much  more  service  than  a  frigate.  Pe 
haps,  when  an  enemy's  fleet  actually  enters  a 
waters,  and  arrives  at  the  place  of  its  destinatio 
the  wind  may  blow  so  strong,  and  the  tide  n 
so  swift,  that  they  cannot  get  a  spring  upon  tbe 
cables  to  enable  them  to  fire  a  broadside.    Tl 

f;unboats,  lying  in  the  shoal  or  calm  waters,  a 
ie  at  greater  distance,  and  yet  from  their  weigl 
of  metal  keep  the  frigates  within  range  of  the 
own  guns;  they  are  low,  and  can  take  aim  wij 
greater  certainly  than  a  frigate ;  and  from  tl 
smallness  of  their  bulk,  even  if  within  range  i 
the  ftigate'sguns,  are  scarcely  tangible.  1  bat 
seen  a  debate  in  the  British  Parliament,  in  whic 
the  British*  Ministry  were  censured  for  not  pr 
tecting  the  commerce  in  the  Mediterranean, 
was  said,  in  reply  to  the  charge,  that  the  who 
British  Navy  could  not  protect  it  against  goi 
boats. 

It  will  be  recollected,  sir,  that  when  the  boi 
are  laid  up  in  ordinary,  the  expense  will  not  I 
great.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  has  given  • 
opinion  of  the  expense;  but  I  must  be  permiiM 
to  say  that  I  know  a  little  of  the  subject  mysel 
I  believe  the  expense  will  not  be  so  great  as  it  i 
stated.  Suppose  these  gunboats  were  to  besok 
and  that,  from  any  change  in  our  foreign  reia 
tions,  they  should  be  wanted  this  Pall.  In  th 
first  place,  we  shall  have  been  at  the  expense  < 
purchasing  gunboats  at  $10,000,  and  have  sd 
them  at  9500  each,  and  abali  have  to  appropritl 
so  much  money  again  for  building  them;  and, i 
the  next  place,  it  may  not  be  possible  to  procQi 
them  before  it  is  too  late  for  any  service. 

Gentlemen  attempt  to  deride  them.  This,  sii 
is  a  mode  of  decrying  them  which  is  resorted  t 
from  a  defect  of  argument  against  them.  It  I 
said  that  sailors  are  dissatisfied  with  the  gunboat^ 
A  sailor  will,  in  every  station,  be  dissatisfie^ 
whether  on  board  gunboats  or  frigates,  and  tbj 
is  no  argument  against  them.  As  to  their  M 
ting,  I  know  a  little  about  that  too.  The  diffe^ 
ence  in  their  preservation  between  their  bein?  ii 
actual  service  and  in  port,  is  very  slicht  Aoi 
in  respect  to  the  utility  of  gunboats,  I  presumi 
gentlemen  will  not  put  their  knowledge  in  coa^ 
petition  with  that  of  the  officers  of  the  Narj, 
and  others  who  have  given  their  opinions  io  favol 
of  it.  If  gentlemen  would  not  carry  them  oottc 
sea,  but  consider  them  as  a  defence  proper  fo^ 
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ays  aoJ  rivers,  in  thai  lioe  lh«y  must  be  enii* 
fotly  useful.  Officers,  io  serTice,  do  doubt  like 
abates  better  than  gunboats,  because  e?ery  maD 
ad  rather  command  a  frigate  than  a  guoboat. 
!be  gentlemaa  from  Conneetieat  teils  you  tbat 
it  officers  bave  no  place  to  write  or  take  an  ob- 
ervatioD.  In  reply  to  tbat,  I  would  observe,  tbat 
le  officers  bave  but  little  writipg  to  do,  and  that 
le  proper  place  to  take  an  obeiervatioD,  is  tbe 
eck,  and  not  the  cabin. 

My  colleague  (Mr.  Livcrmobb)  says,  that  tbe 
oQiherD  gentlemen  are  food  of  this  species  of 
efenee.  i  am,  too ;  I  think  it  one  of  the  best. 
Ittobuats  are  always  ready,  and  men  can  be 
»QDd  on  the  spur  of  tbe  occasion  to  man  tbem. 
rigates,  however  useful  when  in  service,  take 
Kne  time  to  prepare  tbem.  and  must  be  manned 


iih  good  seamen.  For  these  reasons  I  am  op- 
»ed  to  the  motion,  and  iiope  it  will  not  be 
lopted. 

Mr.  Pitkin  said  tbat,  in  making  his  motion,  it 
id  oot  been  his  object  to  provoke  a  long  discus- 
Do,  bat  from  a  conviction  that  the  gunboat  sys- 
ffl  was  one  whicb  could  not  be  persevered  in, 
at  experience  most  satisfy  gentlemen  on  this 
lor,  and  bad  already  satisfied  the  nation  of  tbe 
efficacy  of  them,  he  bad  thought  it  bis  duty  to 
ing  tite  subject  before  the  House.  If  it  be 
illy  supposed  tbat  this  species  of  arming  would 
ao  advantage  to  the  nation,  in  proportion  to 
I  expense,  I  should  be  one  of  the  last  men  to 
ifh  to  put  it  down  ;  for  although  it  is  true  that 
eippropriatiooft  for  the  Army  and  Naval  Es- 
blisbments  must  be  great,  yet,  if  it  be  necessary 
It  tbe  whole  of  these  establisbmeats  should  be 
!pt  up,  I  am  willing  that  they  should.  The 
OQse  will  judge  whether  it  be  necessary  or  not, 
d  io  ibeir  decision  I  shall  cheerfully  acquiesce. 
It  I  did  believe,  in  the  event  of  a  settlement  of 
irdiffereoces  with  the  other  belligerent,  it  would 
better  that  this  species  of  armament,  instead  of 
ing  laid  op  io  ordinary,  abould  be  sold.  Be- 
fiog  this,  and  the  late  report  of  the  Secratary 
tbe  Navy  placing  the  subject  of  the  gunboats 
tsiroager  light  than  they  ever  yet  have  been 
Ked,  and  whicb  roust  be  satisfactory  to  the 
puse  and  to  the  nation,  I  thought  ii  pcoper  to 
ioe  ibe  subiect  before  them. 
We  are  told  by  tbe  gentleman  last  up  of  the 
ieacy  of  gunboats.  Fi  ve  guaboals  equal  to  one 
pie!  It  is  didicolt  for  me  to  reason  on  this 
bject;  it  is  impossible  to  subscribe  to  tbe  doe- 
Ae.  I  did  not  attempt  to  deride  tbe  gunboats. 
Kated  that  I  bftd  always  been  opposed  to  them; 
It  I  did  not  coDceive  them  a  species  of  profita- 
eiiefeoce.  I  believe  that  the  nation  has  pro- 
iQoced  upon  them  the  aenteoce  that  their  ez- 
^  is  much  greater  than  the  benefit  derived 
M&  tbem. 

The  gentleman  otlU  upon  us  to  show  where 
py  are  not  useful.  I  ask  him  to  show  where 
ey  are  osefiil.  The  burden  of  proof  lies  on 
otleoien  who  aapport  them.  With  respeot  to 
e  Northern  aoetion  of  the. Union,  it  is  ibe  opin- 
I  of  all  claascs  of  the  people,  and  eapeetally  of 
iv&l  geotleneo,  that  they  will  not  be  of  service. 


That  they  may  be  of  some  service  in  the  Missia- 
sippi,  I  am  not  disposed  to  deny ;  and  I  am  desi- 
rous to  give  tbe  President  power  to  retain  ao 
many  as  may  be  neeessary  ior  that  purpose. 
Wherever  there  ia  a  bold  shore  they  can  he  of 
but  little  service.  Let  the  President  of  the  Uni* 
ted  States  sell  so  many  as  are  not  necessary  for 
tbe  Mississippi,  or  rivers  to  the  South ;  Cor,  if  the 
public  service  requires  them,  it  is  to  be  preaumed 
tbfft  he  will  retain  chem^  as  the  law  piiescribea. 

But  gentlemen  say,  will  yoa  not  keep  the  goii* 
boats  in  aerviee  on  the  saoM  principle  as  von 
keep  the  frigates  in  service,  granting  that  they 
can  be  only  as  useful  in  case  of  invasion  as  iha 
latter?  As  for  myself,  sir,  if  I  vote  to  keep  the 
frigates  in  service,  I  do  it  not  for  fear  that  wv 
shall  be  invaded,  because  I  believe  that  there  ia 
no  danger  of  invasion  ;  but  to  protect  commeMO 
along  oor  coast,  and  preserve  peace  within  our 
waters.  Can  gunboats  do  that?  That  they  can* 
not  is  agreed  on  all  hands.  I  do  believe  that  if 
we  had  had  a  single  frigate  stationed  in  the  bar* 
bor  of  New  York,  the  case  of  Pierce  would  doC 
have  happened.  If  they  had  been  stationed  on 
oor  coast,  the  aggressions  apon  our  commerce 
would  not  have  taken  place  in  the  manoer  in 
which  they  have.  It  is  not,  therefore,  to  protect 
tbe  cuuntrv  against  invasion  that  I  shall  vote  to 
continue  the  frigates  in  service,  leaving  it  discre- 
tionary with  the  President  to  lay  them  up  in  cer- 
tain events.  Have  we  given  up  our  idea  of  pro-> 
tec  ting  commerce  in  the  Mediterranean  or  in  for- 
eign seas?  If  so,  why  have  we  «ver  attempted 
it?  Why  have  we  expended  several  miltioaa 
upon  it?  The  same  reasoning  does  not  apjdy  to 
both  species  of  defence,  in  my  opinion. 

I  do  not  know  what  these  gunboats  will  bnng 
in  market,  if  sold ;  they  might  be  used  for  some 
purposes;  but  they  must  be  sold  at  a  loss.  Tbe 
difference  between  what  they  would  bring,  and 
what  others  would  cost  when  wanting,  would  IM>I 
be  so  much  as,  if  laid  up  in  ordinary  for  foar. 
five,  or  six  years,  they  would  cost  the  United 
States.  I  do  not  believe,  sir,  that  we  shall  boild 
more  gunboats  hereafter;  but  if  they  were  oecea* 
sary,  they  might  be  built  in  a  very  short  time. 
However  the  House  shall  decide,  1  shall  be  per^ 
fectly  aatisdfied.  I  do  beMevo  that  the  tithe  will 
arrive — whether  it  has  now  come  I  cannot  say- 
when  the  gunboats  will  be  sold ;  and  that  What- 
ever naval  force  we  have  miist  be  composed  of 
more  sterling  stuff  than  gunboats. 

Mr.  Cook  said,  tbat  although  he  had  never 
been  a  friend  to  gunboats,  he  considered  the  pres- 
ent an  improper  time  to  sell  them.  And  a^  he 
was  not  willing  to  give  the. President  a  discretion 
over  tbe  gunwats  whicb  he  bad  not  over  the 
frigates,  he  said  that  he  should  vote  against  the 
motion. 

Mr.  Dana  said  he  calculated  with  perfect  cer* 
taiiily  on  the  vote  of  the  g[entleman  last  up,  for 
the  same  authority  did  exist  ia  relation  to  frig- 
ates as  was  proposed  to  be  given  in  relation  to 
Ibe  gunboats.  The  real  question  was  not,  Mr. 
D.  said,  as  to  the  efficacy  of  gunboats  in  time  of 
actual  war,  or  the  opinion  oi  any  of  oar  naval 
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commaDders,  particularly  of  that  emiDent  com- 
mander, Commodore  Preble,  in  relation  to  them. 
But  let  gentlemen  say,  whether  any  commander 
eter  spoke  of  laying  up  the  gunboats  in  ordinary 
in  the  same  manner  as  you  would  ships  of  the 
line  and  frigates  ?  The  talents  of  a  boatswain  or 
boatswain's  mate  were  not  necessary  to  enable  a 
man  to  judge  of  this  subject,  any  more  than  the 
skill  and  experience  of  a  recruiting  sergeant  were 
necessary  in  marshalinp^  an  army  or  planning  a 
campaign.    Mr.  D.  said   he  wished  not  to  be 

Siided  by  the  opinions  of  those  members  of  the 
oose  wno  were  so  fortunate  as  to  know  more 
about  merchantmen,  or  armed  yessels,  than  some 
others.  As  to  the  defence  of  our  rivers,  he  asked 
whether  floating  batteries  were  not  better,  and  if 
a  floating  battery^ould  not  take  much  steadier 
aim  than  gunboats?  They  might  be  useful  in 
tome  cases ;  they  certainly  were^useful  ofi*  Trip- 
oli. They  were  useful,  because  they  were  the 
means  of  bringing  men  of  valor  and  skill  in  con- 
flict with  the  enemy;  and  valor  and  skill  pre- 
Tailedi  Whenever  it  was  proper  to  lay  up  the 
frigatei^  it  must  be  proper  to  sell  the  gun  Boats. 
This  was  what  he  contended  for,  let  gunboats  be 
as  useful  as  gentlemen  pleased,  applaud  them  as 
much  as  they  would.  As  to  seamen,  they  are 
much  like  other  men,  if  you  give  them  two  qual- 
ities for  which  they  are  distinguished,  bravery 
and  generosity;  but  for  the  rest,  they  like  good 
living  and  accommodation,  and  have  as  much 
aversion  to  odious  service  as  any  other  men.  1 
do  not  believe  that  the  seamen  are  willing  to  go 
on  board  of  gunboats,  except  to  fight  the  enemy. 
For  that  purpose  they  are  williog  to  ^o  on  board 
of  them ;  but  as  to  remaining  there  in  ordinary 
service,  they  do  not  like  them  any  better  than 
other  men,  nor  are  they  willing  to  be  enlisted  to 
serve  on  board  of  them.  To  be  sure,  sir,  I  have 
no  practical  knowledge  on  this  subject,  because  I 
have  not  been  employed  to  recruit  for  the  Navy ; 
neither,  I  presume,  has  the  gentleman  from  Mas* 
sachusetts,  (Mr.  Cuttb,)  but  I  derive  my  infor- 
mation from  sources  equally  as  authentic  as  if  I 
were. 

Mr,  Holland  said  he  thought  that  the  ques- 
tmn  of  the  utility  of  gunboats  had  been  long  ago 
settled  in  their  favor.  I  recollect  when  the  ques- 
tion for  building  them  was  before  the  House,  the 
gentleman  from  Connecticut,  (Mr.  Dana,)  gave 
OS  a  history  of  the  mode  in  which  they  are  built, 
and  the  uses  for  which  they  were  proper ;  and 
concluded  by  voting  for  them.  Why  is  all  this 
change  nowt  Gentlemen  say  that  experience 
hai^now  shown  their  inutility.  What  experience 
have  we  had  ?  None.  We  then  knew,  and  now 
know,  that  they  are  expensive.  That  was  then, 
however,  no  object  with  gentlemen.  Have  we 
had  an  assault  within  oiir  waters  since  the  estab- 
lishment of  the  gunboat  system?  No,  sir.  We 
have  had  no  experience  of  their  inutility,  then, 
because  it  must  have  been  derived  from  an  ex- 
periment of  them.  Is  it  proper  that  we  should 
now  denrive  ourselves  of  that  species  of  defence 
which  has  been  supposed  to  be  the  only  proper 
system?   On  what  ground  of  relaxation  ought  we 


now  to  act  ?  None  that  1  know  of.  The  princi- 
ple against  which  we  have  contended  with  ioi^m 
nations  is  still  maintained ;  the  principle  of  block- 
ade, by  proclama.tion,  is  still  practised  on.  Would 
it  not  be  a  disgrace  to  the  Councils  of  the  oatioo 
to  dispose  of  these  vessels  for  a  tenth  of  their 
cost  before  the  period  which  called  for  their  em- 
ployment has  expired?  As  we  now  htre  tbeot, 
why  shall  we,  to  save  the  paltry  sum  of  $60,000 
a  year,  dispose  of  the  most  efficient  mode  of  d^ 
fence?  It  we  are  to  do  anything  on  this  subject, 
we  ought  to  sell  the  frigates  and  keep  the  gun- 
boats. The  frigates  are  no  protection  to  our  har- 
bors, and  nobody  dreams  of  their  being  useful  for 
the  protection  of  commerce. 

We  are  told  that  they  are  liable  to  rapid  decay. 
Why  are  they  so?  They  will  not  decay  before 
the  frigates.  They  are  made  of  the  same  ^)at^ 
rials,  and  one  will  not  decay  faster  than  aaother 
merely  because  it  is  smaller.  A  plank  in  ooe 
will  not  rot  before  a  plank  in  the  other.  The 
same  objection,  therefore,  would  lie  against  aQ 
naval  force. 

Gentlemen  say  that  the  gunboats  have  cost  too 
much.  Have  not  frigates  cost  too  much?  Up- 
wards of  ten  millions  of  dollars  have  been  speot 
on  the  frigates,  and  it  would  require  a  very  Dice 
calculation  to  tell  what  good  they  have  dose 
Instead  of  keeping  you  in  peace,  they  will  ia* 
crease  the  objects  for  war.  If  we  had  twenty  oi 
thirty  frigates,  we  should  soon  be  in  war.  If  tbc 
United  States  had  not  had  the  Chesapeake.  \U 
nation  would  not  have  been  disgraced.  Wesbali 
find  ourselves  insulted  in  proportion  as  we  i 
crease  the  number  of  our  frigates.  What  bi 
been  the  use  of  all  the  money  expended  on 
Navy  since  the  last  session  ?  Their  expense 
always  has  been,  and  always  will  be,  grea 
than  their  utility.  It  is  futile  and  improper  t 
attempt  to  defend  our  commerce  on  the  oc 
with  them;  for  when  we  attempt  a  thing 
which  we  are  incompetent,  we  only  show  thi 
weakness  of  our  councils  and  the  nakedness 
our  country.  I,  therefore,  think  the  gnnboai 
should  be  retained  in  service,  and  the  friga' 
sold.  ^ 

Mr.  Ltom  was  against  making  any  change  i 
the  situation  of  the  country  at  all.  Was  it  n^ 
to  save  the  time  of  the  House,  he  would  call  fd 
the  reading  of  a  lengthy  report  in  favor  of  tl^ 
gunboats.  Ar  to  their  being  disliked  by  office^ 
and  seamen,  he  observed  that  there  had  been  q 
want  of  applications  for  offices  on  board  of  theij 
He  could  see  no  reason  for  selling  the  gunboal 

Mr.  Rhea  also  opposed  the  motion.  i 

The  motion  was  nesatived  in  Committee,  ai| 
being  renewed  in  the  House,  was  decided  by  yei 
and  nays,  as  follows — the  yeas  being  in  favor  i 
selling  the  gunboats : 

YxAs-  William  Baylies,  Dan'l  Blaisdell,  John  Gain 
bell,  John  C.  Chamberlain,  Wm.  Chamberiin,  Ept^ 
roditns  Champion,  Martin  Chittenden,  Matthew  Ck 
James  Cochran,  Orchard  Cook,  Samnel  W.  Daa 
John  Davenport,  jr.,  William  Ely,  James  Emott,  Cht 
Goldflborough,  Thomas  R.  Gold,  Nathaniel  A.  Have 
Jonathan  H.  Hubbard,  Richard  Jackson,  Robert  U 
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ins,  Walter  Jonef,  WillUm  Kennedy,  HermuA  Knick- 
Aicker,  Joteph  Jewis,  jr.,  Edward  8t  Loe  LiTermore, 
krf>ert  Le  Roy  Livingston,  Nathaniel  Macon,  Vincent 
[stthews,  Archibald  McBride,  Thomas  Moore,  Jona- 
itn  0.  Mosely,  Joseph  Pearson,  Benj'n  Pickman,  jr., 
bnothy  Pitkin,  jr.,  Josiah  Quincy,  John  Randolph, 
»hn  Rots,  Daniel  Shefiey,  Samuel  Smith,  Richard 
tanford,  John  Stanley,  William  Stedman,  James  Ste- 
benson,  Lewis  B.  Sturges,  Jacob  Swoope,  Samuel 
'ag^^art,  Benjamin  Tallmadge,  Jabez  Upham,  Nicho- 
«  Van  Dyke,  Killian  K.  Van  Rensselaer,  Laban 
llieaton,  Ezekiel  Whitman,  James  WiJson^--5d. 

NiT»— Lemuel  J.  Abton,  Willis  Alston,  jr.,  Wil- 
im  Anderson,  Ezekiel  Bacon,  David  Bard,  Burwell 

asaett,  William  W.  Bibb,  Adam  Boyd,  John  Brown,. 
obert  Brown,  William  A.  Burwell,  Joseph  Calhoun, 
)hn  Clopton,  Howell  Cobb,  William  Crawford,  Henry 
list,  RichM  Cutts,  John  Dawson,  Joseph  Desha,  John 
9.  Eppes,  WilUam  Findley,  Jonathan  Fisk,  Meshack 
ranklin,  Barzillai  Gannett,  Gideon  Gardner,  Thomas 
fholaoD,  jr.,  Peterson  Ooodwyn,  William  Hale,  Danfel 
[eister,  William  Helms,  James  Holland,  Benj'n  How- 
rd,  Jacob  Hufty,  John  Love,  Matthew  Lyon,  Aaron 
•jle,  Robert  Marion,  Samuel  McKee,  Alez'r  McKim, 
leasant  M.  Miller,  William  Milnor,  John  Montgom* 
7,  Nicholas  R.  Moore,  Jeremiah  Morrow,  Gurdon  8. 
lamford,  Thomas  Newton,  Wilson  C.  Nicholas,  John 
iicholaon,  John  Porter,  Peter  B.  Porter,  John  Rea  of 
eonaylTaoia,  John  Rhea  of  Tennessee,  Matthias  Rich- 
rda,  John  Roane,  Erastus  Root,  Ebenezer  Sage,  Tho- 
.as  Sammons,  Lemuel  Sawyer,  Benjamin  Say,  Sam- 
el Shaw,  John  Smilie,.  George  Smith,  John  Smith, 
jenry  Southard,  John  Taylor,  John  Tliompson,  Uri 
racy,  George  M.  Troup,  Archibald  Van  Horn,  Rob- 
t  Weakley,  Robert  Whitehill,  Richard  Winn,  and 
obert  Witherspoon. — 73. 

Previous  to  the  question  being  taken  on  the 
meDdmeut,  Mr.  Macon  moved  to  amend  it,  so  as 
MQclude  the  frigates  not  necessary  for  actual 
tvice.— motion  negatiyed,  without  a  division. 
Mr.  Nicholson  moved  to  amend  the  bill,  by 
isertio?,  after  the  word  ordinary^  the  words  or 
besM.  The  motion  was  declared  not  to  be  in 
der,  being  the  same,  in  substance,  as  that  which 
e  House  had  just  decided.  The  bill  was  then 
dered  to  a  third  reading  to-morrow,. without 
'position. 


Friday,  June  23. 

A  bill  from  the  Senate  authorizing  the  Comp- 
oiier  of  the  Treasury  to  give  credit  to  certain 
•Hectors  of  the  customs  for  sums  paid  by  them 
the  owners  of  fishing  vessels,  dbc,  and  a  bill  for 
e  remission  of  certain  forfeitures  and  penalties, 
id  for  other  purposes,  (inflicted  on  the  sufferers 
)m  Havana  who  have  unwittingly  violated  the 
V  prohibiting  the  importation  of  slaves,)  were 
^ice  read  and  committed. 
A  communication  was  received  from  the  Sec- 
tary of  the  Treasury,  in  pursuance  of  a  resolu- 
m  of  this  House  of  the  17th  instant,  enclosing 
•pies  of  proceedings  of  the  Commissioners  of  the 
fikiDg  Fund  and  the  correspondence  between 
e  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  the  Bank  of 
e  United  States  in  relation  to  a  loan  under  the 
t  supplementary  to  the  act  for  the  further  sup 


port  of  public  credit  and  the  redemption  of  the 
public  debt. 

The  engrossed  bill  coneerninf  the  Naval  Ba- 
tablishroent  was  read  the  third  time. 

Mr.  Macon  said  he  would  take  occasion  at  this 
time  to  notice  the  difierence  between  the  several 
statements  received  at  different  times  from  the 
Navy  Department.  He  compared  the  reporta 
I  made  on  the  10th  of  December,  1807,  and  on  the 
6th  of  June  inst.;  the  latter  report  stating  the  ex- 
penses of  the  gunboats  at  nearly  double  of  the 
estimate  in  the  former.  He  presumed  that  when 
the  one  waa  made,  there  was  a  zeal  for  gunboata^ 
and  when  the  other  was  made  there  was  a  fever 
for  frigates  and  fast-sailing  vessels  instead  of  them. 
It  was  stated,  also,  that  it  required  forty-five  men  to 
manage  a  gunboat  with  one  or  two  guns.  He 
could  not  conceive  how  it  would  require  the 
same  number  of  men  for  a  boat  with  one  gnn  aa 
a  boat  with  two.  These  things  he  jneotioned, 
being  an  anti-Navy  man,  to  show  the  ineonsiat* 
ency  which  always  attended  statements  from  that 
Department. 

The  bill  was  paa^ed  without  opposition. 

The  engrossed  bill  making  an  appropriation  to 
defray  the  contingent  expenses  of  the  two  Honaea 
of  Congress,  was  read  tne  third  time. 

Mr.  Root  moved  to  recommit  the  bill,  with  a 
view  of  striking  out  the  appropriation  for  the 
Library  of  Congress. 

This  motion  was  opposed  by  Messrs.  Fisil 
GoLn,  duiNOT,  and  Livbrmorb,  and  supported 
by  Messrs.  Smilie,  Rhea,  and  Holland,  and 
negatived— 55  to  52.  The  bill  waa  then  passed—* 
60  to  37. 

N0N-INTERC0US8E. 

The  House  again  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  on  the  bill  Irom  the  Senate 
to  amend  and  continue  in  force  the  non-inter« 
course  act. 

Mr.  J.  G.  Jackbon  modified  his  motion,  so  aa 
to  comprise  the  admission  into  our  waters  of  pub- 
lic ships  of  any  nation  whatever. 

Mr.  Ross  said  he  would,  before  this  question 
was  taken,  submit  to  the  Committee  some  of  the 
views  which  had  occupied  his  mind  sinpe  this 
Question  was  under  consideration  the  other  day. 
The  importance  of  the  subject  oueht  to  demand 
the  attention  of  every  member  of  the  Committee 
to  consider  himself  as  sitting  in  the. Great  Coun- 
cil of  the  Nation,  to  conclude  the  great  work 
which  had  been  begun  ;  he  meant  the  restoration 
of  commerce  to  its  former  vigorous  state.  I  have 
notj  said  he,  upon  an  examination  of  this  bill,  upon 
takin|r  a  view  of  the  arguments  ofiered  either  on 
one  side  or  the  other,  been  able  to  draw  a  con- 
clusion favorable  to  the  amendment  which  is  pro- 
posed. The  question  propounded  to  the  Com- 
mittee by  the  amendment  explanatory  to  the  de- 
sign of  the  bill,  is,  whether  it  be  sound  policy 
with  respect  to  our  relations  with  Great  Britain 
and  France,  to  permit  the  armed  vessels  of  those 
nations  to  eoter  into  our  ports. 

I  have  heard  it  said  that  the  bill  contemplatea 
nothing  but  justice  to  France  and  England,  in 
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pbcfDg  ihtm  in  precisely  similar  situations.'  I 
£aye  not  been  able  to  perceive  that  such  would 
ba  the  e^ct  of  the  btil  with  the  amendment  pro- 
posed. At  present  France  has  no  commerce ;  no 
resscl  of  Prance  will.  I  apprehend,  sail  from 
any  port  of  France  to  any  port  of  the  United 
States  at  this  time,  except  an  armed  yessel ;  so 
that  our  ports  will  be  completely  open  to  all  the 
Tcsseb  or  France,  while,  on  the  other  hand,  they 
•re  only  opened  to  Boglaod  in  consideration  of 
the  revocation  of  her  Orders  in'  Council,  and  of 
a  promise  to  negotiate  a  commercial  treaty. 
Therefore,  I  apprehend  that,  in  its  effeets,  it  will 
operate  unjustly.  But,  it  will  be  recollected  that 
me  non-intercourse  law  was  passed  at  a  time 
When  it  was  said  that  tbe  outrageous  conduct  of 
those  two  nations  justly  called  for  the  indii^nn* 
tionof  this  Government.  Since  that  time,  Bug- 
land  has  made  proposals  and  preliminary  stipula- 
ttoos,  and  entered  into  such  assurances  as  war- 
ranted the  President  in  Exercising  the  authority 
rested  in  him  by  the  law  to  which  this  is  a  sup- 
plement. Has  France  done  this?  If  there  was 
jiut  cause  to  enact  a  law  to  interdict  the  armed 
Tfsaels  of  France,  let  ns  inquire  whether  there 
be  now  any  just  eaose  to  relinquish  it  ?  It  may 
be  said  that  she  has  declared  thaft|  if  we  make 
Bngland  respect  oar  flag,  she  will  relax  her  de- 
crees. What  does  this  amount  to,  but  this?  that 
she  sets  herself  up  as  the  judge,  whether  we  assert 
our  independence  or  not.  She  says :  '*  I  will  un- 
dertake to  dec  idle  whether  you  eondikct  your- 
ielves  in  such  a  way  as  shows  to  our  Sovereign 
that  you  make  the  Bnglish  respect  your  flag." 
This,  I  apprehend,  is  the  onlv  ground  upon  which 
gentlemen  can  proceed  witli  any  degree  of  con- 
sistency. With  respect  to  their  conduct^  last  year, 
lirhen'  they  enacted  this  law  prohibiting  inter- 
course, I  have  nothing  to  say.  But  is  this  decla- 
ration, contained  in  the  Milan  decree,  of  such  a 
nature,  so  specific  in  its  terms ;  is  the  mode  by 
which  you  have  arrived  at  a  knowledge  of  the 
disposition  of  France,  so  satisfactory  as  to  author- 
ize this  Government  to  relax  from  that  firm 
ground  which  they  had  taken  ?  I  apprehend  not. 
It  is  objectionable  to  my  mind,  sir,  inasmuch  as 
it  holds  out  the  idea  to  the  world  and  to  ourselves, 

S'at  France  is  to  be  the  judge  when  we  make 
ngland  respect  our  flag.  It  is  objectionable, 
also,  because  it  does  not  designate  the  manner  in 
whi^h  the  French  Gk)rernment  would  relax  its 
decrees  or  restore  the  commerce  of  the  United 
States  to  its  former  situation. 

But,  sir,  I  am  not  satisfied  with  merely  exclud- 
ing the  armed  vessels  of  France,  but  I  am  opposed 
to  repeating  the  clause  interdicting  the  vessels  of 
Great  Britain  from  our  waters.  What  have  we 
moi^  than  promises,  which  I  hope  hereafter  to 
see  fulfilled  with  good  faith  ?  As  the  repeal  of 
tbe  interdiction  was  not  made  a  necessary  part  of 
tbe  agreement  for  the  renewal  of  intercourse,  I 
see  no  cause  to  rescind  it.  It  ttiay  be  said  that 
tbe  interdiction,  as  it  respected  the  armed  vessels 
•f  Great  Britain,  was  made  in  consequence  of  the 
attack  on  the  Chesapeake ;  and  that,  as  atonement 
baa  been  made  for  the  attack  on  the  Chesapeake, 


therefore  tbe  act  consequent  thereon  should  be 
rescinded  by  onr  Government.  Let  us  have  p» 
ttence,  and  see  hoW  this  esse  stands.  Hare  yri 
got  atonement  from  Great  Britain  ?  Has  it  been 
actually  given  to  U5?  Have  we  any  kaowledg^ 
that  she  has  actually  given  that  kiod  of  redr»j 
which  we  have  agreed  to  accept  as  sati»factor)'1 
If  she  has,  we  have  no  knowledge  of  it;  and  we 
can  only  act  from  what  we  know.  Ail  we  bav< 
is  a  promise,  that  it  shall  be  done.  What,  tbeoj 
would  be  the  prudent  policy  to  be  pursued J 
Would  it  be  to  recede  from  the  ground  whicb  il 
was  deemed  prudent  to  adopt,  in  consequence  ol 
the  acts  of  Gkeat  Britain,  before  the  promise  ol 
reparation  is  performed  ?  It  would  appear  to  m( 
that  the  reverse  would  be  the  proper  course.  \ 
would  continue  the  interdiction  until  the  Presii 
dent  shall  have  received  the  atonement,  and  \» 
satisfied  that  these  vessels  might  be  admitted  with 
safety.  To  the  President  of  the  United  States  ii 
intrusted  the  power  of  making  treaties.  I  inn 
the  fullest  confidence  that  the  President  of  tiM 
United  States  has  no  bias  in  favor  of  France, avd 
no  impropcv  prejadieea  against  England ;  thit 
his  sole  object  is  ro  effect  a  restoranon  of  ba^ 
moO'v  between  the  two  eotmtriea.  Having  tbii 
opinion,  1  would  leave  everything  with  hits  td 
conduct  on  this  occasion,  and  do  no  more  thaq 
enable  him,  in  the  difTereot  stages  of  negotiatioDj 
to  rescind  what  shall  interfere  with  it,  as  he  shall 
think  right:  and,  therefore,  I  would  authorize 
him  to  admit  the  armed  vessels  of  either  natioDj 
as  be  was  before  authorized  to  renew  intercoarscj 
This  would  leave  the  state  of  things  as  we  found 
it,  without  having  altered  in  any  manner  tbe 
laws  in  relation  to  the  two  belligerent  nations,  u 
they  stood  at  the  end  of  the  last  session.  Would 
not  this  be  sound  policy  ?  If  we  were  to  admit 
the  armed  vessels  of  France,  we  might  furnish 
Great  Britain  with  reasons  fbr  flying  from  her 
promises,  and  breaking  stipulations.  Is  there  any 
immediate  necessity  that  we  should  admit  tbe 
armed  vessels  of  both,  nations  ?  The  President 
alone,  who  Is  immediately  concerned  and  inter- 
ested, who  knows  all  the  dtfi*erent  turns  and 
changes  of  the  negotiations,  can  best  tell  at  what 
time  It  will  be  proper  to  do  this  act.  Is  there  any 
necessity  that  the  Legislature  should  do  it  while 
sitting?  Would  it  not  be  better  to  trust  it  into 
the  hands  of  him  who  is  to  conduct  the  negotia- 
tion, that  he  may  wield  it  as  a  shield  during  the 
negotiation?  Certainlv.  I  therefore  sabmit  it 
to  the  Committee  whether  it  be  proper  to  admit 
the  armed  vessels  of  France  in  our  present  situ- 
ation ?  Whether  it  would  not  be  abandoning  that 
impartial  conduct  which  was  manifested  to  the 
world  in  the  act  to  which  this  is  a  supplement  1 
Being  impartial,  why  should  you  give  up  your 
impartial  conduct?  England  has  come  to  some 
terms;  France  to  none.  We  have  nothing  from 
which  we  can  say  that  France  has  not  at  this 
moment  a  declaration  of  war  in  force  against  us. 
We  should  make  a  ridiculous  appearance,  if  we 
should  repeal  the  interdiction  before  the  rising  ol 
the  Legislature ;  and,  before  we  arrive  at  home, 
should  near  of  a  declaration  of  war  from  France. 
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rherefore,Icaii  see  no  reason  for  relinqaishing 
^at  groQod,  assamed  last  Winter,  with  regard  to 
I'raDce,  nor  in  regard  to  England,  farther  than 
be  President  shall  think  proper.  I  an),  tlierefore, 
pposed  to  the  amendment,  and  am  of  opinion 
bat  the  first  and  second  sections  of  the  act  to 
rhich  this  is  a  supplement  should  be  re-enacted, 
hat  a  clause  should  be  added  to  this  bill,  author- 
Eiog  the  President  by  his  proclamation,  when- 
▼er  the  state  of  affairs  would  justify  it,  to  permit 
be  armed  vessels  of  the  belligerents  to  enter  our 
raters. 

If  I  had  any  favorable  feelings  or  disposition  to 
kgland  rather  than  to  France^  I  should  be  dispos- 
id  to  adopt  the  amendment^  because  the  vessels  of 
be  former  are  so  mach  superior,  that  if  the  ves- 
els  of  the  latter  shonld  attempt  to  enter  our  wa- 
ers,  they  will  fall  a  sacrifice;  and,  therefore, 
hough  in  terms  the  law  would  appear  to  be  fa- 
rorable  to  France,  it  would  be  giving  an  advaa^ 
age  to  Great  Britain  so  far  forth  as  it  will  give 
ler  an  opportunity  to  destroy  the  French  vessels 
utemptiog  to  enter  our  waters. 

1  bare  given  the  Committee  my  views  of  the 
abject.  I  have  thought  of  it  with  considerable 
itteotion,  and  cannot  bring  my  mind  to  bear  so  as 

0  think  it  proper  to  adopt  the  amendment  pro- 
posed, or  to  recede  from  the  interdiction  already 
p  existence,  without  committing  my  character 
m  impartiality  or  consistency  and  good  policy. 

Mr.  Gold  moved  to  strike  out  the  words  **aoy 
lation  whatsoever,"  and  insert  ^  Great  Britain," 
»  as  to  admit  the  armed  vessels  of  Great  Britain 
oolf  into  uur  waters.  If  this  were  assented  to, 
be  should  be  willing  to  continue  the  exclusion  as 
to  France^  giving  the  President  a  power  to  sus- 
MDd  it,  when  in  his  opinion  it  may  be  ezp^client. 
While  up,  he  would  make  some  remarks  in  reply 
to  obserratioQs  in  support  of  the  amendment.  It 
bts  beeh  asked  said  he,  with  some  emphasis,  what 
has  France  done  to  exclude  her  from  our  waters? 

1  comprehend,  sir,  the  bearing  of  the  question, 
tod  am  to  aoderstand  that  France  has  not  tres- 
fassed  in  our  waters,  as  was  the  case  of  England 
IB  the  attack  upon  the  Chesapeake.    But  does, 
sir,  the  honorable  member  suppose  that  the  for- 
leiiQre  of  the  rights  of  hospitality  can  be  incurred 
o&ly  by  an  iojury  within  the  sea-line,  the  mari- 
time leagues?    The  admission  of  armed  vessels 
within  our  harbors  appertains  to  the  principle  of 
^pitality,  and  the  causes  which  will  justify  an 
exclusion  are  many  and  various;  they  are  not 
eoofined  to  tbis  or  that  part  of  the  theatre  of  na- 
tiooal  intercourse.   Suppose  a  nation,  while  under 
the  obligation  of  a  treaty  of  amity,  denies  you 
rights  oThospitality  in  her  own  harbors  ?    Sup- 
pose she  makes  prize  of  an  unfortunate  ship- 
wrecked vessel  on  her  coast,  (a  measure  becoming 
nrbarians  only,)  and,  arresting  your  merchant- 
oeo  in  her  ports  upon  the  faith  of  treaty,  makes 
pisooers  ot  vour  seamen,  and  drives  them,  like 
°|^ts,into  tne  interior,  and  there  incarcerates 
jhem ;  and  suppose  she  fills  up  the  measure  of 
ber  injustice  bv  burning  your  vessels  upon  the 
bigh  seas— will  you  receive  such  a  nation  with 
•pen  arms,  and  welcome  her  to  all  the  rights  of 


hospitality?  France  is  the  nation  that  has  thus- 
offended,  and  America  is  about  to  receive  her  to 
her  embrace,  and  greet  her  with  all  the  amities  of 
the  nation. 

But,  in  justification,  it  is  said  that  the  object  of 
onr  Government  has  been  to  restore  and  preserve 
equality  with  the  great  belligerents.  For  this  the 
non-intercourse  was  made  common  to  both  na- 
tions, and  the  nrovision  ceasing,  as  to  the  public 
vessels  of  Eagland,  ought  to  ^  discontinued  as 
to  France.  Strange  equality  !  Singular  impar- 
tiality ! 

I  do  greatly  fear,  sir.  that,  notwithstanding  these 
professions  of  impartiality,  our  public  councils 
will  be  exposed  to  well-founded  imputations  of 
not  holding  the  balance  even  between  those  na- 
tions.   While,  sir,  1  have  been  constrained  to  say 
that  France,  pursuing  an  unyielding  course  of  in^ 
justice  toward  this  country,  is  not  entitled  to  thr 
same  treatment  as  Great  Britain,  I  stand  free,  if 
I  know  mj  own  heart,  from  all  impressions  of  fa- 
vor or  prejudice  in  relation  to  the  belligerents. 
It  is  enough  for  me  that  a  foreign  nation  does  my 
country  injustice,  ^^trois  nUtuusve^'  is,  to  me, 
indifferent. 

Mr.  Wbitican  qnoted  the  journal  of  the  pro* 
ceedings  of  the  last  session  in  relation  to  an 
amendment  for  issuing  letters  of  marque  and  re- 
prisal against  both  belligerents,  offered  by  Mr.  J. 
G.  Jackson.  He  said  he  also  found,  by  the  yeas 
and  nays,  that  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  was 
then  in  favor  of  excluding  the  armed  vessels  of 
France.  He  wished  to  know  what  had  induced 
the  gentleman  now  to  change  that  opinion  ? 

Mr.  J.  G.  Jackson  said  that  the  situation  in 
which  he  was  placed  was  extremely  unpleasant, 
because,  in  the  course  of  his  remarks  tne  other 
day,  he  b^d  stated  his  opinion  that  it  would  be 
more  consistent  with  the  honor,  interest,  and  du- 
ties of  this  nation  to  exclude  all  armed  ships,  ex- 
cept such  as  should  be  admitted  in  particular 
numbers,  by  treaty.  But  it  was  supposed  by  some 
that  sucb  a  measure  might  have  a  hostile  aspect 
towards  Great  Britain,  with  whom  a  negotiation 
is  pending,  which  it  is  hoped  to  bring  to  a  happy 
cooclusioQ.  And  having  avowed  these  sentiments 
as  my  own,  I  am  now  called  upon  to  combat  the 
arguments  of  gentlemen  expressing  the  same  sen- 
timents. I  am  reduced  to  the  unpleasant  dilemma 
either  of  maintaining  an  amendment  which  I  do 
not  like,  or  of  withdrawing  it,  and  thereby  expo- 
sing myself  to  the  imputation  of  inconsistency, 
and  of  unnecessarily  wasting  the  time  of  the 
House  on  this  point.  But,  unpleasant  as  it  is,  I 
am  willing  to  meet  it ;  and  I  am  willing,  if  the  bill 
as  it  came  from  the  Senate  have  that  operation, 
to  exclude  the  armed  vessels  of  both  nations,  that 
those  who  oppose  the  amendment  may  take  upon 
themselves  the  responsibility  of  producing  such  a 
situation.  If  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts 
(Mr.  Whitman)  had  adverted  to  the  language  of 
the  amendment,  and  to  the  explanations  of  it 
which  I  gave  when  1  first  addressed  you,  sir,  he 
would  have  found  that  the  course  proposed  by 
this  -bill  is  perfectly  consistent  with  the  course 
I  pursued  last  session.    I  recollect  hearing  it  ob- 
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fierved,  in  the  course  of  debate,  that  we  were  de- 
sirous to  involve  the  nation  in  war  at  all  events, 
.«nd  that  we  were  only  restrained  by  the  little 
parties  who  aided  the  Federal  partv,  as  it  is  called, 
>^n  voting  us  down.    In  reply  to  tnat,  I  state  that 
At  was  not  proposed  to  go  to  war  with  either  bel- 
ligerent until  after  demand  made  and  a  refusal  to 
respect  our  rights  had  been  communicated  to  this 
'Government ;  that  at  that  time,  and  not  until  then, 
the  President  should  issue  letters  of  marque  ana 
•reprisal ;  and  I  stated,  moreover,  that  we  had  no 
•information  from  France  enabling  us  to  determine 
vrhtit  course  would  be  taken  consequent  on  the 
-acts  of  last  session ;  that  it  was  inconsistent  with 
cood  faith,  at  the  time  we  sent  a  messenger  bear- 
ins  the  olive  branch  to  France,  to  commit  an  act 
of  nostility,  which  it  is  admitted  on  all  hands  the 
exclusion  of  the  armed  vessels  of  one  nation  and 
admission  of  those  of  the  other  is.    It  has  been 
contended  by  the  friends  of  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts,  and  admitted  by  mine,  that  it  was 
a  hostile  act  to  exclude  the  armed  vessels  of  one 
nation  and  admit  those  of  the  other.    It  is  not 
my  fault  that  gentlemen  cannot  discriminate  be- 
tween admitting  all  armed  vessels  now,  and  ex- 
cluding them  at  the  last  session.    It  will  be  re- 
collected that  France  and  Great  Britain  have 
been  contending  which  nation  is  retaliating  the 
unjust  acts  of  the  other ;  each  has  contended  that 
the  other  commenced  the  work;  and  we  had 
assurances  from  France,  in  the  decree  of  Mi- 
lan, that  as  soon  as- Great  Britain  respected  the 
rights  of  neutrals,  France  would  imitate  the  ex- 
ample.   More  particularly  I  contended  against 
the  discrimination  between  French  and  English 
vessels,  when  we  have  sent  a  messenger  to  France 
and  received  no  answer.'    What  should  we  say 
of  a  man  who  seut  to  another  to  request  him  to 
do  him  justice  for  an  injury,  and  whilst  the  mes- 
senger was  there  and  the  other  in  security,  should 
strixe  a  blow  and  do  him  an  injury  in  return  ? 
We  should  at  least  say  that  it  was  inconsistent 
with  the  conduct  which  one  man  ought  to  pursue 
to  another ;  and  a  fortiori  the  argument  applies 
to  nations,  particularly  a  nation  Tike  this,  which 
does  not  make  power  the  criterion  of.  right — a 
character  dear  to  us  at  home  and   respectable 
abroad.    Sir,  I  am  now  willing  to  pass  the  sec- 
tions which  I  proposed  last  Winter;  to  declare, 
that,  after  demand  made  and  refusal  of  France  to 
withdraw  her  decrees,  the  President  of  the  United 
States  should  be  authorized  to  issue  letters  of 
marque  and  reprisal ;  and  the  same  in  regard  to 
Great  Britain.  But  as  my  amendment  has  proved 
the  source  of  fruitless  debate,  and  there  is  a 
doubt  wliether  or  not  it  be  necessary,  I  withdraw 
it  from  consideration. 

Mr.  Sheffey  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  ad- 
ding at  the  end  of  the  proviso  in  the  first  section 
the  following: 

**  And  provided  aUo,  That  nothing  herein  contained 
aball  be  construed  to  prevent  any  public  Tessel  from  en- 
tering the  waters  and  harbors  of  the  United  States,  be- 
longing to  any  nation  with  whom  commercial  inter- 
cooise  shall  have  been  permitted." 

Mr.  S.  proceeded  to  submit  to  the  consideration 


of  the  Committee  a  few  ideas  on  the  subject.  He 
believed  that  the  bill,  as  it  now  stood,  wis  in- 
tended to  admit  the  vessels  of  war  of  ail  natioDi. 
Probably  from  inattention  in  the  passage  of  the 
bill,  the  generality  of  the  terms  employed  in  the 
third  section  at  least  led  to  a  doubt,  whether  the 
interdiction  did  not  extend  to  public  as  well  » 
private  armed  vesaels.    The  question  appeared 
to  him  to  be,  whether  it  was  proper  to  place  the 
public  vessels  of  Great  Britain  and  Fraoce  upon 
the  same  footing?    Mr.  S.  said  he  would Tpry 
briefly  attempt  to  show  that  it  was  not.    Whf,he 
asked,  depart  from  that  policy  which  last  year 
had  been  considered  a  proper  policy  ?    Why  aban- 
don a  system  without  anything  interposing  which 
shall  render,  it  necessary?    At  that  time  this 
House  adopted  a  measure  to  exclude  from  the 
waters  of  the  United  States  all  public  vessels  be* 
longing  to  either  nation;  and  then  interdicted 
all  commercial  intercourse,  until  either  oaiioD 
should  completely  satisfy  the  President  of  the 
United  States  that  they  were  about  to  abaodofi 
their  injurious  regulations.    Great  Britain  has 
made  assurances  which,  however  to  be  relied  oa. 
have  been  considered  as  sufficient  by  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  the  proper  aothoritf. 
As  to  that  nation  the  terms  of  the  non-intercoane 
act  have  been  complied  with.    What  are  yoa 
going  to  do  in  relation  to  the  other?   That 
which  no  nation  ever  has  done.    I  challenge  lOT 
one  to  place  his  hands  on  history,  and  show  me  t 
case  in  which  any  country  has  interdicted  com- 
mercial intercourse  with  another  nation,  aod  at 
the  same  time  afforded  the  rights  of  hospitality 
to  the  public  vessels  of  that  nation.    Gentlemefi 
cannot  ftnd  such  a  thing  in  the  history  of  nations. 
The  course  of  all  governments  has  been  first  to 
deny  the  rights  of  hospitality.    The  exclasion  of 
the  public  ships  of  a  nation  is  merely  a  denial  of 
the  rights  of  hospitality,  which  a  slight  offeoee 
might  authorize.    To  interdict  commercial  \^ 
tercourse  has  been  considered  an  act  of  hostility. 
Has  it  ever  before  been  considered  proper  to  per- 
mit the  rights  of  hospitality,  aod  at  the  same  time 
interdict  commercial  intercourse  ?    I  believe  oot, 
sir.    In  1798,  commercial  intercourse  was  inter- 
dicted between  this  country  and  France;  hot  be- 
fore that  was  done,  the  public  vessels  of  France 
were  excluded  from  the  waters  of  the  United 
States.    How,  then,  is  this  plan,  so  opposite  to 
the  principles  of  propriety,  and  so  totally  hostile 
to  all  former  professions,  to  be  justified  ?    Sta- 
bility in  adhering  to  a  system  commenced,  is  not 
one  of  the  least  of  virtues  which  a  public  man 
ought  to  possess.    He  ought  to  deliberate  slowly, 
but  when  he  comes  to  a  decision  he  ought  not 
immediately  to  depart  from  it.    What  is  intended 
by  measures  in  relation  to  foreign  nations?   To 
produce  an  effect  upom  them.    But  before  they 
can  operate,  it  is  proposed  to  repeal  them ;  and 
the  consequence  of  such  a  conduct  mast  be  to 
procure  contempt  for  them  hereafter.    What  can 
be  thought  of  a  nation  which  cannot  adhere  to  a 
measure  for  a  year  together?    Nothing;  and  e^ 
pecially  when  it  cannot  be  shown  that  a  depart- 
ure from  the  principles  of  the  last  session  can  be 
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I  any  advantage  to  the  nation.  There  is  to  be 
Bre  some  interest  in  having  vessels  of  foreign 
ttions  io  onr  waters^  because  it  creates  a  certain 
oosumption ;  but  this  is  no  reason  to  operate  in 
national  measure.  Neither  reason  nor  interest 
nnandi  the  adoption  of  the  measure.  Then 
rhy  adopt  it,  when  its  only  effect  must  be  merely 
D  show  your  inconsistency  1  On  that  ground  I 
iiali  be  opposed  to  placing  France  and  England 
D  an  equality. 

But  it  is  said  that  impartiality  in  our  conduct 
ovards  foreign  nations  is  proper.    I  most  cor- 
tially  subscribe  to  the  doctrine.    I  wish  we  could 
Iways  be  influenced  in  our  conduct  by  this  con- 
ideration.    Our  country  has  been  injured  by 
oth  belligerents ;  I  will  not  inquire  by  whom 
dost  lawlessly.    I  believe  that  we  have  relt  more 
heiDJuriesorGreat  Britain,  but  it  is  only  because 
he  tyrant  of  Europe  has  not  the  power  to  execute 
lis  wishes.    The  two  nations  were  placed  on  an 
tqaality  at  the  last  session,  because  ooth  nations 
idhered  to  their  injustice,  notwithstanding  repeat- 
.'d  efforts  to  obtain  redress.    The  case  is  now  dif- 
erent,  very  different  indeed;  and  I  need  only ob- 
ervein  proof  of  it,  that  gentlemen  have  agreed 
(0  all  hands  that  the  proclamation  of  the  Prest- 
lent  was  a  correct  measure.    On  what  ground 
rasit  issued?    That  we  had  assurances  from 
jrreat  Britain  which  authorized  a  departure  from 
he  principle  established  at  the  last  session. 
With  respect  to  Eogland.then,  you  are  placed 
a  precisely  the  same  situation  as  you  were  in  be- 
bre  you  adopted  this  measure,  as  relates  to  her 
Miblic  vessels  and  to  commercial  intercourse.    It 
voold  be  proper,  I  contend,  to  place  her  precisely 
>n  the  ground  on  which  we  offered  to  place  her 
)efore  that  time.    It  was  offered  in  the  negotia- 
ion  between  the  Secretary  of  State  and  Mr.  Rose, 
hat  whenever  assurances  should  be  made  of  an 
Dtention  to  make  satisfactory  reparation  for  the 
utaek  on  the  Chesapeake,  British  public  vessels 
iboold  be  admitted.    If  now  we  were  to  admit  or 
ixclade  the  public  vessels  of  both  belligerents, 
ihe  might  say,  and  with  some  propriety,  that  you 
lad  changed  your  ground ;  ana,  under  these  cir* 
somstances,  tne  least  favorable  change  in  the  as- 
pect of  afiairs  on  tile  continent  uf  Europe  would 
)erhap9  induce  England  to  recede  from  her  over- 
ares.    With  respect  to  her,  then,  it  is  perfectly 
ight  that  her  vessels  should  be  admitted. 

Bat  now  with  respect  to  Francei  Has  she 
lone  anything?  No.  And  are  you  not  as  much 
luthortzed  tu  depart  from  your  whole  commer- 
cial interdiction  in  relation  to  her  as  from  a  part 
^fit?  This  country  is  much  ipterested  in  the 
mnmerceof  the  continent  of  Europe,  over  which 
he  Emperor  of  France  has  strong  control.  There 
i^oald  have  been  stronger  reasons  in  favor  of  re- 
newing commercial  intercourse  than  in  favor  of 
the  proposed  alteration.  I  ask  gentlemen,  on  what 
mnciple  has  Great  Britain  made  overtures  to 
roQ?  Co  the  principle,  surely,  that  vou  are  to 
eare  the  relations  between  France  and  thiscoun- 
ry  precisely  as  they  were.  You  had  taken  mea- 
(urcs which  affected  both  nations  alike;  you  had 
nanifested  complete   impartiality;   tna  Great 


Britain  enters  into  a  negotiation  with  you,. and 
tells  you,  in  so  many  words,  that  the  equality  on 
which  both  belligerents  are  placed  is  the  reason 
why  she  has  departed  from  her  course.  The  mo- 
ment she  has  told  you  this,  you  are  about  giving 
her  evidence  of  partiality.  This  .is  a  new  way  of 
effectioff  an  adjustment  between  the  two  coun- 
tries, f  ask  eentleroen,  on  that  principle,  will 
they  repeal  all  that  part  of  the  non-intercourse 
law'whieh  interdicts  commercial  intercourse  with 
France?  Certainly  not.  If  that  argument  ap- 
plies to  the  commercial  non-intercourse,  will  it 
not  apply  to  all  the  provisions  of  the  non-inter- 
course law  ?    It  surely  will. 

But,  if  I  understand  the  arguments,  we  are  to 
rely  on  the  Milan  decree  for  the  intentions  of 
France.  I  have  heard  it  repeated  again  and  again 
that  there  is  no  reliance  to  be  placed  on  the  de- 
clarations of  Great  Britain ;  it  has  even  been 
hinted  that  you  are  premature  in  your  reliance  on 
the  late  conciliation.  The  Orders  in  Council 
were  issued  in  consequence  of  the  French  decrees ; 
and  Great  Britain  declared  that  whenever  things 
were  placed  in  such  a  situation  that  they  could 
not  affect  her,  she  would  rescind  her  orders. 
Well,  sir,  our  Government  took  such  a  station ; 
and  they  were  rescinded.  The  declaration  of 
Britain  was  fulfilled.  But  I  have  no  faith  in  the 
declarations  of  the  Emperor  of  France.  The  his- 
tory of  his  life,  of  Germany,  of  Holland,  Italy, 
Switzerland,  and  Spain,  falsiry  any  assertions  be 
may  make.  I  am  not  dispo&ed  to  bottom  this 
change  on  the  Milan  decree.  I  wish  to  see  acts, 
overtures,  which  shall  place  us  precisely  in  the 
same  situation  in  relation  to  her  as  we  have  been 
placed  in  relation  to  Great  Britain. 

It  will  be  observed  that  the  amendment  which 
I  propose  will  have  this  effect.  It  will  admit  the 
public  vessels  of  Great  Britain,  and  as  soon  as  as- 
surances are  received  by  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  from  the  Government  of  France, 
similar  to  those  from  Great  Britain,  then  with 
commercial  intercourse  the  permission  to  enter 
our  waters  will  be  renewed. 

It  was  understood,  sir,  that  if  satisfactory  over- 
tures of  reparation  for  the  attack  on  the  Chesa- 
peake had  been  made  by  Mr.  Rose,  the  procla* 
mation  interdicting  British  public  vessels  ^rom 
entering  our  waters  would  have  been  rescinded. 
At  the  time  the  late  overtures  were  made  by  Eng- 
land, I  presume  it  was  understood  that  the  situa- 
tion of  the  two  countries  should  not  be  changed 
by  permanently  excluding  British  armed  vessels 
from  our  waters.  For  another  reason  the  measure 
would  be  improper.  This  country  perhaps  ought 
not  to  set  the  example  of  denying  the  right  of 
hospitality.  We  have  therefore  been  involved  in 
war  with  the  Barbery  Powers,  and  may  again 
when  a  friendly  port  is  of  infinite  advantage. 
And  this  consideration  aside,  is  it  proper,  when 
we  havesnch  cause  of  complaint  against  France, 
when  she  has  made  no  overtures  towards  a  resto- 
ration of  intercourse,  that  she  should  be  placed  on 
this  ground  ?  No,  sir ;  when  she  acts  differently 
from  what  she  has  done,  and  meets  us  as  England 
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bas,  I  shall    be  r^adjr  and  willing  to  oieet  her  in 
the  same  spirit,  but  not  till  then. 

Mr.  Eppes  said,  that  he  felt  great  reluctance  in 
bringing  into  dUcussion  at  the  present  time  the  for- 
eign relations  of  the  United  States.  With  Great 
Britain  we  have  every  reason  to  expect  an  amica- 
ble adjustment  of  our  differences,  on  honorable 
terms  to  the  United  States.  With  France  we  have 
a  negotiation  depending,  which  will  probably  ter- 
minate in  a  withdrawal  of  the  decrees  which -vio- 
late our  rights,  as  every  reason  heretofore  urged 
for  their  continance  will  be  removed  by  an  adjust* 
ment  with  Great  Britain.  I  feel  anxious,  said 
Mr.  E.,  to  secure  tp  the  nation  the  full  and  com- 
plete benefit  arising  from  the  favorable  change 
m  our  prospects.  I  have  no  wish  at  the  present 
moment  to  pass  in  review  the  wrongs  inflicted  on 
us  by  either  of  the  belligerent  nations.  Peace 
with  both  on  honorable  terms,  must  be  the  wish 
of  every  honest  man,  and  I  rejoice  that  on.v  the 
present  occasion  no  attempt  has  been  made  to 
rouse'  into  action  feelings  calculated  to  prevent 
our  examining  with  temper  the  course,  which 
ought,  in  the  present  situation  of  our  country,  to 
be  pursued.  At  the  last  session  of  Congress  a 
general  system  of  non-intercourse  was  adopted 
with  both  the  belligerents.  This  measure  con- 
sisted of  two  separate  and  distinct  provisions. 
1st,  The  exclusion  of  public  armed  vessels.  2Jly^, 
The  suspension  of  commercial  intercourse.  This 
law  expires  at  the  end  of  the  present  session  of 
Congress.  No  control  was  given  to  the  Execu- 
tive over  the  interdiction  of  armed  vessels.  Un- 
der the  eleventh  section  of  the  act,  the  Executive 
was  authorized  to  restore  commercial  intercourse 
with  either  of  the  belligerents  on  a  withdrawal 
of  their  decrees  and  orders.  This  power  has  been 
exercised.  A  promise  of  the  British  Government 
to  withdraw  its  decrees  and  orders  on  the  tenth 
of  June,  has  been  accepted  by  the  Executive  as 
an  actual  withdrawal,  and  the  commerce  suspend- 
ed restored.  The  liberal  construction  given  by 
the  Executive  to  this  section  of  the  law  meets 
my  entire  approbation.  Whilst  I  considered  the 
independence  of  this  country  assailed  by  Great 
Britain,  I  expressed  my  indignation  with  the 
warmth  of  an  American.  With  the  causes  which 
produced  that  feeling,  the  feeling  will  cease,  and 
no  man  more  sincerely  rejoices,  at  the  prospect 
of  an  honorable  adjustment  than  myself.  Not- 
withstanding the  recent  orders  and  the  declara- 
tions made  on  the  floor  of  Parliament,  I  believe 
that  the  British  Grovernment  will  comply  with 
its  engagements.  I  cannot,  for  a  moment,  sup- 
pose that  any  nation  can  stain  its  character  by 
an  act  of  so  much  perfidy,  as  publicly  to  offer 
through  its  acredited  agent  the  withdrawal  of  de- 
crees and  orders  destructive  to  our  rights  for  the 
purpose  of  substituting  others.  No  power  was 
ffiven  to  the  Executive  to  take  off  the  interdiction 
from  the  public  armed  Vessels  of  Great  Britain  or 
France.  The  interdiction  expires  at  the  end  of 
the  present  session  of  Coiigress.  Shall  we  renew 
it  in  relation  to  Great  Britain?  Or  shall  we 
pursue  the  liberal  course  adopted  by  the  Execu- 
tive as  to  the  withdrawal  of  the  dacrees  or  orders  ? 


This  interdiction  grew  partly  put  of  the  injuries 
in  our  ports  and  waters,  but  principally  out  of  the 
outrage  on  the  Chesapeake.  After  Capt.  Bradley, 
in  1804,insulted  the  port  officers  of  New  York,  a&d 
claimed  jurisdiction  to  the  length  of  bis  buoys,  a 
law  passed  authorizing  the  Executive  to  prohibit 
by  proclamation  the  entrance  into  the  waters 
within  our  jurisdiction  of  public  armed  vessels. 
In  1805,  on  the  murder  of  Pierce^  the  power  was 
exercised,  and  the  squadron  commanded  bj 
Whitby  interdicted ;  and  after  the  outrage  on  tbe 
Chesapeake,  the  interdiction  was  extended  to  all 
the  public  armed  vessels  of  Great  Britain.  Tbe 
British  Government  has  now  promised  honorable 
reparation  for  this  last  outrage.  It  has  gone  fur- 
ther, and  promised  to  ^end  here  a  Minister  for  tbe 
purpose  of  adjusting  the  differences  between  tbe 
two  countries.  Believing  this  promise  will  be 
complied  with,  1  am  willing  to  adopt  the  same 
liberal  construction  which  was  given  by  the  Ei- 
ecutive  to  the  promise  to  withdraw  the  decrees 
and  orders.  I  am  willing  to  accept  the  promise 
as  a  pledge  for  reparation,  and  to  suffer  the  inter- 
diction of  the  armed  vessels  of  Great  Britaio  to 
expire  at  the  end  of  this  session  of  Congress.  It  is 
an  act  of  liberality,  and  not  a  strict  right  extended 
to  that  nation.  The  admission  of  armed  vessels, 
except  in  cases  of  distress,  is  a  matter  of  favor,  aod 
not  of  right.  As  a  measure  of  precaution  and  safe- 
ty, I  believe  it  would  be  our  interest  to  exclade 
them,  even  after  reparation  shall  be  made,  and  aa 
adjustment  of  all  differences  takes  place.  As  tbis 
interdiction  of  the  armed  vessels  ot  Great  Bfitaia. 
however,  was  adopted  as  a  measure  of  retaliaiion 
for  injuries,  it  will  manifest  a  spirit  of  liberaliiy 
to  accept  the  promise  of  retaliation  and  suffer  it  to 
expire.  If  reparation  shall  be  made,  no  incoore- 
nience  or  injury  will  attach  to  the  nation  before 
the  next  meeting  of  Congress,  when  general  re* 
gulations  on  this  subject  may  be  adopted,  extend- 
ing to  the  public  armed  vessels  of  all  nations.  If 
reparation  shall  not  be  made^  we  shall,  by  oar 
conduct,  have  -afforded  irresistible  evidence  that 
every  branch  of  the  American  Grovernment  has 
manifested  a  disposition  to  meet  in  a  spirit  of 
liberality  and  conciliation,  the  reparation  proffer- 
ed by  the  British  Government. 

While  thus  disposed  to  meet  in  a  spirit  of  lib- 
erality the  offer  of  Great  Britain,  let  us  not  take 
any  course  calculated  to  prevent  a  favorable  ter- 
mination of  our  diffiprences  with  France.  To  eoo- 
tinne  the  attitude  taken  by  the  Executive  towards 
this  nattion  appears  to  be  the  plain  and  obvious 
course.  While  a  negotiation  is  pending,  no  mea- 
sure ought  to  be  {id opted  calculated  to  impede  its 
progress.  What  is  the  footing  on  which  our  af- 
tairs  are  placed  with  France,  under  the  aon-inter- 
course  law,  and  the  power  exercised  by  tbe  Ex- 
ecutive under  the  11th  section  of  that  act  ?  The 
restoration  of  commercial  intercourse  with  tbe 
one  nation,  founded  on  the  withdrawal  of  its  de- 
crees and  orders,  imposes  on  us  an  implied  obliga* 
tion  to  continue  the  commercial  interdiction  as 
to  the  other.  No  such  implied  obligation  is  '^^ 
posed  as  to  the  interdiction  of  public  armed  res' 
seis.    No  power  was  given  to  the  Executive  ot 
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ibe  subject  No  pledge,  therefore,  eoold  ha  re  been 
^reD  as  to  the  interdiction  of  the  armed  Teasels 
ofthe  one  or  other  belligerent.  This  interdiciioo 
depends  oo  a  part  of  the  noD^intercourse  act  over 
wbicb  the  Eiecutire  had  no  control.  In  the  4tb 
page  of  the  President's  Message,  he  states  "  The 
^  diieoQUnaance  of  the  orders  as  they  respect  th« 
'  Uoited  States,  having  been  thus  arranged,  a  oom- 
'munioition  of  the  event  has  been  fof warded  in 
'one  of  our  public  vessels  to  our  Minister  in 
'France;  with  instructions  to  avail  himself  of  the 
'importaiit  addition  thereby  made  to  the  consider- 
'ations  which  press  upon  the  justice  of  the  French 
'  OoreromeDt  a  revocation  of  its  decrees,  or  such 
'  a  modification  of  them  as  that  they  shall  cease 
4oTioiate  the  neutral  commeree  of  the  United 
'Suies."  We  may  presume  that  the  non-inter* 
coarse  law  nnder  which  the  Bzecutive  acted  was 
eommontcated  to  our  Minister  at  Paris,  and  b^ 
the  Minister  to  the  French  Gtorernment.  To  this 
alone  the  French  Qovernroent  must  look  for  the 
fooiinj^  OD  which  our  relations  are  placed.  How 
do  ihej  stand  under  this  law  1  The  President's 
froclamatiott  restores  commerce  with  Ghreat  Brit- 
ain on  the  tenth  June.  The  interdiction  of  French 
comnaerce  is  con  tinned,  subject  to  the  dontroUing 
power  of  the  President  on  the  event  of  a  with- 
dnwal  of  the  French  decrees,  and  the  interdiction 
of  the  public  armed  ressels  of  Ottsti  Britain  aid 
Fiance  expires  at  the  end  of  the  present  session 
of  Coogre^B. 

From  this  common icatioi  the  French  GoTem- 

aeot  bad  a  right  to  expect — 1st.  That  commer- 

tial  intereoorse  was  restored  between  the  United 

Slates  sod  Ckeat  Britain  on  the  tenth  of  Jone^— 

Sod.  That  commerce  with  France  continued  to 

depend  oo  the  withdrawal  of  her  decree»— 3rd. 

That  the  interdiction  of  the  public  armed  vessels 

of  both  aations  would  cease  at  the  end  of  the 

present  session  of  Coogress.    It  could  not  be  pre- 

nmed  by  the  French  Qoverffment  that  after  the 

viihdrtwal  of  the  decrees  and  orders  of  Great 

Britain,  a  tender  of  reparation  for  the  outrage  on 

tbe  Cbeaapeake,  and  for  a  general  adjustment  of 

diflerences,  that  Congress,  in  this  posture  of  affairs 

of  the  two  countries,  would  re-enact  the  exclusion 

^  British  vessels  pending  the  negotiatiott;  nor 

eooid  it  be  presumed  that,  after  the  communica- 

tioD  from  our  Government,  before  the  French 

GoveromeDt  had  returned  an  answer,  a  diserimi- 

oation  in  favor  of  British  armed  vessels  would 

^  made  and  those  of  France  excluded.    No.  sir, 

viitil  we  know  what  will  be  the  answer  of  the 

^Knch  Government,  let  us  make  no  discrimina- 

^i  as  to  the  public  armed  vessels  of  those  two 

Powers.    We  are  not  pledged  to  make  a  discrimi- 

tttion.    Let  us  suffer  the  law  to  expire  as  to  the 

pQbiic  armed  vessels  of  both,  and  continue  in  force 

DQly  that  part  which  was  placed  under  the  Ex- 

«uiive  coDtrol.     We  know  that  by  the  Govern - 

neat  of  Great  Britain  the  exclusion  of  her  armed 

Tcitels  while  her  adversaries  were  admitted.  Was 

considered  as  an  act  of  hostility.    Will  not  France 

^e  the  same  ground  in  the  event  of  a  discrrmi- 

tt>tion?  Are  we  prepared,  in  the  present  situation 

of  this  conntry,  before  the  answer  of  the  French 


Government  is  received,  to  take  an  attitnde  of 
hostilitv?    The  admission  of  the  armed  vessels 
of  one  belligerent,  and  the  exelnsion  of  those  of 
the  other,  can  only  be  justified  as  an  act  of  boa- 
tiiity.    It  was  an  act  of  hostility  agaiost  Great 
Britain,  and  so  considered  by  that  Government. 
It  will  bean  act  of  hostility  towards  France,  and 
so  considered,  I  have  no  doubt,  by  that  GK^vern* 
ment.    To  resort  to  it  at  the  present  moment 
would  be  an  act  of  injustice  towards  France. — 
The  means  of  Great  Britain  for  obtaining  inform- 
ation as  to  the  proceedings  of  our  Government 
are  abundant.    The  British  Ministry  have  had  an 
opportonky  of  availing  themselves  of  this  inform- 
ation, and  have  of  course  preceded  their  adversa- 
ries in  wtthdrawing  their  decrees.    France,  eX" 
eluded  from  the  ocean,  and  possessing  no  inform- 
ation  except  such  as  is  transmitted  by  our  public 
vessels,  does  not  stand  in  this  respect  on  equal 
ground  with  her  adversary.    Shall  we  not  await 
the  answer  of  the  French  Government,  and  for 
the  present,  at  least,  maintain  the  ground  taken 
by  the  Executive?    I  shall  not  dwell  on  the  cir- 
cumstances which  prodoced  the  interdiction  of 
the  French  armed  vessels ;  it  was  produced,  how- 
ever, by  the  burning  our  veissels  on  the  high  seas. 
It  is  true  that  for  this  no  reparation  has  been 
made ;  it  is  equally  true  that,  independent  of  the 
outrage  on  the  Chesapeake,  insults  and  iojuriea 
within  our  porta  and  waters  have  been  offered  by 
Great  Britain,  more  serious  in  their  effects  on 
the  national  sovereignty,  than  the  burning  of  our 
vessels  on.  the  high  seas;    If  the  British  armed 
vessels  are  admitted  while  these  remain  unredresa- 
ed,  while  even  the  affair  of  the  Chesapeake  is  un- 
atoned  for,  why  shall  we^  pending  onr  negotiation 
with  France,  revive  a  measure  we  are  not  beond 
to  continue — a  measure  acknowled^d  by  ail  to 
be  justified  only  as  an  act  of  hostility  ?    No  ob* 
ligation  is  imposed  on  the  nation  thus  to  sacrifice 
its  interest.    Let  ua  extend  to  Givat  Britain  that 
species  of  liberality  which  is  calculated  to  place 
no  bar  in  the  way  of  an  honest  compliance  with 
her  engagements.    Let  ns  not,  under  mistaken 
views  of  what  is  consistent,  lose  sigiit  of  our  in- 
terest.   I  do  not  wish  to  afford  ground  to  either 
of  these  Powers  for  future  palliations  of  their 
conduct,  if  either  the  dae  €h>verttment  shall  fail 
to  comply  with  the  faith  which  has  been  pledged, 
or  the  other  Government  shall  refuse  to  withdraw 
decrees  and  orders  iafringiag  our  rights.    If,  on 
the  promise  of  reparation,  we  suffer  this  interdic- 
tion on  the  public  armed  vessels  of  Great  Britain 
to  expire,  and  reparation  shall  not  be  made,  the 
act  will  appear  without  a  veil  to  cover  its  defor- 
mity.   The  British  Mroistry  will  not  have  tt  m 
their  power  to  say  ^*we  promised  to  withdraw 
our  orders,  to  make  reparation  for  the  Chesapeake, 
to  send  a  Minister  to  negotiate  on  all  the  points 
of  difference,  and  you  have  revived  against  us  a 
measure  which  had  expired — a  measure  which 
was  adopted  in  a  spirit  of  hostility  while  our  or- 
ders were  in  force,  and  atonement  for  the  other 
injuries  refused."    Nor  do  i,  on  the  other  hand, 
wish  to  manifest  towards  France  such  a  spirit  of 
hostility  aa  to  rerive  against  her,  while  negotia- 
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tioQ  is  depending,  a  measure  which  if  adopted  as 
to  one  belligerent  is  an  act  of  hostility.    I  am 
neither  partial  to  Great  Britain  or  France.    I  wish 
to  remove  every  obstacle  to  negotiation  with  both, 
and  afford  them  irresistible  evidence  that  peace 
on  honorable  terms  is  the  wish  of  every  real  Amer- 
ican.   The  non-intercourse  system  expires  by  its 
own  limitation  at  the  end  of  the  present  session 
of  Congress.    Its  revival  in  part  does  not  proceed 
from  a  disposition  to  commence  a  new  system  of 
measures  at  the  present  time,  but  grows  out  of  the 
power  which  was  exercised  by  the  Executive  un- 
der the  11th  section  of  the  act.    Believioff  that 
the  bill  before  the  House  continues  our  ^reign 
relations  on  the  footing  on  which  they  were  placed 
by  the  Executive,  I  shall  vote  against  the  amend- 
ment.   Every  motive  of  policy  and  interest  pre- 
vents a  discrimination  between  the  public  armed 
vessels  of  the  two  nations  at  the  present  moment. 
A  short  period  only  can  intervene  before  we  know 
in  what  manner  the  British  Government  will 
comply  with  the  faith  plighted  by  its  Minister 
here.    The  first  arrivals  must  bring  us  informa- 
tion as  to  the  disposition  of  France.    Let  us  not 
at  the  present  moment  adopt  any  course  which 
may  excite  on  the  part  of  either  of  those  nations, 
feelina;s  calculated  to  operate  on  the  depending 
negotiations.    By  the  combined  influence  of  in- 
justice on  the  part  of  foreign  nations,  and  a  pow- 
erful party  united  by  no  common  principle  but 
opposition  to  the  measures  of  their  Gk)vernment, 
the  independence  of  our  country  was  jeopardized, 
the  advantages  obtained  by  the  American  Rev- 
olution put  at  hazard.    The  storm  has  passed  b)[— - 
the  amicable  adjustment  of  our  differences  with 
both  these  Powers  may  now  be  considered  as  prob- 
able.   Let  us  put  at  defiance  the  denunciations 
of  the  partisans  of  Great  Britain  or  France,  and 
pursue  the  course  calculated  to  insure  to  our  coun- 
try the  blessings  of  peace. 

Mr.  Taylor  said  that  he,  too,  as  well  as  the  gen- 
tleman who  had  just  sat  down,  was  very  averse  to 
changing  our  ground  in  relation  to  the  belliger- 
ents; and.  having  a  view  to  the  existence  of  this 
law,  to  the  particular  clause  which  does  prohibit 
the  armed  ships  of  Great  Britain  from  entering 
the  waters  of  the  Uoited  States,  the  amendment 
proposed  by  the  gentleman  from  Virginia,  if  adopt- 
ed, will  be  changing  that  sround,  and  to  the  disad- 
vantage of  that  nation.  In  what  situation  do  we 
find  ourselves  ?  Commercial  intercourse  has  re- 
commenced with  Great  Britain  by  the  President's 
proclamation,  but  the  British  armed  vessels  are 
yet  prohibited  from  entering  our  waters.  And, 
notwithstanding  the  doubts  of  the  gentleman  from 
New  York,  (Mr.  Golo,)  I  never  had  any  doubt 
that  the  President  had  not  the  power  to  rescind 
that  part  of  the  law. 

I  am  for  remaining  in  Haiu  quo,  I  think  it 
would  be  dishonorable  in  this  Government  to  take 
a  step  in  advance  of  the  position  in  which  we 
have  placed  the  Executive,  and  in  which  we  now 
stand  by  the  arrangement  with  the  British  €k>v- 
ernment.  It  would  not  be  fulfilling  the  promises 
which  we  have,  in  our  legislative  acts,  undertaken 
to  perform.     On  the  other  hand,  it  would  be  | 


equally  embarrassing  and  unpleasant  that  we 
should  recede.  It  would  be  like  placing  a  Gen- 
eral on  our  frontier,  during  a  war,  with  an  boo- 
dred  thousand  militia;  making  a  truce;  and, at 
the  expiration  of  that  time,  leaving  him  to  fight 
his  battles  alone.  I  am  averse  to  it.  An  expret- 
sion  fell  from  a  gentleman  from  Virginia,  that  the 
arrangement  with  Great  Britain,  as  it  now  stands, 
was  not  complained  of  by  her.  The  gentlemaa 
from  New  York  was  desirous  of  knowing  whence 
the  gentleman  derived  his  information.  As  no 
complaint  has  come  to  this  House,  or  to  the  Ex- 
ecutive, on  this  subject — because  if  it  had  he 
would  have  stated  it — as  to  the  operation  of  the 
first  and  second  clauses,  it  is  a  fair  presumption, 
without  having  any  other  data  on  which  to  form 
our  opinions  than  merely  the  circumstance  of  our 
not  having  it  reported  to  us  that  this  was  a  sub- 
ject of  difficulty,  that  it  is  quite  satisfactory, 
why  we  should  volunteer  to  smooth  the  way.  I 
cannot  discover.  I  consider  the  British  Govera- 
ment  as  perfectly  satisfied  with  the  situation 
which  was  produced  by  the  acceptance  of  the 
offer  to  revoke  the  Orders  in  Council.  I  woaU 
rather  say  that  there  are  circumstances  which 
would  justify  the  continuance  of  the  first  section 
of  the  non-intercourse  law  with  relation  to  the 
armed  ships  of  Great  Britain.  I  would  mention, 
for  instance,  the  affair  of  the  Impetueux;  and, 
as  the  subject  of  our  seamen  marched  inland  and 
incarcerated  in  France  has  been  brought  op  by 
the  g^entleman  from  New  York,  I  would  mention 
the  six  thousand  American  seamen,  not  only  in- 
carcerated, but,  more  than  that,  compelled  to  fight 
the  battles  of  a  country  not  their  own.  I  do  not 
mention  this  by  way  of  balancing  accounts.  I 
am  satisfied  with  things  as  they  are,  and  willing 
they  should  remain  so.  But,  in  fact,  I  do  think, 
that  this  throwing  up  our  caps,  this  rejoiciDg  for 
our  great  success,  is  beginning  to  rejoice  before 
we  have  gained  a  victory.  There  is  a  topic  which, 
by  the  gentleman  from  New  York,  in  his  very  lib- 
eral mode  of  discussinff  a  subject,  might  have  been 
introduced  here.  I  feel  pain  at  introducing  it; 
but  it  is  a  duty  which  I  must  perform.  I  ask 
whether  this  country  is  in  a  more  friendly  situa- 
tion in  relation  to  Great  Britain  than  was  the 
Government  of  Denmark  at  two  particular  times? 
At  both  of  those  times,  the  ame  911a  non  was  car- 
ried to  her  at  the  mouth  of  the  cannon.  Or,  are 
our  relations  with  that  Government  more  friendly 
than  were  the  relations  between  Great  Britain  and 
the  Porte  %  The  same  sort  of  negotiant  materi- 
als were  used,  and  the  same  sort  of  diplomacy 
was  attempted  to  be  played  upon  that  Govern- 
ment. What  would  be  the  sensation  of  this  Gov- 
ernment, of  the  gentleman  hiitaself,  if  this  sort  of 
punishment  for  supposed  breach  of* faith  were 
carried  into  the  harbor  of  New  York? 

Sir,  promises  to  negotiate  are  not  promises  to 
settle  every  subject  of  difference.  Mr.  Rose  wai 
sent  here  for  a  particular  purpose.  Promises 
were  made  that  he  should  come  tor  that  purpose. 
He  came  and  he  went  away  ;  nothing  was  done 
by  him.  The  fact  is,  that,  in  our  excessive  desire 
to  smooth  the  way  to  negotiation,  we  may  be 
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smoothing  the  way  to  the  destruction  of  this  na-^ 
tioo.  For  I  sboold  not  expect  energy  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States  on  minor  points 
of  differeoces,  where  a  refusal  to  concur  in  a  pro- 
posed article  might  occasion  the  destruction  of 
the  principal  city  of  the  United  States,  whose 
consequence  and  importance  we  have  so  often 
heard  of.  It  is  unpleasant  to  mention  these  cir- 
cumstances on  the  discussion  of  this  subject; 
\ni  it  really  does  appear  to  me,  whether  this  ne- 
gotiation is  to  end  favorably  or  not,  that  it  would 
he  policy  to  adopt,  as  an  irrevocable  law  of  the 
land,  a  provision  for  the  exclusion  of  all  armed 
vessels.  The  true  moral  line  of  conduct  which 
one  nation  is  bound  to  observe  to  another  with 
respect  to  the  use  of  its  ports  and  harbors,  is  pre- 
cisely the  same  as  respects  the  use  of  its  terra 
firma;  and  the  sending  or  admitting  a  navy  into 
your  waters,  unless  by  compact,  is  no  less  a 
violation  of  neutral  right,  or  a  concession  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  yielding  it,  than  it 
woold  be  to  send  or  admit  armies  on  your  soil. 
And  although  we  may  not  at  this  time  be  able, 
from  the  disturbed  situation  of  the  world,  to 
carry  the  principle  as  far  as  I  wish,  I  hope  to  see 
the  day  when  not  an  armed  vessel  shall  come 
into  our  waters,  except  she  come  in  kors  du  cofiP- 
hat,  unable  to  injure  any  of  our  citizens. 

I  have  thrown  out  these  observations  to  show 
that  neither  of  the  propositions  meets  my  idea. 
But  after  the  proposition  now  before  the  Commit- 
tee shall  have  been  disposed  of,  I  shall  move  that 
the  Isi  and  2d  clauses  of  the  non-intercourse  act 
shall  also  be  revived  and  continued.  That  course, 
I  think,  by  excluding  both  belligerent  armed  ves- 
sels, would  be  maintaining  our  ground,  and  not 
changing  that  which  our  Government  has  taken 
io  relation  to  England,  nor  will  it  be  conceding 
an  iota  of  our  ground  in  relation  to  France. 

Mr.  Dana  said  that  on  this  subject  a  general 
qoestion  had  been  frequently  brought  into  de- 
hate.  A  position  was  advanced  that  to  admit 
armed  ships  into  our  ports  was  the  same  in  point 
of  pnblic  law,  and  on  the  general  principles  of 
aeoirality,  as  to  admit  an  army  within  our  terri- 
tory. However  that  question  may  be  in  regard 
to  poblic  law,  said  Mr.  D.,  there  are  reasons  why 
the  Government  of  the  United  States  should 
piose,  should  pause  long,  before  it  adopts  the 
giociple  of  exclusion  of  all  public  armed  ships. 
What,  sir!  A  nation  founded  in  a  spirit  of  en- 
terprise, which  -  has  extended  its  commerce  to 
nery  quarter  of  the  world,  which  has  risen  to  a 
itate  of  prosperitv  which  makes  it  the  second 
ution  in  the  world  as  to  its  commercial  marine, 
vhich  owes  its  importance  to  the  hospitality  of 
the  world— this  nation  is  at  once  to  shut  the  door 
of  hospitality  against  all  nations ! 

The  proposition,  I  understand,  is,  that  it  would 
|k  proper  to  exclude  all  foreign  armed  ships.  Let 
it  be  recollected  that  our  ships  employed  in  the 
most  enterprising  commerce  are  armed,  and  have 
t  force  nearly  equal  to  the  force  of  public  armed 
vessels.  Do  we  never  expect  that  cruisers  will 
harass  oar  commerce?  And  do  we  mean  to 
AbaodoD  it,  or  that  our  vessels  shall  be  suffered 


to  perish  for  want  of  a  port  ?  When  our  com- 
merce has  been  invaded  in  the  Mediterranean, 
our  public  ships  have  been  received  with  a  hoe* 
pitality  too  deeply  felt  by  our  Navy  and  by  our 
Government  to  permit  the  adoption  of  such  a 
principle  as  that  hinted  at. 

Independently  of  this,  if  we  ask  the  question 
generally  of  those  who  are  acquainted  with  the 
point  of  fact  in  relation  to  public  law,  and  who 
are  versed  in  the  writers  on  the  subject,  whether 
there  is  not  a  strongly  marked  distinction  be- 
tween an  army  and  navy,  they  will  answer  you 
in  the  affirmative,  and  will  tell  you  that  an  army 
of  one  nation  cannot  enter  the  territory  of  a 
friendly  Power,  without  being  restrictea  as  to 
its  course,  and  the  limits  under  which  it  moves. 
But,  as  respects  public  ships  of  war,  it  never  waa 
deemed  any  violation  of  territory  for  them  to 
come  int«  port  without  ceremony,  although  gen- 
eral usage  excludes  armies,  unless  previous  per- 
mission be  obtained.  And  the  name  of  the  thing 
authorizes  this  distinction.  This,  I  believe,  the 
gentleman  will  find  to  be  the  correct  doctrine 
which  is  stated  by  some  of  the  latest  writers  on 
public  law,  more  particularly  by  those  on  mari- 
time  law.  I  shall  acknowledge  the  right  of  everr 
Power,  for  its  own  security,  to  decide  that  it  wiU 
not  admit  the  armed  vessels  of  any  Power  in 
such  numbers  as  to  endanger  its  peace,  or  to  reg^ 
ulate  them  when  they  come  into  port.  But  the 
principle  assumed  is  not  the  same  as  announced 
by  writers  on  public  law  and  explained  by  the 
usage  of  the  world.  There  is  a  difierence  be- 
tween maritime  and  territorial  force.  I  am  not, 
however,  for  bringing  the  subject  into  discussion 
at  the  present  moment ;  I  do  not  conceive  that  it 
has  a  bearing  on  the  question. 

As  respects  the  amendment  moved  by  the  gen- 
tleman from  Virginia,  (Mr.  Sbefpey.)  1  acknowl- 
edge that  to  me  it  does  seem  peculiarly^  contradict 
tory  in  itself  to  say  that  the  armed  instruments 
of  a  Government  which  wrongs  us  shall  be  re- 
ceived with  open  arms,  and  that  the  unoffending 
and  inoffensive  merchant  vessels  shall  be  exclu- 
ded from  our  waters.  I  do  not  ask  whether  on 
this  subject  there  is  any  contention  with  the  Brit- 
ish Government,  or  whether  the  arrangements 
entered  into  bind  us  to  one  thing  or  the  other. 
For  mvself  I  very  much  dislike  the  idea  of  being 
obligea  to  resist  one  belligerent  Power  because 
another  has  ceased  to  wrong  us.    The  broad 

frinciple  on  which  we  act  should  be  different, 
t  should  be,  that  our  rights  we  will  maintain ; 
and  not  that  we  will  maintain  them  in  conse- 
quence of  the  desire  of  any  foreign  Power. 

I  am  not  pleased,  sir,  with  anv  part  of  this  sys- 
tem of  non-intercourse.  I  think  it  peculiarly  in- 
consistent to  say  that  there  are  certain  outrages 
continued,  which  are  such  as  to  induce  us  to  stop 
all  intercourse,  and  at  the  same  moment  to  say 
that  the  merchant  vessel  which  is  the  object  of 
belligerent  outrage  shall  be  tamely  surrendered 
up  to  spoil  and  destruction  by  armed  vessels. 
For  the  course  proposed  I  conceive  to  be  this : 
When  a  palpable  wrong  is  attempted  to  be  in- 
flicted on  you^  you  permit  the  instruments  of  the 
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outrage  to  partake  of  your  hospitality.  These 
vessels  shoald  certainly  oe  the  6rst  objects  of  oar 
displeasure.  1  therefore  think  it  highly  proper, 
when  you  exclude  the  commerce  of  a  nation, 
also  to  exclude  its  armed  ships.  The  armed  ships 
of  one  of  the  belligerents  seizes  your  merchant 
yessels,  plunders  them,  and  imprisons  your  sea- 
men, and  then  comes  into  your  waters.  A  re- 
spect to  the  peace  and  dignity  of  our  own 
country  ought  to  carry  us  so  iar  as  not  to  admit 
within  our  waters  any  vessel  guilty  of  such  an 
attack.  It  was  one  or  the  strongest  arguments 
vrged  in  favor  of  the  prohibitory  proclaowtion 
of  the  late  President,  that  the  ezciteoient  to  the 
nation  was  so  great  that,  as  a  measure  of  pru- 
denee,  to  preserve  the  peace  of  the  nation,  it  was 
necessary  for  a  time  to  exclude  the  whole  British 
navy.  The  very  fact  of  a  nation's  committing 
such  outrages  as  to  aiHhorize  all  e^elusion  of 
iatercovrse,  I  consider  a  aofficient  reason  to  re- 
iuse  to  it  the  rights  of  hospitality.  I  consider  it 
much  more  compatible  with  the  principle  as- 
sumed at  the  last  session  of  Congress  that  the 
proposed  amendment  should  take  place.  I  do 
not  know  that  the  admission  of  French  vessels 
rests  upon  any  arrangement  made  at  the  last  ses* 
sion.  What  was  the  report  of  the  Committee  of 
Foreign  Relations?  What  the  import  of  all  the 
votes  passed  by  this  House  1  The  interdiction  of 
commerce  was  put  down  as  the  consequence  of 
the  interdiction  of  armed  vessels.  Now  it  ap- 
pears to  me,  that  continuing  the  consequence  aad 
potting  down  the  premises  would  be  rather  ab- 
surd. The  report  pledged  us  to  the  nation  and  to 
each  other  as  to  the  integrity  of  our  own  character; 
it  was  a  pledge  on  whieh  the  world  were  to  rely 
as  to  the  course  which  we  would  pursue  when 
oor  rights  are  violated.  Though,  sir,  as  respects 
a  nation  which  declares  that  it  will  not  submit, 
if  it  will  not  resist  without  a  declaration  in 
words,  I  very  roueh  question  whether  it  will  be 
l>ound  by  promises.  By  this  bill,  therefore,  I  con- 
tend that  the  principle  of  last  session,  however 
correct,  is  very  decidedly  contradicted,  except 
some  such  amendment  as  that  whieh  is  proposed 
be  adopted. 

hU.  Rbba  (of  Tennessee)  obeerved,  that  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia  (Mr.  Jaoksok}  by  with- 
drawing the  amendment  by  him  offered,  had 
given  partieolar  pleasorc;  there,  then,  was  reason 
to  have  hoped,  that  the  bill  under  consideration 
might  have  passed  on  without  alteration  or  amend- 
ment. This  hope  is  destroyed— another  amend- 
ment is  proposea—it  involves  two  points  for  con- 
sideration: first,  whether  it  be  necestery  to  make 
an  explanatory  declaration,  that  the  public  ships 
and  vessels  of  Gkeat  Britain  and  France,  are  not 
Interdicted  from  the  waters,  harbors,  and  nospital* 
ity  of  the  United  States  by  the  third  section  of 
the  non-intercourse  law?  And  whether  it  be 
right  to  discriminate,  or,  in  other  words,  to  adroit 
the  public  vessels  of  one  of  these  Powers,  to  wit, 
Great  Britain,  and  to  keep  interdicted  the  public 
vessels  of  the  other  Power  1  If  the  diction  or  ex- 
pression of  the  first  section  of  the  non-intercourse 
law  is  attended  to,  and  also  (hat  of  the  third  sec- 


tion of  that  law,  it  will  appear  that  the  object  of 
the  first  section  is  to  interdict  all  armed  ships  sod 
vessels  belonfi^ing  to  Great  Britain,  or  to  except 
France,  as  toerein  excepted,  from  the  waten>| 
harbors,  and  hospitality  of  the  United  Slates, 
For  that  purpose  the  first  section  declares,  ^  That 
^  from  and  after  the  passage  of  this  act,  the  eotrioce 
^  of  the  harbors  and  waters  of  the  United  States 

*  and  of  the  territories  t4iereof,  be,  and  the  same  isj 
'  hereby  interdicted  to  all  public  ships  and  Tessels|3 
^  belonging  to  Great  Britain  or  France,  exceptiogj 
'  vessels  only  which  mtiy  be  forced  in  by  distress' 
'  or  which  are  charged  with  despatches  or  bnsioen 

'  from  the  Government  to  which  they  beloog,  aod 
'  also  packets  having  no  cargo  nor  merchandise  oi 
'  board ;"  and  that  the  object  of  the  third  section  ii  | 
to  interdict  the  entrance  of  the  harbors  and  waters  , 
of  tbe  United  States  and  territories  thereof,  is 
ships  and  vessels  sailing  under  the  flag  of  Grett 
Britain  or  France,  or  owned  in  whole  or  ia  part  '^ 
by  any  citizen  or  subject  of  either :  and  for  that 
purpose  the  third  section  declares,  *^That,  froa 
^and  after  the  twentieth  day  of  May  next,  the 
'  entrance  of  the  harbors  and  waters  of  the  United 
^  States  and  the  territories  thereof,  be,  and  the 

*  same  is  hereby  interdicted  to  all  ships  or  vessels 
'  sailing  under  the  flag  of  Great  Britain  or  France, 
'  or  owned  in  whole  or  in  part  by  any  citizen  or 
'  subject  of  either;  vessels  hired,  chartered,  or  em- 
'  ployed  by  the  Government  of  either  country,  fur 
*•  the  sole  purpose  of  carrying  letters  or  despatches, 
'  and  also  vessels  forced  in  by  distress  or  by  the 
'  dangers  of  the  sea,  only  excepted."  In  the  first 
section  of  the  law,  the  words,  ** public  ships  and 
vessels  belonging  to  Great  Britain  or  France** 
are  used.  In  the  third  section  the  words  ^sbips 
or  vessels  sailing  under  the  flag  of  Great  Britain 
or  France,  or  owned  in  whole  or  in  part  by  tnjr 
citizen  or  subject  of  either,*'  are  used.  It  is  ob- 
servable, also,  that  the  first  section  requires  the 
interdiction,  thereby  provided  for,  to  operate  from 
and  after  the  passage  of  the  act,  and  the  third 
section  requires  the  interdiction  therebf  prorided 
for  to  operate  from  after  the  twentieth  day  of 
May  next,  that  is,  next  after  the  passage  of  the 
act.  The  act  was  approved  and  became  a  law  oo 
the  first  day  of  March,  in  the  year  18d9-*aDd, 
therefore,  it  may  be  concluded,  that  the  inter* 
diction  provided  for  by  the  first  section  of  the 
law  operated  on  the  second  day  of  March  next 
after  the  passage  of  the  act,  that  is  about  eighty 
days  previous  to  the  day  on  which  the  interdic- 
tion provided  for  in  the  third  section  of  the  law 
was  required  to  operate  The  different  periods 
determined  by  the  law  for  the  operation  of  the 
several  interdictions,  respectively  provided  for  by 
the  first  and  third  sections,  clearly  prove  (even  if 
there  was  no  other  reason)  that  the  interdiction 
provided  for  by  the  first  section  was  designed  to 
operate  (as  the  expression  of  the  section  clearly 
evinces)  on  the  public;  that  is,  the  national  armed 
ships  and  vessels  belonging  to  Great  Britain  or 
France :  and  that  the  interdiction  provided  for  bjr 
the  third  section,  was  designed  to  operate  on  the 
unarmed  private  merchant  ships  and  vessels  be* 
longing  in  whole  or  in  part  to  citizens  or  subjeeti 
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)f  Qreat  Britain  or  France,  and  sailing^  under  the 
lag  of  either  Great  Britain  or  France.  The 
erm  "pabJic  ships  and  vessels  belonging  to  Great 
Britain  or  France/'  used  in  the  first  section,  and 
he  term  "ships  or  vessels  sailing  under  the  flag 
)f  Great  Britain*  or  France,"  are  not  aynony- 
noQft— they  cannot  be  construed  to  mean  and  in- 
eDd  the  same  description  of  ships  and  vessels,  for 
his  reason,  (if  there  was  no  other,)  that  the  law 
irovides  and  iimiits  distinct  periods  for  commence- 
neot  of  the  operation  of  the  interdictions  respec- 
ireiy  provided  for  by  the  first  and  third  sections: 
f  then  language  is  to  be  permitted  to  be  »he 
clothing  or  veoicle  of  distinct  ideas,  the  first 
tectioD  of  the  law  most  be  construed  to  operate 
ipinst  ships  and  vessels  of  one  description  or 
sharaeter — and  the  third  section  must  be  eon- 
itrued  to  operate  ai^inst  ships  and  vessels  of 
iDotber  description  or  xsharaeter. 

Public  ships  or  vessels  are  those  which  properly 
ire  deoominated  national,  or  belonging  to  the 
sovereiffD.  A  public  ship  is  national  property, 
QatioDai  territorv,  a  part  (jf  the  expression  will  be 
permitted)  of  the  national  domain.  A  public 
ibip  is  an  armed  floating  fortress  of  the  sover- 
ngo,  completely  equipped,  fortified,  manned,  and 
iirected  to  maintain  and  guard  the  rights  of  the 
toyereign  owner.  A  public  ship  or  vessel  (in  pro- 
met  y  of  nanttcal  expression,)  carries  and  dis- 
)Uys  the  proud  ensign  of  sovereignty ;  it  is  said 
10  carry  the  flag  or  ensign  of  sovereignty,  and  is 
not  said  to  sail  under  the  flag  or  ensign  of  sover- 
iignty;  the  reason  is,  the  public  ship  goes  forth, 
Id  the  majesty  of  its  owner,  to  guard  and  protect 
the  weak,  uoormed,  defenceless  merchant  ships 
»d  ressels  sailing  under  the  flag  of  the  sovereign 
of  the  nation,  of  which  its  owner  is  a  citizen  or 
nihjeet.  Tbe  merchant  ship  or  vessel  is  said  to 
nil  a  Oder  a  flag,  pointing  thereby  to  tbe  nation 
of  which  its  owner  is  a  citizen  or  subject,  and 
isanifesting  that  it  sails  under  the  protection  of 
that  nation.  If,  then,  the  distinction,  that  a  pub- 
lic ship  or  vessel  carries  the  ensign  or  flag  of 
lOTereignty,  and  that  a  private  or  merchant  ship 
or  vessel  sails  under  the  flag  of  sovereignty,  be 
correct,  (and  there  is  every  reason  to  believe  it 
is,)  it  goes  incontestibly  to  prove  that  the  diction 
or  expression  of  the  first  section  of  the  non-inter- 
couiie  law  is  pro^Mr,  and  clearly  defining  an  in- 
terdiction against  armed  ships  and  vessels;  in 
other  words,  tbe  public  ships  or  vessels  belonging 
to  Great  Britam  or  France,  exclusively ;— and 
that  tbe  diction  or  expression  of  tbe  third  section 
of  the  non-intercourse  law  is  proper,  and  clearly 
Mning  an  intepdietioii  against  private  unarmed 
merchant  ships  and  vessels  sailing  under  the  flag 
of  Great  Britain  or  France,  or  owned  in  whole, 
or  in  part  by  any  citizen  or  subject  of  either 
eooQtry  exclusively.  From  these  considerations 
it  may  be  concluded  that  there  is  no  reason  to 
idopt  the  proposed  amendment  on  the  ground  of 
its  being  an  explanatory  dechiration. 

It  may  not  be  necessary  to  add  to  what  has 
already  been  said  respecting  the  other  principle 
coDtained  in  the  proposed  amendment.  On  be- 
^\l  of  that  discrimination  in  favor  of  Great 


Britain,  it  has  been  urged,  that  the  usages  of 
nations,  on  the  broad  ground  of  morality,  is  to 
assist,  consistently  with  their  own  interest,  ew^tf 
nation.  It  would  have  been  more  satisfactory,  if 
the  gentleman  had  fully  explained  what  he  de- 
signed to  be  understood  by  the  observation—mor- 
ality of  nations!  and  you  apply  the  observation 
to  the  old  nations  of  Europe — what  is  it?  If 
more  particularly  it  is  applied  to  that  nation  who 
first  bega«  and  continued  its  unjust  oppressions 
against  the  United  States  from  the  odious  stamp 
act  to  the  present  time — what  is  the  conclusion? 
The  inquiry  would  lead  to  a  recapitulation  of 
all  the  injuries,  outrages,  oppressions,  miseries, 
and  wars;  inflicted  by  Great  Britain  on  the  United 
States.  Many  fine  things  have  been  said  of  mo- 
rality ;  but  how  much  s'^ever  it  is  to  be  deplored, 
it  is  a  stubborn  truth,  that  the  morality  of  the  old 
Qovernmentsof  Europe  consisted  more  in  theory 
than  practice.  To  wiiat  principle  of  morality  is 
the  past  or  present  conduct  of  any  of  the  saane 
nations  towards  the  United  States  to  be  ascribed? 
Let  the  gentleman  tell;  he  appears  to  know  ail 
about  it.  But  it  seems  that  a  nation  is  to  act  on 
the  broad  ground  of  morality  in  assisting  every 
other  nation,  only  so  far  as  is  consistent  with  its 
own  interest.  With  its  own  interest!  unhappy 
adjunct,  unfortunate  addition.  By  this  definition 
of  national  morality,  benevolence,  disinterested 
friendship,  and  every  cardinal,  social,  manly, 
noble  virtue,  is  excluded  from  the  morality  of 
nations — consistent  with  its  own  interest.  Qreat 
Britain  then,  whose  apologist,  Mr.  R.  observed, 
he  would  not  say  the  gentleman  had  tried  to  be, 
extends  the  hand  of  friendship  to  the  United 
States,  but  it  is  only  so  far  as  may  be  consistent 
with  her  own  interest.  So,  then,  a  wonderful 
discovery  is  made—of  what  ?  Why  of  that  only, 
which  every  gpnileman  in  the  House  knows-r- 
only  this,  that  Great  Britain  acts  exclusively  for 
her  own  interest;  and  this  is  the  broad,  boasted 
ground  of  morality  on  which  Great  Britain  al- 
ways has  acted,  and  will,  if  able,  continue  to 
act  on  towards  the  United  States.  And  is  this 
the  strong,  coge&t.  all  convincing,  all  concludiojg; 
reason  in  virtue  woereof  the  propriety  of  discrimi- 
nating in  favor  of  Great  Britain  is  urged?  A 
considerable  quantity  of  time  has  been  consumed 
in  endeavoring  careiuUy,  sedulously,  and  closely 
to  .elucidate  hypothetically  the  morality  of  thie 
old  nations  of  Europe.  Away  with  such  vision- 
ary theory ;  come  to  plain  matters  of  fact ;  tell 
and  state  things  and  facts  as  they  are,  and  ai|roe 
from  them  as  existing;  that  species  of  reasoning, 
which  is  bottomed  on  ifs  and  suppositions,  wul 
never  do  much  honor  to  the  political  reasoner. 

But  it  may  he  asked,  does  tne  definition  alluded 
to  mean  and  intend  that,  on  the  broad  ground  of 
morality,  it  would  be  proper  that  the  United 
States  do  assist  Great  Britain,  and  join  in  the 
war  against  France?  And  for  that  reason,  to 
admit  the  public  ships  of  Great  Britain,  and  to 
exclude  the  public  ships  of  France?  Will  that 
mode  of  prDceeding  be  consistent  with  the  inter- 
est of  the  United  States?  If  it  be  so,  it  has  yet 
to  be  proved,  and  it  is  not  aasumed  that  aay  gen- 
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tleman  of  this  Committee  thiaks  so.  If  it  be 
otherwise,  let  the  declaration  be  made,  and  then 
it  will  be  known  how  to  answer  it. 

Great  Britain  is  bound  in  justice  and  honor  to 
carry  into  complete  effect  the  express  and  im- 
plied conditions  in  the  late  negotiation  had  at  the 
Citjr  of  Washington.  It  is  urged  that  that  Power 
will  recede  from  the  late  Orcfers  in  Council  de- 
claring a  great  part  of  the  Continent  of  Europe 
in  a  state  of  rigorous  blockade.  It  i»  earnestly 
hoped  that  Great  Britain  will  recede.  So  far  as 
respected  France  and  the  dependencies  of  France. 
Great  Britain  certainly  ought  to  have  confided  in 
the  honor,  justice,  and  magnanimity  of  the  Uni- 
ted States,  in  this,  that  the  United  States  would 
have  continued  tne  non-intercourse  system  as 
defined  in  the  law,  in  full  force,  effect,  and  opera- 
tion against  France,  until  France  will  have  re- 
scinded her  decrees  Tiolatinjer  the  rights  of  the 
United  States.  Great  Britain  has  not  so  confi- 
ded in  the  United  States,  but  has  assumed  to 
herself,  in  this  case,  to  act  on  the  alluded  to  *^  broad 
ground  of  .morality,  consistent  with  her  own  in- 
terest." If  Great  Britain  had  acted  on  the  true 
principle  of  morality,  she  would  have  waited 
until  the  result  of  Mr.  Oakley's  mission  was 
known,  and  not  have  issued  those  blockade  orders. 
The  same  late  blockadioff  orders  do  virtually 
take  away  the  necessity  of  continuing  the  non- 
intercourse  law  against  France,  for  this  plain 
reason — the  non-intercourse  law  interdicts  all 
commercial  intercourse  with  France.  The  late 
Orders  in  Council  go  to  prevent  all  commercial 
intercourse  between  the  United  States  and  France. 
The  blockading  orders  of  Great  Britain  and  the 
non-intercourse  law  of  the  United  States  act,  as 
they  relate  to  France  and  her  dependencies,  on  the 
same  subject.  Both  are  not  requisite,  therefore ; 
the  late  blockading  orders  of  Great  Britain  havesu- 
perseded  and  virtually  taken  away  the  force  of  the 
law  of  the  United  Slates  interdicting  commercial 
intercourse  with  France  and  its  dependencies.  It 
will  not  be  denied,  that  Great  Britain  was  well 
informed  of  the  principles  of  the  non-intercourse 
law,  previous  to  the  issuing  of  the  same  late 
blockading  orders.  It  is  desirable  then  that  at- 
tention be  given  to  these  facts,  and  to  get  clear  of 
them,  rather  than  be  descanting  on  hypothetical 
visions,  which  being  compared  with  matters  of 
fact,  are  like  the  sounds  or  a  tinkling  cymbal. 

But  it  is  urged  on  behalf  of  the  amendment 
"that  the  act  of  an  individual  cannot,  if  disavowed, 
bind  a  nation;"  and  "that  a  nation  is  not  bound  to 
surrender  the  individual  who  committed  the  disa- 
vowed act  unless  he  be  demanded."  On  what  prin- 
ciple of  moral  justice  are  these  assertions  made? 
Tney  are,  too,  of  the  left-handed,  crooked,  vicious 

Erinciples  of  that  deceptive,  wicked  policy,  which 
as  never  failad  to  destroy  a  nation.  A  nation 
majr  disavow  the  hostile  act,  but  it  is  bound  in 
justice  to  punish  the  individual  who,  in  violation 
of  the  orders  and  laws  of  his  own  Government 
and  in  violation  of  the  laws  of  public  reason,  per- 
petrated the  hostile  act ;  or  to  surrender  him  to 
the  injured  nation,  although  no  demand  of 
him  be  made.    Let,  then,  all  such  unjust,  decep- 


tive, illusory  assertions  be  omitted  in  reasoQiog 
and  arf^ument.  Let  Great  Britain  have  the  labor 
of  justifying  her  own  conduct.  The  sovereiga 
people  of  the  United  States  require  the  boDest 
execution  of  the  abilities  of  their  representatiTeii 
on  their  own  side  of  the  question,  not  only  is  the 
question  relates  to  Great  Britain,  but  to  Fraoce 
also.  It  is  incumbent  on  every  nation  to  take 
care  for  itself.  The  nations  of  the  old  world  ate 
taking  care  for  themselves,  and  it  is  presumed  the 
United  States  will  proceed  in  the  adoption  of 
measures  which  will  eventually  secure  their  peace, 
happiness,  and  prosperity. 

Mr.  Cook  sp<ike  in  favor  of  the  motion. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Vaenum,  the  Committee 
rose — 53  to  38 ;  reported  progress,  and  obuioed 
leave  to  sit  again — 57  to  51 ;  those  opposed  to  sit- 
ting  again  being  in  favor  of  continuing  the  dis< 
cussion  in  the  House,  with  a  view  to  obtaio  a 
greater  attention  to  it  than  was  paid  in  Commit- 
tee, many  members  being  absent  during  the 
debate. 


Satdroat,  June  24^ 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Van  Horn,  the  Clerk  wu 
directed  to  procure  a  Clock  for  the  use  of  the 
House  of  Representatives,  and  to  cause  it  to  b( 
placed  in  some  convenient  part  of  the  Represeo* 
tatives'  Chamber. 

A  message  from  the  Senate  informed  the  Hoaa 
that  the  Senate  have  passed  the  bill,  entitled  "^At 
act  makiillg  appropriations  for  defraying  the  exj 
pense  of  stationery,  printing,  and  all  other  coik 
tingent  expenses  oi  the  Senate  and  House  of  Rej^ 
resentatives,  during  the  present  session  of  Congress 
and  an  additional  appropriation  for  the  purchase 
of  books,-  maps,  and  charts,  for  the  Library  of  Coo 
gress,"  with  an  amendment;  to  which  they  desir< 
the  concurrence  of  this  House.  Also,  a  bill,  ea 
titled  '*An  act  freeing  from  postage  all  letters  am 
packets  from  Thomas  Jefferson ;"  to  which  the| 
also  desire  the  concurrence  of  this  House. 

Mr.  Johnson  stated  that  he  bad  been  reqaestec 
by  a  committee  of  the  House  to  make  a  motioi 
that  the  House  should  come  to  the  following  rei 
olution,  to  which  he  hoped  there  would  be  n 
objection : 

Re»ohedf  That,  if  Congreas  shall  not  be  in  ■easio 
on  the  fouith  of  July,  the  dtisens  of  the  District  < 
Colombia  shall  be  permitted  to  oocopy  the  Repnsen 
stives'  Chamber,  ibr  the  puipoee  of  attending  the  d^ 
lively  of  any  diaooursa  prepared  for  the  oelebrstion  < 
that  day. 

The  House  agreed  to  consider  the  resolution- 
55  to  17.  ' 

Messrs.  Lbwis,  ^oinct,  and  Lton,  oppose 
the  resolution,  on  the  ground  that  this  HaU  shoul 
be  set  apart  sacred  for  legislative  purposes;  t hi 
the  furniture  might  be  injured  by  indiscrimina 
admission  of  persons ;  and  that  it  would  be  in 
proper  in  this  House  in  anv  way  to  stve  encou 
agement  to  any  party  celebrations  of  that  or  an 
other  day. 

Messrs.  Jobnson,  Bdrweli«,  Cook,  and  Sm 
LIB,  supported  the  motion.    They  observed  tha 
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10  btrilding  reared  by  mortal  hands  wzt  too  sa- 
;red  for  the  eelebretioo  of  that  day ;  that  there 
iras  no  ioteDtton  to  foster  partr  spirit ;  and  that 
(ufficieot  rel ranee  might  be  placed  on  the  good 
irderof  the  citizens  that  they  would  not  injure 
he  farnitare  of  the  House. 

Mr.  Van  Horn  rising  to  oppose  it,  Mr.  JoHN- 
toK  withdrew  it,  to  avoid  t}cbupying  the  time  of 
he  House  with  it. 

Mr.  Cook  renewed  the  motion  ;  but  the  House 
efased  to  consider  it. 

CONTESTED  ELECTION. 

The  House  refused  to  go  into  Committee  on 
he  noD'intereoorse  bf II ;  and 

Oq  motion  of  Mr.  FiNOLcr,  the  Houae  resolv- 
*d  itself  into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the 
eport  of  the  contested  election  of  William  Bat- 
j£s-^flryes  56. 

Before  the  report  WM  read,  Mr.  Dana  mored 
bat  the  Committee  rise,  under  a. belief  that  time 
lad  not  been  allowed  for  tbe  consideration  of  the 
eport;  be  wished  not  to  be  driven  in  so  great  a 
iorry  to  the  decision  of  so  important  a  question, 
rhieh  it  was  impossible  to  decide  without  mature 
onsideratipD. 

Mr.  BuRWBLL  obserf  ed  that  it  was  for  the  pur* 
we  of  consideration  alone  that  the  House  went 
ito  Committee;  that  it  coirid  not  be  expected 
be  Committee  could  rise  immediately  afier  they 
greed  to  go  into  Committee ;  and  that  if  a  dispo- 
ition  was  manifested  to  drive  the  House  from 
be  consideration  of  the  subject,  it  might  produce 
I eoonter-determination  to  perserere  in.  it. 

Mr.  Dana,  observing  that  he  had  no  desire  but 
bra  fair  consideration,  withdrew  his  motion. 

The  report  was  then  read,  eondading  with  a 
leommendation  of  the  following  resolutions : 

"  Raolffed,  That  the  jsTeetioB  hM  in  Plymoath  dis- 
lict,  in  November  Isst,  was  legal  and  proper. 
''Rmked,  That  William  Baylies  is  not  entitled  to 


**  JSttoAxeri;  Thai  Charies  Turner,  jttitor,  is  entitled 
0  a  leat  in  Uiis  House." 

Mr.  FiNDLET  moved  that  the  petitioner,  Chas. 
rarner,  may  be  admitted  to  a  seat  in  tbe  House 
InriDg  the  discussion.  Agreed  to  without  debate 
md  withont  oppeaition. 

A  motion  whs  made  by  Mr.  Taylor,  that  the 
CSommittee  rise,  and  rejport  progress.  His  object 
vasto  move  a  resoiuiion  for  a  postponement  of 
tbe  farther  consideration  of  the  subject  until  next 
Kssioo. 

This  motion  was  supported  by  Messrs.  Taylor, 
TRoap,  Pitkin,  daBFFSY,  Livbrmorb,  Baylies, 
Whitman,  Ross,  and  Lyon,  and  opposed  by 
Messrs.  Rqba,  J.  G.  Jaokson.  Boyd,  IIolland, 
TcKifER,  (the  petitioner,)  Varndm,  and  Love. 

The  arguments  which  appeared  to  be  most  re- 
lied on  by  the  mover  of  the  postponement,  and 
tbose  who  spoke  on  the  same  side  of  the  qnes- 
iioo,were,  thiat  the  depositions  and  testimony  taken 
ID  this  case,  although  it  was  admitted  that  rea- 
lotmble  notice  was  given  to  the  sitting  member, 
vbo  did  not  attend,  were  taken  under  the  author- 
ity of  no  eiisthig '  law,  and  were  not  such  a^ 
1  Ith  CoH.  1st  Ssss.— 14 


Would  govern  a  court  of  justice ;  that  the  sitting 
member  not  having  attended  auhe  time  of  taking 
the  depositions,  from  the  belief  that  they  were 
illegal,  the  testimony  was  wholly  ex  parte,  and 
however  decisive  it  was  admitted  by  some  gen- 
tleman to  be,  was  not  such  as,  in  candor  or  jus- 
tice, the  Hoose  would  decide  on  without  per- 
mitting the  sitting  member  to  bring  testimony  to' 
rebut  It. 

To  this,  it  was  replied  that,  for  several  years, 
there  had  been  no  law  prescribing  the  mode  of 
taking  testimony  in  cases  of  contested  electionsL 
in  the  course  of  which  time  several  contestea 
elections  had  been  decided  by  tbe  House  on  tes- 
timony taken  under  no  law.  but  under  the  guid- 
ance of  common  reason ;  tnat,  durin|;  the  first 
session  of  the  last  Congress,  the  seat  of  Mr.  Cul- 
peper  was  vacated  on  testimony  undoubtedlf 
taken  in  this  manner,  and  under  no  express  law; 
and  that  the  House  having  heretofore,  m  various 
cases,  decided  in  this  way,  it  was  not  to  be  ex- 
pected that  they*  would,  in  tnis  instance,  desert  the 
principles  on  which  they  had  acted. 

Other  arguments,  however,  founded  on  facts 
stated  by  the  sitting  member,  and  the  petitioner, 
were  introduced  into  the  debate,  by  gentlemen 
speaking  on  both  sides  of  the  question,  to  support 
tneir  respective  opinions. 

The  question,  on  the  Committee's  rising,  was 
taken  about  five  o'clock,  and  carried — 58  to  3)3. 

The  Committee  were  refused  leave  to  sit  again 
— ayes  33.  • 


MoNOAY,  June  26. 

BATTURE  AT  PHSW  ORLEANS. 

Mr.  Sbeffey,  after  a  speech  of  some  length,  in 
tbe  course  of  which  he  examined  the  title  to  this 
much  contested  piece  of  alluvion,  moved  the  fol- 
lowing resolutions : 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  and  Bouee  of  Representih' 
tives,  4rc^  That  the^President  of  the  United  States  be 
requested  to  cause  the  several  persons  who  were  re- 
moved from  the  batture  of  the  suburb  of  St.  Mary,  in 
the  city  of  New  Orleans  on  the  S5th  day  of  January, 
1808,  to  be  restored  to  the  poBSesdon  thereof;  to  be 
held  with  the  same  rights  widi  which  they  respectively 
held  the  same  immediately  prior  to  sucfa  removal,  anv' 
f  absequent  set  or  thing  to  the  contrary  notwithstandr 
ing. 

Reeohed  by  the  Senate  and  Houee  of  Representa' 
tivee,  4-e.,  That  if  the  President  shall  be  of  opinion 
that  the  United  States  have  such  a  legal  claim  to  the 
batture  opposite  the  suborb  of  St  Mary,  in  the  city  of 
New  Orleans,  as  will  justify  the  expense  of  prosecuting 
the  same,  he  be  authorised,  with  the  consent  of  the 
parties  removed  therefrom  on  the  25th  day  of  January, 
,  1806,  to  name  three  referees,  who  shall  have  full  power 
to  hear  and  finally  to  determine  all  right,  title,  claim« . 
and  demand  whatsoever,  as  well  of  the  United  States 
as  of  the  parties  relboved,  both  in  law  and  equity,  and 
their  award  or  that  of  a  majority  of  them  shall  be  bind- 
ing as  well  on  the  United  States  as  the  said  parties. 

Resolved,  That  if  the  President  of  the  United  States 
shall  deem  it  most  expedient,  he  may  compromise  the 
conflicting  claims  of  the  United  States  and  the  persons 
removed  from  the  batture  of  the  suburb  of  St.  Maiy,  in 
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the  citj  of  New  Orleans,  and  cause  the  same  to  be  tried 
in  a  court  of  the  United  States,  in  such  manner  and  at 
■nch  place  as  will  secure  an  impartial  trial. 

The  House  agreed  to  consider  the  first  resolu- 
tion, ayes  67. 

A  motion  was  made  to  refer  it  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole;  which  after  debateJn  which  Messrs. 
Love,  Potdras,  Smilie,  Dana,  Troup,  and  Bibb, 
participated,  was  agreed  to,  60  to  21 ;  and  it  was 
made  the  order  of  the  day  for  tb- morrow. 

The  House  agreed  to  consider  the  other  reso* 
lutions,  48  to  41 ;  which  were  referred  to  the  sam^ 
Committee. 

NON-INTERCOURSE. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Smilie,  the  House  resumed 
the  consideration  of  the  report  of  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole,  on  the  bill  from  the  Senate,  to  re- 
Tive  and  amend  certain  parts  of  the  act  interdict- 
ing commercial  intercourse ;  the  unfinished  busi- 
ness of  yesterday  (the  report  of  the  committee  on 
the  contested  election  of  William  Baylies)  having 
been  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table,  58  to  46. 

The  Committee  of  the  Whole  were,  po  motion 
of  Mr.  J.  G.  Jackson,  discharged  from  the  further 
consideration  of  the  non-intercourse  bill,  ayes  70. 

Mr.  J.  Q.  Jackson  said  he  found  that  there 
was  in  the  bill  no  provision  authorizing  the  de- 
parture of  vessels  charged  with  public  despatches 
for  France,  and  therefore  moved  such  an  amend- 
ment.— Agreed  to  without  opposition. 

Mr.  Sbeffey  observed  that  when  the  bill  had 
been  before  the  committee  he  had  the  honor  to 
move  an  amendment  which  he  oow  renewed  as 
follows:  '^And  provided  also,  that  nothing  (here- 
'  in  contained  shall  be  construed  to  prevent  any 
'  public  vessel  from  entering  the  waters  and  har- 
'  Ws  of  the  United  States,  belonging  to  any  na- 
'  tton  with  whom  commercial  intercourse  shall 

*  be  permitted." 

Mr.  J.  G.  Jackson  moved  to  amend  the  amend- 
ment by  adding  to  the  end  of  it  the  following: 
**  Whenever  a  full  and  satisfactory  adjustment  of 
'our  differences  shall  have  beea  made  with  such 

*  nation." 

Mr.  Dana  said  the  amendment  moved  to  the 
amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  (Mr. 
Sheffet)  went  to  give  a  construction  to  the  bi)l 
which  would  operate  as  a  complete  eKclusion  of 
the  vessels  of  both  Powers  until  a  satisfactory 
adjustment  of  all  existing  difierenees  shall  have 
taken  place.  What,  said  Mr.  D.,  is  the  situa- 
tion in  which  we  are  now  placed?  On  what 
Srinciple  is  it  that  British  ships  were  first  exclu- 
ed  and  on  which  their  exclusion  was  confirmed 
by  the  non-intercourse  law?  They  were  origi- 
nally excluded  by  the  proclamation  of  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  in  consequence  of  the 
attack  on  the  Chesapeake.  The  President  of  the 
United  States  now  m  office  has  declared  his  ac- 
ceptance of  the  proffered  terms  of  satisfaction  for 
that  outrage.  Aod.  after  that,  is  it  proposed  that 
we  shall  continue  the  measure  of  hostility  when 
the  cause  iHone  which  led  to  it  is  completely  done 
away?  I  should  suppose  that  in  the  very  act 
of  adjustment,  whicL  took  place  between  the 


British  Minister  and  the  American  Secretary,  it 
is  implied  that  we  should  do  nothing  farther  on 
this  subject.  The  President  of  the  United  Sutei 
has  accepted  the  satisfaction  offered;  behatd^ 
dared  those  terms,  when  performed,  to  be  saiu- 
factory.  Aod  are  gentlemen  considering  the  re- 
storation of  the  seamen  taken  from  the  Chen- 
peake  as  a  reason  why  we  should  continae  the 
interdict  ?  If  we  examine  this  subject  fairlf ,  the 
great  principle  of  reparation  was  a  disarowal  of 
the  claim  to  search  our  armed  vessels,  and  a  boo' 
age  to  our  rights.  Thlt  matter  must  be  deemed 
to  be  settled,  if  the  President  of  the  United  Sutei 
had  authority  to  settle  it.  If  the  President  bad 
not  power  to  settle  it,  this  furnishes  strong  eri- 
dence  that  the  vote  of  approbation  of  his  conduct 
was  a  proper  proposition. 

As  to  the  interdiction  by  the  non-intetcoune 
act,  I  apprehend  that  was  founded  on  the  vioU* 
tion  of  OUT  neutral  rights  by  the  belligerent  Pov* 
era,  the  President  of  the  United  States  being  as* 
thorized  to  renew  trade  whenever  the  edieti 
violatiog  our  lawful  commerce  should  be  reToked. 
Whether  or  not  the  President  has  done  right  in 
accepting  the  assurance  instead  of  the  fact,  gee- 
tlemen  have  considered  it  unnecessarv  for  them 
to  express  any  opinion  upon  it.  If  there  be  do 
edict  affecting  our  lawful  commerce  in  force  br 
one  belligerent,  the  interdict  is  at  end  in  point  of 
fact  in  relation  to  that  one.  The  question  of  the 
affair  of  the  Chesapeake  is  settled,  if  the  Presi- 
dent had  power  to  settle  it  $  and  as  to  the  other 
cause  of  interdiction,  the  President  has  declared 
that  the  British  orders  will  hare  been  revoked  oa 
the  10th  of  June.  Has  the  President  acted  cor- 
rectly or  not?  If  he  has  acted  correctly  in  tak- 
ing the  assurance  for  the  fact,  the  very  principle  i 
of  the  noq-intercourse  is  at  aq  end  as  respects  ooe 
of  the  belligerents,  and  there  can  be  no  ground 
for  the  exclusion  of  British  armed  vessels. 

Mr.  Taylor  said  he  thought  the  gentleman 
from  Connecticut  used  the  word  hostility  in  re 
lation  to  this  measure  of  includinsrBritish  armed 
vessels  from  the  United  States.  Now,  I  belieTe, 
sir,  said  Mr.  T.,  that  if  we  go  to  the  opinions  eo« 
tertained,  not  by  the  President  of  tne  United 
States,  but  entertained  and  expressed  in  the  rerf 
foundation  of  the  arrangement  which  was  mad^ 
it  will  be  found  th^t  the  very  hostility  intended 
to  be  produced  by  the  President's  proclamaiioB 
ceased  at  the  moment  when  we  passed  the  non- 
intercourse  act  in  which  we  excluded  the  vesseli 
of  both  the  belligerents.  The  hostility  was  io 
the  admission  of  the  armed  vessels  of  one,  aod 
excluding  those  of  the  other.  It  ceased  by  tb« 
non-intercouwe  law,  and  so  satisfactory  was  tbii 
law  of  the  last  session,  that  it  wa^  the  rery 
foundation  on  which  the  overture  '"was  mad< 
which  ended  so  much  to  the  satisfaction  of  this 
nation.  So  that,  in  fact,  when  we  perpetuau 
the  order  of  things  produced  \^Y  ^^^^  ^^^  ^^  ^^ 
not  perpetuate  the  state  of  things  produced  b) 
the  interdictory  proclamation  of  the  late  Presi^ 
dent.  It  was  matter  of  satisfaction  to  the  Brit 
ish  Government,  as  expressed  by  their  Ministei 
here^  that  the  quality  of  hostility  in  the  excU 
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ion  of  her  ressels  was  taktin  away  by  the  non- 
otercourse  laW.  Have  we  promised,  in  the  ne- 
gotiation which  has  taken  place,  that  we  will 
ommit  an  act  of  hostility  against  France  for 
he  boon  which  we  bare  received  from  the  hand 
f  Great  Britain?  No,  sir ;  and  yet,  if  we  take 
be  definition  of  Mr.  Canning,  as  to  excluding 
he  ressels  of  one  belligerent  and  receiving  those 
f  the  other,  according  to  the  mode  proposed  by 
be  amendment,  without  the  sentence  moved  to 
e  admitted  to  it,  it  will  in  fact  be  agreeing  to  go 
)  war  with  France.  According  to  the  opinion 
f  Britain,  promulgated  not  only  to  ibis  Govern- 
lent  bat  ^  the  world,  according  to  the  demon- 
:ratioa  made  by  the  British  Government,  you 
ili  undertake  a  measure  of  active  hostility 
gainst  France ;  for  what  ?  For  any  great  boon 
tat  (his  Government  has  received  from  the  hands 
f  Great  Britain  ?  No,  sir.  If  all  the  promises 
ere  fulfilled  to  their  full  extent,  we  should  then 
iceive  bat  justice  at  her  hands.  It  was  acknowl- 
iged.  too,  in  the  discussion  which  took  place, 
lat  any  nation,  particularly  a  neutral  nation, 
IS  a  right  to  exclude  the  armed  vessels  of  both 
illigerents ;  but  that,  on  the  contrary,  the  state 
m  proposed  to  be  produced,  the  exclusion  of 
le  and  admission  of  the  other,  is  an  act  of  bos- 
ity  to  the  party  excluded.  As  I  would  not  be 
impelled  by  the  utmost  ili  usa^e  by  either  bel- 
[erent  to  take  part  with  the  other  against  that 
le,  neither  will  I  take  a  consent  or  refusal  from 
leor  the  other  to  do  us  justice  as  a  motive  for 
liaoce,  or  a  war  which  shall  compromit  our 
atrality.  J  now  speak  of  both,  for  both  have 
ed  OS  as  ill  as  was  in  their  power.  As  kicks 
id  C0&  have  not  compelled  us  to  take  part  with 
em,  neither  shall  caresses  or  fawning,  for  we 
ii  mete  out  an  equal  measure  of  justice  to 
th.  I  consider  the  state  of  things  produced  by 
e  non-intercourse  as  totally  distinct  from  that 
Ddaced  by  the  proclamation  of  our  late  illus- 
ous  President. 

But  it  is  a  little  extraordinary  that  we  are 
lied  upon  to  volunteer  in  this  business,  in  what, 
cording  to  the  doctrine  of  the  British  diploma- 
ts, is  war  against  France,  without  any  requisi- 
0  made  by  the  British  Minister  here,  or  any 
It  given  that  this  step  is  necessary  or  proper. 
tare  seen  none  suchj  and  therefore  conclude 
It  there  has  been  none.  And,  in  point  of  can- 
r,  if  the  treaty-making  power  does  suppose 
it  it  will  be  of  advantage  that  this  step  should 
taken,  it  would  be  right  that  we  should  hear 
imhim.  As  we  have  not  heard  from  the  Pres- 
et 00  this  subject,  it  is  a  fair  conclusion  that 
does  not  suppose  it  will  be  of  advantage,  but 
disadvantage  to  him. 

Another  thing,  sir.  The  British  Minister's 
;( tpplyiuR  ID  form  might  thus  be  construed, 
eknow  that  he  (Mr.  Erskine)  is  an  honorable 
Qileman,  one  who  will  act  with  the  utmost 
odor  towards  this  Government.  Now  as  some 
(ions  are  in  the  habit  of  using  Grotvta^  Fuffen- 
dfi  and  all  the  other  writers  on  public  law  as 
gines  of  diplomacy,  in  fact,  of  using  vellum, 
rehment,  paper,  and  books,  for  the  purpose  of 


producing  friendly  arrangements  with  those  Gk>v- 
ernments  with  whom  they  come  in  contact,  so 
other  nations  will  use  a  different  mode.  And  if 
the  British  Minister  recollects  the  course  of  con- 
duct pursued  by  otae  great  nation  In  their  man- 
ner of  managing  diplomacy,  it  would  be  very 
candid  in  him  not  to  ask  you  to  produce  such  a 
state  of  thinffs  as  his  Gbvernment  might  take 
advantage  of  I  believe,  if  he  knew  that  such 
was  the  mode  in  which  the  pending  negotiation 
was  to  be  carried  into  effect,  that  he  would  not 
ask  h.    I  am  sore  he  would  not. 

I  think  it  is  the  best  wajr  to  continue  things 
precisely  in  the  state  in  which  they  were  when 
the  arrangement  was  made ;  and  that  more  can- 
not be  asked,  either  as  respects  the  justice  due  to 
Great  Britain  or  fair  play  to  the  officer  man- 
aging the  negotiation. 

Mr.  FiSK. — It  was  my  intention  not  to  have 
troubled  the  House  with  any  remarks  on  the  bill 
now  under  consideration.  I  could  readily  have 
reconciled  it  to  my  feelings  to  have  given  a  silent 
vote  in  favor  of  the  bill,  had  not  so  many  and 
various  objections  been  made  against  it.  But  as 
it  seems  to  be  objectionable,  and  susceptible  of 
so  many  amendments,  in  the  opinion  of  so  many 
gentlemen,  the  House  will  indulge  me,  while  I 
offer  the  reasons  which  will  govern  my  vote. 

This  bill,  for  which  we  were  convened,  has, 
during  the  time  we  have  been  here,  received  as 
yet  but  a  small  portion  of  our  attention;  and  it 
IS  so  important  that  upon  its  passage,  and  the 
principles  it  shall  embrace,  may  depend  the  desti- 
nies of  our  country.  It  deserves  our  immediate 
and  most  serious  attention.  I  hope  it  may  be 
coolly  and  dispassionately  examined,  and  treated 
according  to  its  real  importance.  Its  principles 
have  been  carefully  ana  scrupulousljr  investiga- 
ted by  the  committee  who  reported  it,  or  a  bill 
similar  in  its  provisions,  of  which  committee  I 
had  the  honor  to  be  a  member. 

The  language  is  plain ;  public  ships  are  not 
interdicted.  There  is  but  one  question  to  be  de- 
cided in  disposing  of  this  bill,  and  that  is  respect- 
ing public  ships;  for  I  believe  all  will  agree  to 
renew  the  non-intercourse  act  as  respects  France. 
The  question  is,  what  regulation  shall  we  make 
respecting  public  ships,  and  one  of  three  courses 
is  to  be  pursued  ?  Shall  we  exclude  both,  admit 
both,  or  discriminate  ? 

Tnere  are  many  who  would  be  willing  to  ex- 
clude the  armed  ships  of  every  foreign  Power 
from  our  harbors  and  waters.  And  considering 
what  we  have  suffered  bv  admitting  them,  it  may 
be  well  questioned  whetn^r  it  would  not  be  the 
best  policy  of  this  nation  to  interdict  them  by  a 
permanent  law ;  yet  many  gentlemen  object  to 
this,  as  being  inexpedient  at  this  period.  It  is 
said,  and  it  is  the  principal  argument  ur^ed 
against  it,  that  it  might  embarrass  our  impending 
nesotiations  with  Great  Britain  to  interdict  her 
public  ships  by  this  act.  As  I  feel  as  much  dis- . 
posed  for  an  amicable  adjustment  of  our  differ* 
ences  with  that  nation  as  any  member  of  this 
House,  and  would  be  as  unwilling  to  embarrass  the 
negotiation,  I  would  not  insist  on  this  interdiction*  * 
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It  19  also  said  that  Eaglaod  has  made  repara- 
tion, or  agreed  to  make  reparatioo,  for  ibe  aiy^ret- 
•ioQ  which  caused  the  ioterdictioo  of  her  j>abiie 
ships,  and  that  as  the  cause  no  longer  exists  the 
interdiction  should  cease.  Be- it  §o;  and  may 
we  never  have  fresh  cause  to  renew  it ! 

But,  say  gentlemen,  we  must  not  now  recede 
from  the  ground  we  have  taken  with  respect  to 
France,  we  must  discriminate.  Let  us  for  a 
moment  view  the  ground  we  have  taken— not 
only  as  relates  to  Franc^  but  England  also. 

We  are  not  at  war  with  either  of  the  bellige- 
rents. Our  Ministers  at  their  respective  Courts 
are  endeavoring  to  negotiate,  and  by  n<^Xiation 
to  obtain  redress  for  the  injuries  of  which  we 
complain,  and  whatever  precautionary  measures 
we  might  adopt  would  not  be  deemed  a  viola* 
tton  of  our  neutral  character,  so  long  as  those 
measures  were  equallv  applicable  to  both  the 
belligerents.  We  could  not  be  deemed  to  have 
taken  part  with  either  to  the  prejudice  of  the 
other,  while  no  other  was  benefited  by  our  meas- 
ures. While  British  public  ships  were  interdicted, 
and  our  embargo  existed,  an  offer  was  made  to 
both  the  belligerents  to  resume  our  trade — the 
same  equal  terms  were  tendered  to  both.  The 
nation  refusing  is  left  without  a  cause  of  com- 
plaint against  us^  for  resuming  our  trade  with 
the  nation  accepting  the  ofifer. 

Before  either  nation  does  accept,  America 
ehaoffes  her  position.  The  emimrgo  is  aban- 
donea,  and  a  general  interdiction  of  the  public 
ships  of  England  and  France,  and  a  non- inter- 
course with  these  nations  and  their  dependencies 
is  substituted.  By  this  non*intercourse  act,  the 
particular  interdiction  is  merged  in  a  general  reg- 
ulation. This  was  to  exist  untU  the  end  of  the 
next  session  of  Congress  only.  This  was  virtu- 
ally saying,  that  the  proclamation  interdicting 
British  public  vessels  from  our  waters  for  a  par- 
ticular aggression  shall  be  revoked ;  and  a  jcene- 
ral  municipal  regulation,  over  which  the  Presi- 
dent shall  have  no  controL  shall  be  substituted  in 
its  stead.  It  was  then,  in  order  to  preserve  our 
neutral  character,  necessary  that  this  rule  should 
embrace  both  the  belliserents.  It  may  be  said, 
and  has  indeed  been  frequently  said,  that  the 
reason  of  extending  this  restriction  to  France^ 
was  her  having  burnt  our  vessels  and  impisoned 
our  seamen,  fiut  never,  at  least  in  the  history  of 
diplomacy,  have  cause  and  effect  been  more  dis- 
tant and  unconnected.  France,  on  the  high 
seas,  burns  our  vessels,  and  in  her  own  territories 
imprisons  our  seamen.  We,  at  the  distance  of 
three  thousand  miles,  interdict  our  ports  and 
waters  to  her  public  ships,  which  do  not  or  dare 
not  come  within  five  hundred  leagues  of  the  line 
of  our  interdicted  territory,  and  this  is  to  retali- 
ate for  the  aggression.  Can  this  interdiction  be 
defended  on  this  ground  ?  It  cannot.  There 
must  have  existed  some  other  reason.  It  was  to 
preserve  our  relations  with  the  belligerents  in 
that  state  that  should  be  consistent  with  our  pro- 
fessions of  nei^trality. 
Had  the  interdiction  been  confined  to  British 

vessels  by  this  law,  what  would  Great  Bxitaio 


have  said  to  this  discrimination  ?    In  vain  might 
we  have  told  her  that  we  meant  to  preserve  oqi 
neutral  character,  and  not  to  take  a  part  with  her 
enemies  in  the  war  against  her.    Our  acts  woald 
have  been  directly  opposed  to  our  professioos. 
With  this  discriminating,  permanent,  manicipal 
law,  could  we  expect  Great  Bdtain  to  treat  with 
us- as  a  neutral?    If  we  did,  we  should  be  dinp- 
pointed.    I^  then,  it  be  inexpedient  to  make  tbis 
discrimination  against  Great  Britain,  how  is  it 
less  so,  when  directed  against  France?    We  are 
to  admit  British  aad  exclude  the  Fieach     And, 
are  we  to  endeavor  to  negotiate,  as  neatmb,  witb 
France,  upon  this  ground,  with  any  reasonable 
prospect  ot  success  ?    It  is  desirable  that  the  cooh 
mercial  intercourse  between  this  country  siul 
France  should  be  restored.  -  Peaca  and  free  trade 
is  the  interest  and  the  object  of  America.    While 
we  throw  wide  open  the  door  of  negotiation  to 
Engjland,  why  should  we  shut  ita^inst  Franeel 
While  we  facilitate  negotiations  with  the  British, 
why  should  we  embarrass  and  prevent  the  stme 
with  the  French.?    I  wish  to  lenTe  the  Execa- 
live  and  treaty-making  powers  of  our  GoTera- 
ment  free  and  uosha^led,  to  enter  on  negotia- 
tion with  both  these  Governments^  under  erery 
advantage  of  success  which  ws  can  give.   Oo 
what  ground  can  this  discrimination  be  defendedl 
You  adopt  this  measure.    Our  Minister  at  Paris 
is  requested  to  explain  it.    Is  there  any  advocat^ 
for  this  discrimination  in  this  Hoose,  who  can 
conceive  the  grounds  upon  which  our  Minister  oi 
oiu  Government  are  to  iusilfy  thta  measnre  witi 
our  relations  of  neutrality  ?     It  cannot  be  de 
fended.    I  am  not  for  yielding  to  either  natioa 
but,  let  our  conduct  be  consistent,  in^Mrtial  sm 
defensible.    If  then,  we  are  to  be  involved  io  i 
war  with  either,  tne  resouices  of  the  couotn 
and  the  hearts  of  our  citizens  will  sopport  tb^ 
Government,  and  we  need  not  be  afraid  of  ih 
world.    But  those  men,  or  that  Administratioi 
that  will,  upon  a  mere  useless,  punetilaous  poioi 
of  etiquette,  commit  the  peace  and  happiness  o 
this  country  to  the  ravages  of  war.  will  meet  thi 
indignation,  and  feel  the  vengeance  of  the  iotd 
ligent  citizens  of  the  conntry.    This  temerir 
would  meet  its  merited  punishment    The  peop^ 
of  America  can  see,  and  will  judge  for  thed 
selves;  they  can  readily  dtscem  the  difference  Ih 
tween  shadow  and  substance ;  they  are  neither  t 
be  deceived  or  trifled  with,  eapeeinlly  on  subject 
of  such  immense  oMment  to  their  liberties  an 
happiness. 

Let  me  ask  gentlemen  what  poastUe  bene6t  i 
to  .result  to  this  country  from  this  diaerimioatiD 
resolution  ?  Is  it  to  keep  the  scene  of  naval  actio 
at  a  distance  from  our  terriioriea  ?  During  ti: 
late  war.  no  naval  engafement  has  taken  plai 
between  these  Powers,  m  our  waters,  unless 
was  the  combat  between  the  Ambuscade  ao 
Boston,  in  1794,  off  New  York.  None  is  to  I 
apprehended.  As  well  might  we  apprehend  tbi 
the  Continental  Powers  would  maJce  Louisian 
the  theatre  of  action.  It  cannot  be  required  1 
secure  us  from  a  danger  so  remote  as  renders  it 
sulyect  of  neither  fear  nor  probability.    Is  it  ' 


425 


HISTORY  OF  CONGRBSS. 


4^ 


Ji«t,lM«. 


IWtl'^MtH€TCOUT96m 


H.ofR. 


prereot  trespasses  and  aggressions?  Let  those 
who  bare  seen  the  public  ships  of  France  on  oar 
cotst  during  the  late  revolutions,  say  whether 
danger  is  really  to  be  apprehended  from  this  quar- 
ter, especially  when  we  reflect  on  the  state  of  her 
BATal  force.  For  what  purpose  is  it,  then,  to  be 
adopted  ?  No  good  can,  bat  much  evil  mayj  re* 
suit  from  it  Will  any  one  say  that  dur  relations 
with  England  require  it  ?  None  acquainted  with 
the  views  that  Qovemment  has  of  the  subject 
can  say  so.  America  complains  of  the  restrie- 
tioDs  of  her  trade  by  the  orders  and  decrees  of 
the  belligerents.  France  and  England  retaliate 
apoB  each  other  this  system  of  restriction,  and 
botii  call  on  America  to  resist ;  bat,  how?  By 
interdicting  oar  waters  to  their  public  ships  ?  No, 
truly;  to  restrain  this  unwarrantable  system  of 
warfare  by  those  means  which  we  command,  and 
which  mav  operate  upon  the  interests  of  the  a^- 
iressor.  What  are  these?  Interdicting  their 
public  vessels  from  oar  waters  ?  No;  howwoold^ 
this  affect  France?  She  has  no  occasion  for  our 
liospitaiity.  It  never  could  be  considered  an  ob- 
ject with  her  that  we  should  deny  to  her  the  use 
of  that  which  was  neither  asked  for  nor  wanted 
hj  her.  This  measure  could  never  be  deemed, 
either  by  England  or  France,  a  measure  of  re- 
sistance to  their  blockading  decrees.  It  would, 
and  must  be  absard  and  riaieuloas.  if  contended 
for  in  this  point  of  view.  How  aas  resistance 
1)een  widied  ?  By  restrictions  on  our  trade.  In 
this  way,  and  in  this  only,  can  we  affect  the  in- 
ttrest  of  the  aggressor.  A  non-intercourse  is  the 
only  effectoal  means  in  the  power  of  America  to 
ttsist  these  oajustifiable  orders,  nnless  we  take 
an  aetive  part  in  the  war,  which  is  neither  re- 
quired nor  to  be  expected,  at  least,  by  either  of 
the  belligerents. 

Oar  trade  is  the  engine  by  which  We  are  to 

nise  these  orders.    But,  we  shall  recede  without 

cause  from  like  ground  we  have  taken,  it  is  urged. 

Why  have  we  receded  from  resisting  British  or- 

^?   We  haTe  a  promise.    Have  we  not  the 

nine  from  France?     The  Milan  Decree  was 

iwmded  on  the  orders  of  the  11th  of  November. 

When  these  are  repealed,  the  basis  of  this  decree 

is  gone.    Is  nothing  due  to  this  declaration  of 

the  French  Government  ?    Sfaatl  we  not  wait  a 

moment,  to  see  what  course  will  be  now  pursued 

h  the  French  Government  after  the  relaxation 

W  the  British  ?    What  is  the  benefit,  which,  in 

(rery  possible  case,  is  to  result  to  us  from  this 

^ucriminating  restriction?     None.    Much  evil 

Bay.   It  may  break  up  our  ne|[otiations  with 

fiance,  and  in  all  probability  wiil ;  for.  it  can 

neither  be  explained  or  justiied  by  any  national 

Qpediency  or  diplomatic  ingenuity. 

Perhaps  a  negotiation  is  now  in  train  With  the 

Prencb  Government,  and  a  messenger  may  be  on 

^  way,  with  demtches,  to  this  country. 

The  French  Minister  here,  finds  us  discrimi* 
luting  between  the  British  and  his  own  Govern- 
iDent,  and  to  the  expense,  if  you  please,  of  the 
latter.  Would  he  feel  himself  authorized  to  pro- 
teed,  without  fbrther  and  additional  instructions? 
Sorely  not. 


If  gentlemen  wish  for  peace  npon  honori^Ma 
terms;  if  they  will  not.  for  a  punctilio,  sacrifice 
oar  neutral  character.  I  hope  they  will  unite  in 
favor  of  this  bill. 

The  advocates  of  this  bill  may  be  charged  with 
being  under  French 'influence;  but.  my  own  views 
and  feelings  justify  me  against  tnis  imputation. 
My  God,  who  knows  my  heart,  knows  that  rn- 
stead  of  cherishing  I  deplore,  and,  as  sincerely  as 
any  one,  deprecate  foreign  pied i lections. 

The  Senate,  the  treaty-making  power,  bare 
passed  this  unanimously,  and  after  much  deliber- 
ation. This  consideration  has  great  weight  with 
me  ;  for,  the  subject  of  this  bill  is  under  the  con- 
trol of  the  treaty-making  power.  A  subject  of 
this  natnre  and  moment,  would  never  have  passed 
the  otner  branch  of  the  Legislature  without  deep 
and  mature  reflection.  Having  thus  passed,  and 
unanimouslv,  can  we  expect  they  will  agree  to 
the  proposed  amendment,  which  changes  the  very 
nature  and  principles  of  the  bill;  and,  if  they 
should  agree  to  it,  that  the  President,  who,  I  re- 
peat, cannot  justify  it  in  his  diplomatic  instruc- 
tions, would  sanction  the  law? 

If  this  bill  should  not  pass  the  three  branches, 
and  we  thus  abandon  the  ground  we  have  taken, 
can  we  expect  onr  negotiations  with  England 
will  progress  to  a  favorable  termination?  We 
are,  as  a  nation,  pledged  to  continue  the  noii- 
intercourse  with  that  nation  which  continues  her 
orders ;  but  not  so  with  the  interdiction  of  publm 
vessels.  One  is  a  municipal  regulation,  the  other 
a  public  law? 

To  the  amendment,  I  aih  decidedly  opposed. 
I  hope  we  may  pass  the  bill  as  it  came  from  the 
Senate.  I  ^m  prepared  to  vote  for  it,  and  I  have 
taken  the  liberty  of  stating  some  of  the  reasons 
which  have  operated  on  mv  mind.  I  have  gone 
into  them  more  at  length  tnan  I  intended.  The 
House  will  consider  the  principles  of  the  bill  very 
important,  and  in  this  consideration  may,  perhaps, 
find  an  apology  for  the  time  I  have  clained  their 
indulgence. 

Mr.  BtrnwEtL  said  he  deemed  it  in  some  dia- 
gree  his  duty  to  make  some  remarks  on  the  bill 
before  the  House.  He  intended  to  vote  a^ainit 
both  the  amendments  proposed  to  the  bill.  I 
think  (said  Mr.  B.)  that  if  my  colleague  who 
moved  the  first  amendment  (Mr.  Sheffet,)  had 
taken  that  view  of  this  subject  which  might  have 
been  presented  to  his  mind,  he  would  not  hare 
found  such  error  in  the  coarse  proposed  to  be 
.pursued.  He  seems  to  have  taken  another 
ground,  when  by  the  clearest  demonstration  It 
might  have  been  shown  that  the  system  proposed 
is  one  of  impartiality  to  the  belligerent  Powers  of 
Europe.  It  will  be  i*ecollected  by  gentlemen  6f 
this  House,  that  at  the  time  the  exclusion  of 
French  armed  ships  took  ]^Iace,  it  was  upon  the 
express  ground  that  the  British  Government  ob- 
jected to  come  to  an  accommodation  ^ith  us, 
oeeause  we  excluded  her  vessels  and  nominally 
admitted  those  of  her  enemy.  On  that  ground  I 
venture  to  say  that  the  exclusion  took  place ;  b^ 
cause,  at  the  time  that  it  took  place,  it  was  con- 
sidered a  measure  absohitely  favoring  Great  Brit- 
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»io,  yet  not  iojuring  France  by  «  nomioal  pro- 
hibition of  the  entrance  of  her  vessels.  It  was 
atated  that  there  was  not  perhaps  in  the  course 
of  a  year  a  single  French  public  armed  vessel  in 
the  harbors  of  the  United  States.  Have  we  any 
French  frigates  now  in  our  seas?  None.  Is 
there  any  probability  that  there  will  be  any  ?  No, 
sir ;  for  France  having  now  lost  her  West  India 
islands,  if  her  vessels  are  freely  admitted,  it  is 
probable  that  there  would  not,  in  the  course  of 
five  years,  be  a  single  French  vessel  within  our 
waters.  As  the  exclusion  would  be  perfectly 
nominal,  I  would  not  adopt  anything  to  prevent 
a  settlement  of  our  differences  with  France.  I 
am  not  now  sanguine  in  my  belief  that  we  shall 
settle  our  differences  with  her;  for  every  one 
acquahited  with  that  Government  know^l  fear, 
that  it  is  not  to  be  diverted  from  its  object  by 
any  arrangement  we  may  make.  But  I  would 
do  away  every  possible  justificatioii  that  could 


be  urged  by  France  for  not  meeting  our  over-,  ^ an  eoual  fooling  was  all  that  was  required.   Did 


of  the  negotiation  to  admit  English  vesseb.  I 
have  seen  nothing  of  the  kind,  ii  it  exist ;  aodl 
call  upon  gentlemen  to  point  it  out.  Why  doit, 
then  ?  It  may  be  considered  a  concession ;  ud 
certainly  manifests  that  disposition  which  we  feel 
to  settle  all  the  points  of  difference  in  agitation 
betwixt  us.  And  here  I  beg  leave  to  say  that, 
accordinff  to  the  most  explicit  declarations  of  the 
British  Minister,  you  would  not  give  the  smillett 
umbrage  by  pursuing  that  course.  On  this  sob- 
ject  Mr.  B.  quoted  a  speech  of  Mr.. Stevens  ia 
the  British  Parliament.  If  we  were  to  be  gov- 
erned  by  reference  to  expressions  which  existed 
in  that  country  of  our  partiality  to  France,  it  did 
Appear  to  him  that  this  speech  was  entitled  to 
weiffht,  because  it  justified  the  course  proposed  by 
the  bill,  and  stated  a  position  which  the  British 
Government  admitted  was  all  that  could  be  re- 
quired from  a  neutral  State.  From  this  speech 
it  appeared  that  placing  the  two  belligerents  oo 


tures  for  peace.  This  conduct  would  produce  at 
home  more  union  among  our  citizens;  and,  when 
our  rights  are  attacked  without  a  pretence  for 
their  infraction,  there  can  be  but  one  sentiment 
in  the  nation.  I  have  always  determined  to  ad- 
mit British  vessels  as  far  as  my  vote  would  go ; 
and  should  the  House  determine  to  exclude 
Prench  vessels  I  should  still  vote  for  the  admis- 
sion of  English  vessels,  because  their  former  ex- 
clusion has  been  so  artfullv  managed  by  the  Brit- 
ish Government,  and  the  doctrine  has  been  so  ad- 
mitted by  the  presses  in  this  country^  as  to  give 
rise  to  the  most  unjustifiable  conduct  ever  pur- 
sued  by  one  nation  towards  another.  As  to  the 
idea  advanced  by  the  gentleman  from  South 
Carolina,  fMr.  Tatlob,;  that,  if  we  do  admit 
them  to  lake  possession  of  our  waters,  they  will 
take  advantage  of  the  privilege  to  our  injury^  in 
negotiation,  it  has  no  force  with  me,  for  this  plain 
reason ;  that,  although  the  exclusion  of  them  from 
our  waters  was  not  carried  into  execution  by 
physical  force,  yet  they  did  not  enter  our  waters, 
which  they  might  have  done,  in  defiance  of  the 

frociamation.  And  why  did  they  not?  Because, 
presume,  they  had  no  desire  to  rouse  the  in- 
dignation of  this  nation,  by  an  opeu  violation  of 
the  laws  of  the  land. 

If,  sir,  you  wish  to  gain  the  advantage  of  union 
at  home,  take  away  every  pretext  for  the  violation 
of  your  rights.  Let  me  ask  if  it  be  not  better  to 
admit  them  ?  By  so  doing  you  give  up  a  princi- 
ple which  does  not  benefit  you,  and  receive  an 
accession  of  physical  strength  by  union  at  home. 
I  do  not  say  that  every  one  will  be  satisfied,  be- 
cause I  have  no  doubt  England  has  agents  in  the 
country,  but  so  few  in  number  as  to  be  unworthy 
of  notice.  If  Great  Britain,  on  the  other  handf, 
attacks  us  when  we  have  taken  away  every  pos- 
sible ground  of  collision  and  violates  her  promise, 
the  people  in  every  part  of  the  country  will  be 
satisfied  that  her  deliberate  obiect  is  to  destroy 
our  commerce.  We  should  nave  no  more  of 
those  party  divisions  which  have  distracted  us 
for  some  months  past. 
It  cannot  be  said  that  we  aire  bound  by  any  part 


not  this  bill  completely  come  up  to  their  wiskesi 
Did  it  not  interdict  all  trade  with  France  under 
the  most  severe- and  heavy  penalties  1  Mr.  E 
said  he  did  not  wish  it  to  be  understood  that  he 
would  shape  his  conduct  by  the  wbhes  of  the 
British  Ministry ;  but,  as  it  had  been  said  ihit 
the  bill  was  somewhat  hostile  to  that  coantrj,  he 
had  quoted  the  speech  of  a  ministerial  member  to 
show  that  no  such  inference  could  be  drawn. 
The  same  person,  in  his  speech,  also  states,  said 
Mr.  B.,  that  the  reason  why  our  offer  in  August 
last  was  not  accepted,  was,  that,  if  it  had  been 
accepted,  such  was  the  situation  of  the  law,  that 
a  commerce  might  always  be  carried  on  with  the 
enemy ;  that,  through  the  ports  in  Europe,  bet 
enemy  might  be  as  efiSciently  supplied  as  if  the 
embargo  did  not  exist  in  relation  to  him.  Bui 
sir,  what  is  now  the  state  of  things  1  If  it  is  pos- 
sible to  operate  on  France  by  commercial  restric- 
tions, let  me  ask  if  this  bill  will  not  accomplish 
that  object  ?  Let  me  ask  if  an  American  vessel 
under  it  can  so  to  any  port  of  France?  It  uot 
only  cuts  off  direct  intercourse,  but  prohibits  the 
importation  of  the  products  of  France ;  and  aof 
attempt  to  carry  on  a  circuitous  commerce  must 
be  inefiectual,  inasmuch  as  the  produce  will  be 
liable  to  seizure  when  it  comes  into  the  ports  of 
the  United  States. 

If,  according  to  the  ideas  of  the  British  Gov- 
ernment itselt;  this  state  of  things  be  a  sufficient 
resistance  to  France,  let  me  ask  of  gentlemen  how 
they  can  infer  a  partiality  to  France  ?  What 
more  can  you  do  ?  If  you  exclude  the  armed  ves- 
sels of  France,  though  it  may  display  a  disposi- 
tion to  injure  her,  I  defy  any  gentleman  to  show 
that  it  can,  in  the  smallest  degree,  coerce  or  affect 
her.  Let  me  call  the  attention  of  gentlemen  to 
the  present  situation  of  Europe.  If  accounts  lately 
received  are  to  be  credited,  we  may  calculate  on 
the  universal  control  of  the  French  Emperor 
over  the  ports  of  Europe.  Is  it  to  our  advantage 
to  be  excluded  from  the  trade  of  the  Cuntinent? 
Is  it  not  known  that  all  the  surplus  product  of  the 
agriculture  of  this  country  finds  iu  vent  on  the 
continent  of  Europe  ?    Is  it  not  known  that,  of 
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the  whole  of  oar  tobacco,  xeven  out  of  eight  p^rts 
are  coDsumed  oq  the  Continent?  That  or  our 
eotton,  at  least  one-half  finds  its  market  there? 
Does  not  flour  find  a  great  proportion  of  its  con- 
iQmptioD  on  the  Continent?  This  cannot  be 
denied.  Then,  let  me  ask  of  ^ntUmen,  whether 
it  be  so  much  to  our  advantage  to  exclude  this 
trade ;  tod,  if  not,  why  we  should  take  a  step 
which  can  do  France  no  injury,  but  which  may, 
and  probably  would,  be  made  a  pretext  for  cut- 
tiDg  off  so  valuable  a  part  of  our  trade  ?  With 
respect  to  partiality  to  France,  let  me  call  upon 
the  geotleman  from  Virginia,  or  any  other,  to 
show  if,  from  the  conduct  of  the  United  States, 
any  such  thing  can  be  inferred.  Look  at  our  rel- 
ative situation.  Hare  we  opened  our  ports  to  her 
traders?  Hav^  we  renewed  commercial  inter- 
course with  her?  Let  me  ask,  which  have  we 
placed  in  the  best  situation,  France  or  England  ? 
kvery  gentleman  must  answer — England.  Whilst 
she  gets  all  our  commerce,  her  enemy  is  wholly 
eiciaded  from  any  participation  in  it. 

There  is  another  point  of  view  in  which  this 
subject  may  be  considered.  So  far  as  French 
commerce  is  excluded,  I  contend  that  it  cannot 
lie  cause  of  war,  because  you  have  a  right  to  re- 
strict your  commerce  in  any  manner  you  please, 
if  France  will  not  trade  with  you  on  liberal  terms, 
y4)Q  have  a  right  to  say  that  you  will  not  trade 
with  her  at  all ;  and  this  would  not  be  cause  for 
war,  or  an  act  for  which  she  could,  in  justice, 
attackvon.  What  was  the  non-importation  act 
IS  to  England  ?  Not  an  act  of  war,  not  an  act 
which  she  has  any  right  to  resent ;  it  was  a  mere 
maoicipai  regulation.  Apply  the  same  principle 
to  France.  Ifshe  will  not  permit  intercourse  on 
terms  of  liberality  and  reciprocity,  you  have  a 
ri?ht  to  prohibit  intercourse  partially  or  gener- 
tliy.  In  so  doing,  no  man  would  have  the  hardi- 
hood to  say  that  you  had  commenced  the  contro- 
versy with  France.  But  one  sentiment  on  the 
wbject  will  pervade  the  country,  and  that  will 
M  resistance.  It  strikes  me,  sir,  that,  if  the  House 
were  disposed,  ttMtoTi/er,  to  go  to  war  with  France, 
they  should  take  the  course  pointed  out  by  the 
imendment.  I  acknowledge  that  the  conduct  of 
that  nation  does  justify  war  \  that  is  to  say,  that 
ifiaoya  war  has  been  commenced  since  the  foun- 
dation of  the  world,  with  less  provocation  and 
for  less  cause.  But  it  ought  to  be  observed  that 
ve  are  a  peaceful  nation  ;  war  is  not  congenial  to 
wr  habits.  The  point  of  view  in  which  I  consider 
the  sabject,  is,  tb^t  if  you  exclude  French  armed 
vessels  now,  they  must  consider  you  as  having 
commenced  a  war  with  them.  If  you  are  for 
ftr,and  think  this  the  proper  time  to  commence 
'•;Diake  this  discrimination.  Let  me  ask  gentle- 
j^cn  whether  the  partial  exclusion  of  British  pub- 
^'  vessels,  in  the  first  instance,  and  their  total  ex- 
clusion, in  the  second  instance,  were  not  produced 
t>yoairages  within  our  waters?  Certainly.  And  is 
not  the  probabilitv  of  the  repetition  of  item  now 
a«  strong  as  ever 7  "  Unquestionably  it  is;  and  so 
«Mhe  admission  of  British  armed  vessels  may  be 
considered  a  concession.  On  this  subject  of  par- 
tialiiy  lo  France,  I  will  observe,  that  I  believe  that 


a  great  part  of  the  hostility  of  the  British  Govern- 
ment to  this  country  has  been  produced  by  this 
charge  made  here,  in  the  first  instance,  and  repeated , 
there;  and  that  gentlemen  anxious  to  prevent  a  war 
with  Britain,  have  done  more  to  accelerate  it  by* 
this  charse,  than  by  any  course  of  conduct  which, 
they  could  have  adopted.    Is  it  not  within  the 
recollection  of  every  gentleman  who  has  attended 
to  the  politics  of  this  country  for  eight  years  past, 
that  this  cry  has  been  as  strong  throughoiit,  as  it 
has  been  during  any  period  of  the  existence  of  the 
embargo  ?    From  1796^  down  to  the  present  day, 
a  part  of  the  people  of  this  country  have  been 
charged  with  French  partiality ;  and  when  the 
change  of  Government  took  place,  which  sta- 
tioned us  at  the  head  of  it,  the  papers  teemed  with 
the  assertion  that  we  were  partial  to  France.   For 
gayself,  I  believe  that  a  great  part  of  the  hoa» 
tility  of  the  British  Government  towards  us  hcv 
grown  out  of  the  unfortunate  state  of  parlies  in 
this  country.    When  the  charge  of  partiality  to 
France  is  considered,  it  must  strike  every  one  as 
the  most  absurd  and  unfounded  that  could  be 
urged.    Let  gentlemen  look  at  their  neighbor^ 
friends,  and  connexions,  whom  they  have  thus 
accused,  who  have  so  much  at  stake  in  the  coun- 
try, and'how  can  they  reconcile  it  to  themselves 
to  conceive  that  they  have  any  attachment  to  any 
foreign  country  ?    A  particular  species  of  papers' 
of  this  country  alone  circulate  in  England.  From 
these  the  Ministry  derived  their  information;  and 
any  person  reading  them,  must  suppose  that  a 
great  portion  of  the  citizens  of  this  country  are 
devotedly  attached  to  France,  caring  nothing 
for  their  own  country.    It  is  not,  therefore,  sur« 

g rising  that  this  jealousy  has  existed  in  Great 
tritain. 

During  all  oar  difierencea  with  the  British  Gov- 
ernment, it  has  always  been  in  the  power  of  that 
Government  to  renew  cotnmercial  intercourse 
with  us,  without  a  sacrifice  of  a  single  right.  I 
have  thought  that  we  were  rather  disposed  to  yield 
rights  of  importance  for  the  sake  ofaccommoda- 
lion.  You  have  given  up  various  claims^  and  yet. 
when  we  were  struggling  for  the  abandonment  oi 
the  Orders  in  Council,  and  nothinj^  else,  she  had 
the  art  to  make  a  great  portion  of  the  people  of 
this  country  believe  that  we  were  struggling  to 
destroy  her  very  existence.  She  has  now  given  up 
more  than  we  have  asked,  and  yet,  not  surrendered 
one  iota  of  her  just  rights,  but  merely  abstained 
from  the  prosecution  of  a  principle,  which,  if  car- 
ried into  efiect,  would  have  reduced  us  to  the  most 
iespicable  state  of  colonization.  My  object,  here  to- 
fore,  has  been  to  prevent  the  existence  of  any  point 
of  etiquette  to  a  settlement.  It  was  said,  however, 
that  a  mere  point  of  etiquette  prevented  a  settle- 
ment with  England.  Sir,  whenever  we  are  com- 
pelled to  go  to  war,  let  us  do  it  on  grounds  on 
which  it  is  impossible  for  Americans  to  hesitate. 
I  do  contend  that  we  ought  to  try  if  it  is  not  pos* 
sible,  by  faithfully  discharging  the  duties  which 
we  owe  to  ourselves,  and  maintaining  a  correct 
position,  to  keep  peace  with  France  and  with 
England  also. 
I  do  hope,  from  what  I  have  said,  that  no  one 
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will  suppose  that  I  should  be  goveroed  in  my  cqD' 
4uct  by  the  policy  of  England  or  France :  I  wish 
to  be  governed  exclusively  by  our  ewn  policy.  If 
England  does  us  an  injury,  let  us  resist  it.  If 
France  does  us  an  injury,  let  us  resist  her  While 
considering  the  subject  in  this  point  of  view,  I  am 
not  much  in  hopes  of  producing^  the  result  which 
we  hope  for,  because  I  am  afraid  that  the  policy 
of  France  is  already  decided  on. 

Another  idea  has  suggested  itself  to  my  mind, 
which  I  think  merits  consideration.  Let  it  be 
recollected,  that,  on  the  15th  of  March,  a  great 
many  of  our  vessels  went  to  the  continent  of  Eu- 
rope ;  and^  I  am  informed  by  gentlemen  whose 
authority  is  to  be  relied  on,  that  the  shipments  of 
colonial  produce  have  been  enormous.  Where 
can  it  have  gone?  Not  to  Qreat  Britain^because 
there  it  is  as  plentiful  as  here.  It  must,  then,  have 
.gone  to  the  Continent.  Suppose  fifty  vessels  ha^ 
igone  to  Amsterdam ;  the  insurance  against  sea 
Tisk  is  five  per  cent. ;  in  consideration  of  the  risk 
in  port,  there  is  an  additional  insurance  of  seven 
per  cent.  Now,  sir,  would  you  not  do  extreme 
injustice  to  the  merchants  and  insurance  offices 
by  taking  a  step  which  would  infallibly  insure 
the  condemnation  of  all  your  property  7  I  ask 
whether  it  would  not  be  injuring  them  materi- 
ally ?  because  these  vessels  left  your  ports  under 
a  state  of  things  very  different  from  that  which  it 
is  proposed  to. create;  and,  by  changing  it,  you 
will  infallibly  cause  the  loss  of. all  this  property. 
At  this  time,  it  is  probable  that  the  shipments  are 
sreater,  even,  than  they  were  on  the  15th  March. 
The  merchants,  finding  the  colonial  produce  use- 
less'here,  (for,  unless  they  can  find  a  foreign  mar- 
ket for  it.  it  is  of  comparatively  little  value,)  ship 
it  off  to  Europe,  rather  than  risk  the  total  loss  of 
it  by  keeping  it. 

As  I  before  said,  I  have  always  been  in  favor  of 
admitting  British  ve^els;  for  I  wouI(l  have  peace 
with  that  nation,  if  possible.  I  never  have  hesi- 
tated on  that  subject,  because  I  wish  to  take  away 
every  possible  pretext  for  quarrel.  If  she  is  dis- 
posed to  do  us  justice,  I  am  not  disposed  to  pre- 
vent it.  If  all  our  wealth  and  strength  were  con- 
fined within  the  walls  of  anv  particular  town, 
the  admission  of  armed  vessels  might  be  a  mat- 
ter of  serious  doubt.  Let  it  be  recollected  that 
we  have  an  immense  extent  of  coast  and  innu- 
merable seaports  which  she  might  attack ;  and  I 
never  would  prevent  an  adjustment  by  a  measure 
which  can  be  of  no  real  efficacy,  and  which  may 
do  a  vast  deal  of  harm.  I  would  reason  in  the 
same  manner  with  respect  to  France.  I  wouj^ 
make  peace  with  her.  if  we  can ;  but  I  would  not 

?uarrel  with  England  to  please  her.  any  more  than 
would  quarrel  with  France  to  please  England. 
If  the  proposed  step  be  taken,  however,  all  the  pro- 
perty which  has  left  this  countrj  for  the  ports  on 
the  Continent,  since  the  15th  of  March  last,  is  as 
certainly  confiscated  as  it  has  touched  those  ports. 
Mr.  LivERMORE  wished  gentlemen  to  confine 
themselves  to  the  point  in  debate.    For  what 

Surpose  were  old  transactions  now  brought  up? 
'or  what  purpose  did  gentlemen  say  that  Brit- 
ain was  milled?-    I  might    say  the  same  of 


France,  said  Mr.  L.  But  I  could  not  probably 
convince  the  gentleman,  or  he  me.  The  real  ques- 
tion is  on  the  last  amendment  proposed,  which 
appears  to  have  for  its  object  to  get  rid  of  tlie 
motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  (Mr. 
Sbeffey.)  The  meaning  of  the  ameDdmentl 
take  to  be,  that  there  has  not  been  a  satisfactory 
adjustment  of  our  differences  with  Great  Brit- 
ain ;  whether  it  be  considered  in  that  or  any 
other  point  of  view  I  cannot  admit  it.  Iconieod 
that,  as  the  two  countries  stand  in  relatioo  to 
each  other,  we  are  at  peace;  and  whether  an  en- 
voy is  or  is  not  sent  out  here  does  not  lead  to  any 
event  by  the  law  of  nations.  Still  we  should  be 
at  peace.  Now,  fls  I  said  the  other  day,  I  am  not 
anxious  whether  the  bill  which  came  from 
the  Senate  be  adopted  or  not ;  it  is  a  meastire 
which  the  majority  may  take  on  their  own  sboal- 
ders.  A  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  lias  io* 
fierred  that  it  is  the  opinion  of  the  Executive  of 
the  United  States,  that  this  act  is  correct.  If  I 
knew  this  to  be  the  fact,  it  would  completely 
alter  my  opinion  on  the  subject,  for  if  peace  be 
preserved,  1  care  not  in  what  way — but  I  am  not 
for  doinff  away  what  we  have  already  done,  for 
fear  it  should  offend  sister  France. 

A  great  deal  has  been  said  about  its  beiogoor 
interest  to  keep  peace  with  France.  I  feel  that 
as  much  as  any  one;  and  if  peace  can  be  preserred, 
we  certainly  ought  to  do  it.  But  I  would  oot  do 
a  wrong  act  because  I  wish  for  peace. 

Declarations  made  oil  the  floor  of  Parliament 
have  been  introduced  here  as  authority.  I  muit 
observe,  whilst  gentlemen  lug[  these  in,they  would 
be  very  angry  at  the  other  side  of  the  Hoase  for 
doing  It.  And  to  what  did  the  quotation  amount? 
To  this :  that  as  long  as  the  decrees  jof  France 
exist  we  ought  to  resist  them.  It  is  admitted 
that  an  indiscriminate  admission  or  exclusion  is 
not  a  breach  of  neutrality.  But,  considering  the 
whole  circumstances  of  the  non-iotercourse  act. 
can  the  United  States,  consistently  with  good 
faith  and  with  the  true  line  which  tney  ought  to 
pursue,  or  with  the  interests  of  Great  Britain, 
or  what  she  has  a  right  \o  expect,  impair  one  part 
of  the  obligation  more  than  another?  I  con- 
ceive that  the  resistance  to  decrees  and  orders  in 
the  first  instance  was  the  interdiction  of  public 
ships ;  and,  secondly,  the  interdiction  of  com- 
merce. And  although  the  terms  of  the  agree- 
ment do  not  point  out  expressly  that  the  interdic- 
tion shall  cease,  yet  I  contend  that,  as  to  good 
faith,  it  was  intended  it  should  cease  with  the 
renewal  of  intercourse. 

As  to  the  negotiations  carrying  on  with  France, 
I  wish  to  know  whether  or  not  it  is  not  as  inju- 
rious to  France  to  interdict  her  private  ships  as 
to  interdict  her  public  armed  vessels  ?  If  so,  the 
interdiction  of  her  armed  vessels  will  not  add  tc 
her  complaints.  An  argument  is  urged  thai 
France  knew  what  we  had  done  at  the  time  the 
messenger  went  out  in  the  Mentor,  and  that  the 
interdiction  of  her  armed  vessels  now,  before  the 
return  of  the  messen^^er,  would  essentially  change 
the  relation  in  which  we  stand  to  each  other. 
This  argument  would  apply,  just  as  much  to  tJie 
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rbole  Don-iDtercoiirse  bUl,  as  to  this  feature  of  it ; 
od,  if  correct,  would  supersede  this  wholly ;  for, 
f  we  have  do  right  to  enact  over  again  against 
France,  provisions  which  do  not  extend  to  Great 
iritaio,  we  must  let  the  Don-intercourse  act  die 
y  its  own  limitation.  What  I  contend  for,  is 
imply  this:  thai  this  act,  which  was  resistance 
0  the  arbitrary  decrees  of  both  nations,  when  one 
as  ceased  its  orders,  should  still  he  left  in  opera- 
Ion  against  the  other. 

Another  argument  has  been  used  against  dis- 
riraiaation,  viz  :  that  France  has  no  public  arm- 
d  ships.  If  this  is  the  case,  gentlemen  need  not 
e  alarmed  9  for,  if  they  cannot  come  here,  we 
leed  Dot  be  afraid  of  their  resentment,  because 
re  will  not  admit  them.  Bat  we  know  that  her 
iroisers  can  steal  out  of  iheir  ports,  go  into  for- 
i^o  seas,  and  destroy  our  trade  in  spite  of  the 
hips  of  Great  Britaiii.  If  an  American  vessel 
las  British  property  on  board,  or  has  been  spoken 
>y  a  British 'cruiser,  a  French  public  armed  ves- 
«1  is  bound  to  make  prize  of  her.  This  being 
he  czse^  let  us  for  a  moment  consider  the  subject 
is  respects  outselves.  Our  feelings  ought  to  be 
or  oorselves  and  our  country.  Here  is  a  nation 
laviog  public  ships,  having  a  right  to  come  into 
roar  ports.  Does  it  comport  with  our  honor  and 
ligoity  to  admit  into  our  ports  and  harbors  the 
rery  vessels  destroying  our  commerce  ?  Not  to 
p  ID  to  an  inquiry  what  has  been  the  fact  hereto- 
ore,  but  what  may  be  now — if  you  pass  a  law 
hat  a  French  frigate  may  come  into  your  waters 
uid  partake  of  your  hospitalities,  wnere  is  the' 
obligation  that  it  may  not  take  advantage  of  the 
tpporioDity  to  make  its  prey  more  sure  by  watcb- 
l&i;  it  in  port  and  then  ^oing  out  and  entrapping 
it?  If,  from  the  intoxication  of  the  man  who 
rales  the  destinies  of  the  nations  of  £arope,  he 
Joes  Dot  feel  disposed  to  treat  wkh  us  on  terms  of 
leeiprocity,  that  circumstance  should  have  no 
effect  oDOor  measures.  But  the  question  on  that 
poiat  is  no  doubt  already  settled ;  time  sufficient 
has  been  nliowed  for  the  vessel  to  go  and  receive 
to  SDswer  to  the  instruction  sent  to  our  Minis- 
trr.  I  certainly  would  so  far  respect  myself  as  to 
fulfill  what  I  conceive  to  be  p;ood  faith  toward 
both,  without  respect  to  the  wish  or  dictation  of 
either. 

As  to  the  amount  of  produce  sent  to  the  Con- 
tioeat,  it  cannot  be  great.  Some  few  may  have 
sdreotured  there  on  desperate  voyages;  but  that 
there  is  much  pro|»ertv  in  jeopanly,  i  cannot  be- 
lieTp,  for  France  is  Inown  to  be,  in  respect  to 
mercaatile  property,  the  lion's  den,  easy  of  access, 
hot  impossiole  to  return.  Those,  therefore,  who 
iuve  risked  their  property  mutt  have  been  ex- 
treiDely  rash. 

If  the  French  Gk>vernment  would  do  us  justice, 
1  should  be  glad ;  if  not,  wte  mast  abide  by  the 
coDseqaences.  We  must  not  do  improper  things 
^caose  they  will  not  do  us  justice.  It  is  proper 
^at  we  should  assert  what  we  conceive  to  oeoiir 
fights.  I  believe,  however,  that  the  question  of 
peace  with  France  will  not  turn  on  this  bill.  I 
beliefe  the  point  to  be  already  settled*  If  it  be 
^ot,aQd  the  ezduaionof  French  %rmed  vesseb 


would  be  an  impediment  to  it.  tbesanae  objeettoii 
would  be  valid- against  the  whole  bill. 

Mr.  HoLLAiin  asked  the  indulgence  of  the 
House  whilst  he  stated  a  few  reasons  why  he 
should  vote  for  the  amendment  under  considera- 
tiour  It  had  been  asked  whether  it  was  consist- 
ent with  the  honor  of  this  nation  to  admit  French 
ships  within  our  waters.  Mr.  H.  said,  he  would 
answer,  that,jis  thin^  now  stood,  he  did  not  coa- 
sider  it  consistent  with  our  honor  and  dignity  so 
to  do ;  and  the  reason  why,  was,  that  that  Gk>v- 
ernment  had  done  sundry  injurious  acts  towards 
this  nation  for  which  it  had  not  made  repara- , 
tion,  nor  even  intimated  an  intention  of  ooiog' 
so.  He  therefore  answered  that  it  was  inconsist- 
ent to  admit  the  vessels  of  France  within  oor 
waters.  It  was  in  consequence  of  injuries  which 
they  had  done,  according  to  my  conception,  that  J 
voted  for  their  exclusion.  I  was  not  influenced 
to  vote  for  the  prohibition  of  the  ships  of  France 
from  coming  i»to  our  waters  by  aay  desire  to 
produce  an  equality  in  our  relations  with  the  bel- 
ligerents. It  was  no  impression  of  that  kind  that 
influenced  my  vote ;  ana  yet  I  voted  that  French 
ships  of  war  should  not  come  into  oor  waters.  It 
was  not  the  opinions  of  editors  of  newspapers,  or 
theclanoors  of  individuals,  tbat  influenced  my  vote, 
and  I  hope  they  never  will.  I  think  that  every 
gentleman,  on  taking  his  seat  in  this  House,  should 
consider  himself  beyond  suspicion.  Theonly  ques- 
tion for  the  consideration  of  the  members  of  this 
House,  when  a  measure  is  presented  to  them,  is  the 
expediency  of  it  j  and  on  that  groand  alone,  f 
voted  for  the  exclusion  of  French  ships  or  of  Brit- 
ish ships,  I  was  chiefly  influenced  to  vote  for  the 
exclusion  of  British  armed  ships  by  the  variety 
of  acts  committed  in  our  waters,  and  the  ^at 
disposition  which  she  had  shown  to  commit  the 
most  wanton  aets  of  treachery.  I  can  say  for 
myself  that  my  conduct  was  only  partially  mflur 
enced  by  the  acts  of  British  officers  within  oar 
waters;  I  had  ia  view  a  variety  of  other  acts 
committed  against  the  rights  of  the  people  of  this 
country.  Supposing  the  affiiir  of  the  Chesapeake 
to  have  been  authorized,  I  never  wish  to  see  the 
British  ships  of  war  within  oor  waters,  till  they 
recede  from  the  right  of  impressment.  I  wished 
the  British  Government  to  know  that  it  was  the 
determination  of  the  major  part  of  the  citizens  of 
the  United  States  to  resist  her  till  she  surrendered 
that  right.  I  think  it  was  a  sacrifice  of  the  di|^- 
nity  of  the  Uoiied  States  to  receive  British  ves- 
sels so  long  as  they  committed  those  acts.  It  was 
therefore  that  I  voted  to  exclude  them. 

It  ia  said,  by  the  gentleman  last  up,  that  we  are 
at  peace  with  Great  Britain.  Does  it  follow,  from 
that,  that  they  are  entitled  to  all  the  rishuof  hoe* 
pitality  that  one  nation  could  possibly  show  to 
another  ?  Certainly  not.  We  ought  yet  to  hold 
up  some  indication  tbat  we  are  not  perfectly  ree- 
onciJed  to  them.  When  they  abandon  the  out- 
rageous principles  which  govern  that  nation  with 
respect  to  neutrals ;  when  they  abandon  the  prae> 
tice  of  impressment;  when  they  make  restitntioa 
for  spoliations  of  our  trade ;  we  will  hold  the  hand 
of  feUowshif  to  them.    It  a  not  enough  for  me 
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to  hear  the  British  Minister  ny  that  an  Envoy 
Extraordinary  is  to  come  oat  and  settle  all  differ- 
ences. I  have  heard  something  like  this  loog  a^o. 
I  heard  that  a  Minister  was  to  be  sent  oat  to  make 
reparation  for  the  affair  of  the  Chesapeake.  We 
have  experience  on  this  subject.  Have  we  for- 
got that  everything  which  accompanied  that  mis- 
sion was  evidence  that  the  British  Government 
was  not  sincere,  and  .that  it  did  jiot  intend  to 
accommodate  1  When  I  see  an  abandonment  by 
Great  Britain  of  the  principles  destructive  to  neu- 
trality, I  can  consent  to  admit  that  nation  to  the 
rights  of  hospitalitv. 

If  we  pass  this  bill  as  it  now  is,  the  British  Gov- 
ernment will  see  the  inconsistency  of  it,  and  cer- 
tainly it  will  not  raise  our  reputation  to  a  more 
exalted  pitch  than  before.  The  true  course,  in 
my  opinion,  will  be,  to.  follow  up  our  measures, 
and  not  to  retrograde.  Ehren  had  France  con- 
ducted herself  properly  towards  this  country,  the 
exclusion  of  her  armed  vessels  was  an  act  which 
every  one  will  admit  our  right  to  do ;  but,  as  we 
have  great  ground  of  complaint  against,  that 
nation,  still  stronger  right  have  we  to  do  it.  To 
admit  the  armed  ships  of  France  within  our  wa- 
ters, is,  at  best,  but  a  nominal  favor.  It  is  impos- 
sible that  the  injury  cau  be  forgotten  till  repara- 
tion is  made.  When  the  injuries  done  to  us  are 
repaired,  then,  and  not  till  then,  would  I  open  the 
waters  of  the  United  .States  in  respect  to  France. 

Why  did  we  vote  a  prohibition  of  our  waters 
to  British  ships?  Because  of  injuries  received. 
'  Have  they  been  repaired  1  No,  sir ;  to  my  mind 
they  have  said  nothiDg  conclusive  or  satisfactory 
as  to  abandoning  any  ground  they  had  taken. 
What  would  be  the  feelings  of  any  American,  if 
a  fleet  of  British  vessels  were  to  come  up  the  Po- 
tomac, immediately  after  the  passage  ot  this  act, 
with  the  commander  who  perpetrated  the  outrage 
on  the  Chesapeake  at  their  head  ?  They  may  do 
so  by  the  bill,  as  it  has  come  from  the  Senate, 
unlimited  in  number  and  force.  The  British 
would  not  ask  the  privilege,  and  yet  we  gratui- 
tously offer  it  to  them !  Is  the  privilege  worth 
anything  to  the  British  nation  7  Let  us  hold  it 
up  as  a  matter  that  requires  certain  privileges  in 
.  return  ;  for  we  are  compelled  to  buy  all  the  priv- 
ileges we  get  from  that  nation.  I  wish,  tnere- 
fore,  if  this  be  an  advantajg^e,  not  to  take  it  out  of 
the  hands  of  the  Executive ;  for,  we  know  that 
appeals  to  the  magnanimity  and  justice  of  that 
nation  will  have  no  effect.  If  it  be  not  an  advan- 
tage, there  can  be  no  complaint  for  a  reAisal  of  it. 

With  respect  to  the  ships  of  France,  I  cannot 
but  notice  the. strange  appearance  we  shall  hold 
out  to  the  world  if  this  Dill  pass.  The  interdic- 
tion of  commerce  with  a  nation,  and  admission 
of  her  public  armed  ships !  The  public  ships  are 
the  representatives  of  the  sovereignty  of  a  nation 
— of  the  Government  against  which  we  have  cause 
of  offence.  But  the  merchants,  who  are  the  inno- 
cent subjects,  we  will  not  admit.  We  declare 
war  against  tne  subjects,  whilst  we  take  the  Elm- 
peror  and  Government  into  our  bosom  I  This,  to 
mcj  is  inexplicable.  To  save  our  honor,  and 
preserve  our  consistency,  we  ought  not  to  admit 


French  ships  of  war^  so  long  as  trade  with  Fnnce 
is  interdicted.  I  think,  therefore,  both  as  respects 
the  one  or  the  other,  we  ought  to  maiDtain  the 
same  ground  as  heretofore.  From  France,  we 
have  heard  nothing.  Instead  of  relaxing  meas- 
ures in  relation  to  her,  therefore,  we  ought  to 
strengthen  them.  These  ideas,  however  iocor- 
rect  toey  may  be  thought,  will  influence  my  rote. 

Mr.  JoHNBOii  observed,  that,  to  say  anythiogOQ 
this  subject,  after  the  time  which  had  been  elrodj 
consumed,  and  the  speeches  which  had  been  made, 
was  contrary  to  a  rule  which  he  had  laid  dowa 
for  his  own  conduct.  But  his  excuse  would  be 
found  in  the  introduction  into  the  House  of  a  pro- 
position, which,  it  was  said,  proposed  to  place  as 
on  a  neutral  ground.  Nothing,  said  Mr,  J.,  is 
dearer  to  me,  than  neutrality  as  to  our  foreiga 
relations;  but,  the  bill  submitted  to  the  House  bf 
the  committee  of  which  t  had  the  honor  to  cod- 
stitute  one,  and  which  is  the  same  with  that  dov 
before  us,  so  far  from  being  in  hostility  to  Great 
Britain,  and  partiality  to  France,  I  conteod,  isi 
coiicession  to  Great  Britain,  at  the  same  time  (bit 
I  admit  that  it  is  not  hostility  to  France.  The 
adtnias^ioD  of  the  belligerent  vessels  into  our  wa- 
ters, so  far  from  being  hostility  to  Great  Britaia, 
is  concession.  I  bottom  the  remark  upon  the  fact, 
that,  at  this  moment,  as  many  and  as  heavy  causes 
of  complaint  exist  unsettled  between  this  Gov- 
ernment and  Great  Britain,  as  between  this  Gor- 
ernment  and  that  of  France.  If,  then,  the  same 
causes  exist  to  exclude  from  our  waters  the  yes- 
sels  of  both,  I  ask  whether  the  admission  of  both 
will  nojt  be  an  actual  benefit  and  concession  to 
Great  Britain,  and  a  nominal  benefit  to  Fraocelj 
And,  still,  it  is  to  go  forth  to  the  nation  that  we  are 
about  to  commit  an  act  which  will  sink  the  na- 
tion, from  the  elevated  situation  in  which  it  u 
now  placed  by  our  former  measures !  I  hope  that 
we  shall  continue  to  convince  the  world  that  the 
United  States  of  America  are  incapable  of  otber 
than  neutral  conduct.  Is  it  a  fact,  that  greater 
injuries  exist  from  France  than  from  Great  Brit- 
ain ?  What  injuries  have  been  received  from 
France?  Have  they  been  committed  within  our 
waters?  Has  our  hospitality  been  violated  and 
our  officers  insulted  in  our  very  ports  by  the  ves- 
sels of  France  ?  or  is  her  hostility  merely  com- 
mercial ?  It  is  of  the  latter  description.  Is  it  not 
adpaitted  that  we  may  lawfully  exclude  or  admit 
the  vessels  of  both  belligerents  ?  If  you  admit  the 
vessels  of  one  nation  with  whom  vou  hare  cause 
of  difference,  a^d  exclude  tnose  or  another  nation 
with  whom  you  have  only  the  same  cause  of 
difierence^  I  ask  whether  you  do  not  commit  the 
dignity  of  the  nation,  and  jeopardize  its  peace? 

I  will  put  this  question  to  gentlemen:  what 
has  Britain  done  which  would  require  a  discrim- 
ination as  to  her  public  vessels?  She  has  re- 
scinded her  Orders  in  Council.  And  what  have 
we  done  in  return?  Have  we  done  nothing < 
Has  Great  Britain  held  out  the  hand  of  friend- 
ship, and  have  we  refused  to  meet  her  ?  Has  she 
withdrawn  her  Orders  in  Council,  and  have  we 
insisted  on  a  continuance  of  our  commercial  r^ 
strictions  ?    I  have  understood  that  she  has  dose 
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oibing  bat  rescinded  her  Orders  in  Council,  and 
re  have  renewed  intercourse  with  her  therefdr. 
am  more  astonished  at  the  proposal  to  discrimi- 
ate.  when  we  see  that,  at  this  moment,  orders 
re  in  existence  blockading  countries  to  which 
our  merchants  have,  long  a^o,  taken  out  clear- 
noes,  in  riolation  of  stipulations  which  Britain 
ad  proposed  to  us.  When  she  has  violated  our 
tghts,  I  am  more  astonished  that  gentlemen 
bould  wish  to  go  beyond  this  letter  of  the  law. 
Lnd,  let  theconseauence  be  what  it  may,  it  would 
esult  to  the  benefit  of  this  nation  that  we  should 
ot  be  influenced  by  idle  fears  of  imaginary  dan- 
ers.  My  better  judgment  tells  me  we  should 
Kclude  the  armed  vessels  of  both  nations ;  but 
lie  general  sentiment  appears  to  be  against  it.  It 
I  asked  of  us,  why  admit  the  vessels  of  France, 
rhiist  injuries  which  she  has  done  us  are  una- 
raed  for  ?  And,  I  ask,  sir,  why,  then,  admit  the 
essels  of  England  standing  in  the  same  relation 
ousi  I  only  make  these  remarks  as  going  to 
how  that  we  ought  to  be  strictly  neutral.  If,  sir, 
ou  wish  to  take  part  in  the  broils  of  Europe  em- 
ody  your  men,  and  send  them  over  to  the  dis- 
osal  of  England  at  once,  and  let  her  send  them 
0  Spain  or  Austria.  But,  if  you  would  remain 
lentral,  either  admit  or  exclude  the  armed  ves- 
ds,  as  you  would  armies,  of  both  belligerents. 

I  had  thought,  sir,  not  ottly  from  the  acts  of  our 
Soveroment,  but  from  conversing  with  gentle- 
aeo,  that  we  hailed  the  present  as  an  auspicious 
Doment,  as  a  political  jubilee ;  I  had  thought  that 
re  had  been  on  the  verge  of  var  with  the  two 
Bost  powerful  nations  of  the  earth,  but  that  our 
itaation  was  changed,  and  that,  at  the  same  mo- 
nent  we  now  offer  the  only  asylum  to  the  victims 
if  Earopean  wars.  And  are  you  now  about  again 
D  jeopardize  the  peace  of  this  nation,  without 
lay  cause  whatever  ? 

The  exclusion  of  French  and  British  armed 
ressels  at  the  last  session,  may  be  taken  on  this 
^oQQd.  It  was  a  defensive  war,  not  only  for  the 
loJQries  we  had  received,  but  in  expectation  of 
letual  hostility.  Has  it  occurred?  No,  sir.  Would 
fou  have  excluded  British  vessels  since  1793,  for 
itking  the  vessels  engaged  in  your  lawful  trade, 
Md  for  impressing  your  seamen  ?  You  did  not 
do  it ;  and  it  was  not  for  that  alone  that  you  did 
it  at  the  last  session,  but  for  other  causes,  which 
Ittve  Dearly  or  quite  disappeared. 

I  bare  done,  sir.  I  shall  not  vote  for  any  prop- 
OiitioD  which  makes  a  difference  between  France 
and  Great  Britain ;  not  that  I  am  afraid  of  the 
»)oscripts  of  Napoleon  or  the  navyof  Georffe  III. 
But  1  cannot  consent  to  adopt  a  course  which  will 
'gaio  obscure  with  clouds  our  political  horizon. 

Mr.  Smilie  said,  that  if  he  now  took  up  five 
mioates  of  the  time  of  the  House,  he  could  not 
^CQse  it  to  himself;  and  he  should  not  have 
riseo,  but  to  explain  the  reasons  for  the  course 
which  he  should  take.  As  to  the  amendment,  to 
that  be  could  never  aeree.  The  question  which 
the  Legislature  often  had  to  decide,  was  not  what 
was  best,  but  what  is  practicable.  Now,  he  thought 
it  a  happy  circumstance  that  parties  in  the  other 
Hoase  had  united  on  this  subject.    However  we 


may  differ  as  to  local  affairs,  said  he,  I  think  it 
good  policv,  if  it  can  be  done  without  a  sacrifice 
of  principle,  to  meet  in  concert  on  measures  of 
external  relations.  What  may  be  the  effect,  if 
you  introduce  either  of  these  two  principles  into 
this  bill?  We  know  that,  if  this  bill  does  not  go 
to  the  Senate  till  to-mOrrow,  if  amended,  ar  single 
member  of  the  Senate  can,  according  to  their 
rules,  prevent  the  bill  from  passing  altogether. 
My  opinion  is.  that  it  is  our  duty  to  pass  tne  bill 
in  its  present  form.  If  any  material  alteration  be 
made  in  the  bill,  I  believe  it  will  not  pass.  If  it 
does  not,  all  that  has  taken  place  between  this 
countrv  and  Great  Britain  is  at  an  end.  And  I 
hope  tnat  this  reason  will  induce  gentlemen  to 
permit  the  question  to  be  taken. 

Mr.  J.  G.  Jackson  said  he  had  intended,  before 
the  day  had  so  far  progressed,  to  have  explained 
to  the  House  the  motives  bv  which  he  was  actu- 
ated in  relation  to  the  bill*  He  said  he  would 
still  take  the  liberty  of  stating  to  the  few  mem- 
bers present,  (the  House  being  very  thin,)  why 
he  offered  the  amendment  to  toe  amendment.  It 
will  be  recollected,  said  Mr.  J.,  that,  the  other  day, 
I  stated  that  a  construction  had  been  given  to  the 
law  contemplated  to  be  re-enacted  by  the  bill  on 
the  table,  which,  notwithstanding  the  renewal  of 
intercourse,  excluded  armed  vessels  from  our  wa- 
ters ;  and,  tor  the  purpose  of  doing  away  com- 
pletely that  construction,  I  moved  an  amendment 
which,  gentlemen  conceiving  it  unnecessary,  I 
withdrew.  If  gentlemen  are  correct  in  the  opin- 
ion which  thev  advanced,  and  which  induced  me 
to  withdraw  that  motion. they  cannot,  consistent- 
ly, vote  for  the  amendment  of  my  colleague  pro- 
viding an  exception  to  a  provision  which  the  bill 
does  not  contain.  Where  is  the  necessity  of  a 
proviso  if  the  law  does  not  bear  such  a  construc- 
tion ?  Is  the  Executive  to  infer  from  the  pro- 
viso that  something  exists  in  the  law  which  the 
friends  of  the  proviso  declare  does  not  exist?  The 
amendment  proposed  by  my  colleague  provides 
for  the  admission  of  the  armed  vessels  of  those 
nations  with  whom  commercial  intercourse  shaU 
have  been  (not  has  been)  permitted.  Are  you, 
by  this  phraseology,  about  to  devolve  upon  the 
President  a  discretionary  power,  holding  the 
scale  of  national  honor  in  one  hand  and  the  in- 
jury and  atonement  in  the  other,  to  decide  which 
nation  shall  be  thus  favored,  when  it  is  conceded 
on  all  hands  that  the  admission  of  the  armed  ves- 
sels of  one  nation  and  the  exclusion  of  those  of 
the  other,  is  an  act  ip90  facto  of  hostility  1 

Gentlemen  have  observed  that  there  ought  to 
be  an  exclusion  of  French  and  admission  of  Eng- 
lish armed  ships,  and  that  any  other  course  would 
be  an  acquiescence  in  the  views  of  "ns<er  France,'' 
and  hostility  to  England.  This  language,  sir, 
does  not  help  the  cause  which  the  gentleman  ad- 
vocates, what  must  be  the  effect  of  such  insin- 
uations? They  must  excite  feelings,  tvhich.  I 
am  happy  to  say,  have  not  been  displayed  on  this 
floor  during  the  session.  Might  it  not  be  re- 
torted, as  a  natural  consequence,  that  gentlemen 
who  wish  to  admit  British  and  exclude  French 
ships,  and  thus  serve  the  interest  of  England,  are 
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4«^iii>U9  of  aubserviDg  the  views  of  wiother  Brit- 
ain 1  The  attachmeDt  ionsUr  Fraoce  ob  the 
one  hand  is  about  as  great  as  the  attachnaeat  to 
moth^  Britain  on  the  other.  I  believe  it  has  been 
emphatically  declared  tothe  nation  that  we  would 
not  go  to  war  for  existing  differences.  If,  how- 
ever, gentlemen,  since  the  last  aession,  have  so 
maierially  altered  their  ideas  of  the  policy  proper 
in  relation  to  one  belligerent,  let  us  go  to  war 
epenly;  I  am  not  for  using  the  stiletto,  or  for 
ttabUog  in  the  dark. 

The  interdict  of  British  armed  vessels  from  en- 
tering o«r  ports  was  not  on  account  of  the  afiair 
of  the  Chesapeake  only.  It  is  unnecessary  now 
to  repeat  the  cause  which  led  to  it.  If  gentlemen 
will  turn  to  the  letter  of  Mr.  Madison  to  Mr. 
Rose,  they  will  find  the  causes  detailed.  Since 
that  time  other  injuries  have  been  committed ; 
and  it  has  been  justly  observed  that  the  burning 
the  Impetueux  was  an  insult  to  the  soveieiffniy 
of  this  nation  scarcely  leM  than  the  alTair  of  the 
Chesapeake.  If  we  permit  hostility  from  one 
belligerent  to  another  within  our  territory,  we 
become  party  to  the  war,  as  we  do,  by  adraitting 
the  enemy  even  to  pass  through  our  territory  to 
attack  another  nation.  It  is  in  vain  to  say  that 
a  nation  preserves  a  neutral  attitude,  when  it  per- 
mits one  of  the  belligerents  repeatedly  to  violate 
iu  sov^eignty.  If  there  be  as  much  injury  un- 
atoned  on  the  part  of  Britain  as  on  the  part  of 
France,  then  a  discrimination  will  be  a  departure 
from  tbie  ffround  which  we  took  last  session,  that 
both  should  be  excluded.  And  the  President  had 
ao  power  over  that  part  of  the  law.  Inasmuch 
as  we  know  that  Great  Britaio  has  the  command 
of  the  ocean,  and  that  a  French  ship  of  war  can- 
not, without  a  miracle,  escape  across  the  Atlan- 
tic, we,  in  fact,  by  the  operation  of  the  bill  as  it 
«ftme  from  the  Senate,  adaait  English  and  ex- 
elnde  French  ships. 

We  throw  open  our  ports  and  admit  the  thou- 
Mund  ships  of  Britain,  without  opening  our  eyes 
to  the  consequences  which  have  heretofore  re^ 
aulted  from  so  doing.  And  shall  we  now  refuse 
aidipission  to  the  vessels  of  France  1  It  is  indeed 
difficult  to  say  what  led  to  their  exclusion ;  for  it 
bas  been  with  truth  observed  that  the  non-iatev- 
eouTse  bill  had  not  an  advocate  in  the  House.  It 
was  something  like  throwing  all  our  discordant 
opinions  into  one  crucible,  and  after  fusion,  extract- 
ins  what  was  expected  to  be  gold,  but  which  all 
ealied  dross.  When  gentlemen  speak  of  their  zeal 
to  maintain  the  ground  taken  last  winter,  I  beg  of 
them  to  recollect  their  own  speeches,  from  which 
it  will  be  found  that  the  bill  was  so  obnoxious  to 
them  that  they  would  not  even  extend  its  opera- 
tion to  the  next  Winter  and  that  it  was  with  dif- 
ficulty that  it  was  extended  to  the  end  of  tke 
present  session. 

I  hope,  sir,  that  present  appearances  across  the 
water  are  not  the  sure  tokens  of  the  course  which 
the  British  Government  intends  to  pursue  towards 
«■•  When,  however,  they  assume  so  awful  an 
aspect,  we  liad  better  remain  a  little  longer  in 
our  present  situation.  It  was  uaequi vocally 
known  to  the  British  Government  chat  the  over- 


ture which  she  made  would  be  accepted,  becaov 
last  summer  we  offered  more  advantageous  term 
to  her,  which  she  refused  to  accept.  They  hov 
the  state  of  things  in  this  country,  hoverer, or 
the  letter  of  Mr.  Uaaninff  would  not  have  foood 
its  way  into  the  prints  of  Boston  before  it  foood 
its  way  to  uk  here.  Here  is  a  tariff  of  duties lo 
take  effect  on  the  twelfth  of  May,  by  which  cot- 
ton is  taxed  $7  50  per  hundred  weight,  pitek 
$5  50  per  twelve  barrels,  and  many  other  articks 
enormously  taxed.  These  duties  were  laidau 
time  when  they  must  have  known,  if  my  positiot 
be  correct,  and  I  defy  gentlemen  to  show  how  itis 
not,  that  their  overture  was  accepted.  They  nm 
Uid  at  a  time  when  our  products  were  kaowote 
be  going  to  that  country,  havioff  no  other  mirU 
because  they  had  re-blockaded  toe  Cootineot  afis 
nominally  rescinding  their  orders,  and  thuspn- 
venled  our  vessels  from  going  to  the  GoatioeBL 
It  was  a  kidnapping  duty,  and  must  produce  tbe 
ruin  and  bankruptcy  of  many  thousands  of  tbos 
who  embarked  their  property  on  the  ocean  withii 
two  week»  after  the  suspension  of  the  embargt 
Great  Britain  has  cut  off  our  market  from  ereif 
quarter  of  the  globe  but  herself,  and  imposei 
those  daiies  on  our  exports  to  her  ports.  This  is 
sufficient  to  induce  the  American  Congress  to 
hesitate.  The  bill  under  consideration  preseatt 
a  perfect  eqnality  in  regard  to  vessels  of  war,io(l 
discrimination  as  to  everything  else;  andioio 
doing  goes  far  enough. 

Gentlemen  ask,  has  there  not  been  a  satisfae- 
tory  adjustment  of  our  differences  with  Qrea 
Britain?  I  deny  it.  What  is  the  expressioool 
the  British  Envoy  on  which  gentlemen  reljr,  u^ 
on  which  they  are  about  to  sit  down  qsiedy 
under  the  vine  and  ^g  tree  ?  *'Iq  the  mean  thse 
'  with  a  view  to  contribute  to  the  attain  meat  oj 
^  so  desirable  an  object,  His  Majesty  would  b^ 
*'  willing  to  withdraw  hfa  orders,'!  &e.  lo  tb^ 
mean  time,  still  persisting  in  the  principle  of  tui 
iag  our  exports,  a  right  denied  even  to  os  bf  tfa< 
Constitution.  It  is  to  be  huag  up  tit  lerroren,  tt 
be  let  loose  upon  us  hereafler,  if  we  shall  ooid^ 
everything  which  is  required  of  us.  There  isi 
marked  cautious  style  of  language  in  this  let(e^ 
which  shows  that  Great  Britain  in  fact  has  profflj 
ised  nothing.  She  does  not  say  that  she  wil 
repeal  or  revoke  her  orders,  but  that  in  the  mea^ 
time  she  will  withdraw  them;  and,  sir,  in  tbj 
mean  time  she  has  withdrawn  them,  and  substi 
.tu ted  other  orders  or  proclamations  eqaalty  ob 
noxious. '  This  is  reason  sufficient  for  not  goiDj 
beyond  the  letter  of  the  agreement ;  which  ho^ 
ever  I  will  consent  to  do,  by  admitting  instead  ol 
excluding  British  armed  vessels. 

When  Mr.  J.  G.  Jackson  eoneluded,  Mr.  SHEf 
PBv,  in  order  to  obtain  a  direct  question  on  bii 
own  amendment,  adopted  Mr.  Jackson's  rid^ 
to  it,  as  a  part  of  his  own  motion,  and  called  foi 
a  division  of  the  question,  taking  it  first  on  bii 
own  amendment  as  first  moved. 

8ome  doubt  arising  whether  it  was  cotreci 
thus  to  act,  aceording  CO  the  rules  of  the  Housq 
Mr.  Macon  product  a  precedent  in  which  be 
bad  himself  done  the  same  in  the  ease  of  a  motidi 
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I  the  repeal  of  the  second  section  of  the  sedition 
i,  nine  or  ten  years  ago. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  Mr.  Sbeffey's 
fieadmeot—yeas  35,  nays  77,  as  follows : 

TiAi— WaUam  Baylies^  Daniel  Blaisdeil,  John 
inopbell,  John  C.  Chamberlain,  William  Chamber] in, 
taaphroditui  Champion.  William  Ely,  Charles  Golds- 
Wagh,  Thomas  R.  Gold,  William  Hale,  Nathaniel 
i  Haven,  James  Holland,  Jonathan  H.  Hubbard, 
lebard  Jtckson,  inn.,  Robert  Jenkins,  Herman  Knick- 
iKker,  Joseph  Lewis,  junior,  Edward  St.  Loe  Liver- 

£e,  Robert  La  Roy  Liringston,  Matthew  Lyon, 
cent  Matthews,  Pleasant  M.  Miller,  William  Mil- 
tr,  JoMph  Pearson,  Benjamin  Piokman,  junior,  Tim« 
I^Pitkio,  jnn.,  Daniel  Shefley,  John  Stanley,  James 
I^Dion,  Jacob  Swoops,  Nicholas  Van  Dyke,  Kil« 
in  K.  Van  Rensselaer,  Laban  Wheaton,  Exekiel 
Fhitnan,  and  James  Wilson. 

XATs-^Lemnel  J.  Alston,  Wilfis  Alston,  jonior, 
(^illtiai  Anderson,  Eaekiel  Bacon,  David  Bard,  Bnr- 
reU  Busett,  William  W.  Bibb,  Adam  Boyd,  John 
trowB,  Robert  Brown,  William  A.  BorweU,  William 
totkr,  Joseph  Calhoun,  Matthew  Clay,  John  Clopton, 
lowell  Cobb,  James  Cochran,  Orchard  Cook,  James 
In,  William  Crawford,  Richard  Cutts,  John  Dawson, 
Qieph  Desha,  John  W.  Eppes,  William  Findley,  Jon- 
ihin  Fisk,  Meahack  Franklin,  Barzillai  Gannett, 
rideon  Gardner,  Thomas  Gholson,  junior,  Peterson 
'oodwyn,  Daniel  Heister,  William  Helms,  Benjamin 
loward,  Jacob  Hufty,  John  G.  Jackson,  Richard  M. 
fohnson,  Walter  Jones,  William  Kennedy,  John  Love, 
iaron  Lyle,  Nathaniel  Macon,  Robert  Marion,  Alex- 
uider  McKim,  John  Montgomery,  Nicholas  R.  Moore, 
rhomas  Moore,  Jeremiah  Morrow,  Gurdon  8.  Mum- 
ord,  Thomas  Newton,  Wilson  C.  Nicholas,  John  Ttor- 
IT,  Peter  B.  Porter,  John  Randolph,  John  Rea  of  Penn- 
7hania,  John  Rhea  of  Tennessee,  MaUhias  Richarda, 
folm  Roane,  Eraatas  Root,  John  Ross,  Ebaneaer  Sage, 
rhomia  Sammons^  Samuel  SInw,  John  Smilie,  George 
bith,  John  tf auth,  Samuel  Smith,  Henry  Southard, 
iiebrd  Sianfoid,  John  Taylor,  John  Tfaompi;On,  Uri 
rncy,  Archibald  Van  Horn,  Robert  Weakley,  Robert 
R^bitehiU,  Ricbard  Winn,  and  Robert  Witharspoon. 

This  motion  having  been  negatived,  Mr.  Jacb- 
loii'aameBdmeot  to  it  fell  of  coarse« 

Mr.  QoLD  observed  that  he  did  not  consider  the 
ast  question  as  decisively  trying  the  point  which 
nd  been  debated  ;  and  for  that  reason  moved  to 
Biert,  after  the  clause  continuing  in  force  certain 
eetions  of  the  non^intereoarse  act,  these  words: 
'and  also  so  much  of  the  first  and  second  section 
'f  the  same  act  as  provides  for  the  exclusion  of 
mbiic  ships  or  vessels  of  France  from  the  waters 
)f  tbe  United  States." 

Mr.  J.  G.  JioKBON  moved  to  amend  tbe  amend- 
wni  by  inserting  between  the  words  "ressels  of* 
lod  "  France/'  the  words  **  Great  Britain  and." 

Mr.  Gk>LD  requested  of  Mr.  Jackson  to  with- 
inw  his  motion  for  amendment,  that  the  ques- 
tion might  be  taken  in  a  direct  mode. 

Mr.  J.  G.  JiCKsoN  withdrew  his  motion  for 
ioiendment,  observing  that  be  had  but  moved  it  to 
bow  how  the  game  played  by  the  gentleman 
Vom  Virginia  (Mr.  Sbcfpby)  might  operate,  if 
toy  person  was  disposed  to  embarrass  ihe  pro- 
reediDgs  of  the  House. 

Mr.  Taylor  observed  that  Mr.  Gold's  propo- 


sition presented  the  same  question  as  that  which 
had  just  been  decided,  and  suggested  to  him  the 
propriety  of  withdrawing  it,  to  save  time. 

Mr.  GoLO',  observing  that  he  did  not  wish  to 
embarrass  or  uoneeessaril^  to  consume  the  time 
oi  the  House,  withdrew  his  motion. 

Mr.  Taylor  said  that,  as  the  House  bad  decid* 
ed  that  they  would  not  discriminate  between  the 
admission  of  British  and  French  public  vessels, 
he  wished  to  try  the  question  on  the  exclusion  of 
both.  He  made  a  motion  having  in  view  that 
object ;  which  was  decided  as  follows,  without 
debate : 

YxAS—Bavid  Hard,  Wmiam  W.  Bibb,  Adam  Boyd, 
William  Crawford,  Joseph  Desha,  James  Holland,  Na« 
thaniel  Macon,  Robert  Marion,  Jeremiah  Morrow,  Ben* 
jamia  Pickman,  jun^  John  Rioas,  Oeorga  Smith,  Johil 
Taylor,  Robert  Whitehill*  and  Robert  Witherapoon.^ 
1& 

Nats— -Lemuel  J.  Alston,  WiUia  Alston,  jnuov 
William  Anderson,  Eaekiel  Bacon,  Bnrwell  Bassett, 
Daniel  Biaisdell,  John  Brown,  Robert  Brown»  William 
A.  BnrweU,  William  Botler,  Joseph  Calhoun,  John 
Campbell,  John  C.  Chamberlaia,  Bpaphroditus  Cham- 
pion,  Matthew  Clay,  John  Clopton^  Howell  Cobb, 
James  Cochran,  Orchard  Cook,  James  Cox,  Richard 
Cutts,  John  Dawson,  William  Ely,  James  Emott,  John 
W.  Eppes,  William  Findley,  Jonathan  Fisk,  Meahack 
Franklin,  Bar^Uai  Gannett,  Gideon  Gardner,  Thomas 
Gholson,  jun.,  Charles  Goldsborough,  Peterson  Good- 
wvn,  Thomas  R.  Gold,  William  Hale,  Nathaniel  A. 
flfaven,  Daniel  Heister,  William  Helms,  Benjamin 
Howard,  Jacob  Hufty,  John  G.  Jackson,  Richard  Jack- 
Bon,  Rbbert  Jenkins,  Richard  M.  Johnson,  Walter 
Jones,  William  Kennedy,  Herman  Knickerbaoker,  Jo- 
seph Lewis,  junior,  Edwaad  St.  Loe  Livermore,  Robert 
Le  Roy  Livingston,  John  Love,  Aaron  Lyle,  Yinoent- 
Matthewa,  Alexander  McKim,  Pleasant  M.  Miller, 
William  Milnor,  John  Montgomery,  Nicholas  R* 
Moore,  Thomas  Moova,  Guidon  S.  Momlbrd,  Thomaa 
Newton,  Wilaon  C.  Nicholas^  Joseph  Peanon,  Timo- 
thy  Pitkin*  inaioi,  John  Porter,  Peter  B.  Porter,  Josiali' 
Qvincy,  Jolm  Raikdolpb,  John  Rea  of  Pennqrlvaniay 
John  Rhea  of  Tennessee^  Matthiaa  Richards,  John 
Roane,  Eraatus  Root,  Ebeneser  Sage,  Thomas  8am<^ 
mens,  Lemuel  Sawyer,  Samuel  Shaw,  Daniel  Shefiey, 
John  Smilie,  John  Smith,  Samuel  Smith,  Henry 
Southard,  Richard  Stanford,  John  Stanley,  WUliam 
Stedman,  Jajnes  Stephenson,  Lewis  B.  Sturges,  Jacob 
Bwoope,  Benjamin  Tallmadge,  John  Thompson,  Uri 
iTracy,  George  M.  Troup,  Jabez  Upham,  Nicholas  Van 
I^ke,  Archibald  Van  Horn,  KiUian  K.  Van  Rensselaer, 
Robert  Weakley,  Laban  Wheaton,  Jamea  Wilson,  and 
Richard  Winn.— 100. 

Fifteen  for  it,  one  hundred  against  it— being  a 
majority  of  eighty-five  against  the  exclusion,  at 
this  time,  of  the  public  vessels  of  both  belliger* 
ents. 

Mr.  MoNTOOMBRT  observed  that  the  decision  of 
the  courts  of  the  United  States  had  been  that, 
after  a  law  had  expired,  they  had  dismissed  all 
suits  pending  for  the  recoyery  of  penalties  incur- 
red under  the  act.  He  conceived  that  this  bill 
should  hare  a  saving  clause,  that  penalties  and 
forfeitures  incurred  under  it,  should  be  Tecovem- 
ble  and  distributable  after  the  act  itself  had  ex- 
pired. He  therefore  moved  an  amendment  to 
that  effect. 
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Mr.  J.  G.  Jackson  concurred  in  opioioa  with 
Mr.  Montgomery. 

The  ameodmeot  was  agreed  to,  without  oppo- 
sition. 

Mr.  LivERMORE  said  that  he  had  an  amendment 
to  propose  to  the  bill,  which,  he  conceired,  would 
essentially  benefit  the  people  of  the  United  States, 
and  could  injure  iio  one,  not  altering  any  princi- 
ple of  the  present  bill.  It  would  be  found,  by  re- 
ferring to  the  bill,  that  they  were  about  to  enact 
that  it  should  not  be  lawful  to  import  into  the 
United  States  or  Territories  thereof,  any  goods, 
wares,  or  merchandise,  from  anv  port  or  place 
situate  in  France  or  its  dependencies^  or  any 
goods  of  the  growth  or  manufacture  of  its  colo- 
nies or  dependencie$.  The  island  of  St.  Domio- 
So,  said  Mr.  L.,  was  considered  as  a  colony  or 
ependency  of  France.  Now,  could  any  gentle- 
man point  out  what  benefit  could  arise  to  the 
United  States  from  not  importing  any  of  the  pro- 
ducts of  that  island  into  this  country?  It  cer- 
tainly could  not  benefit  Frabce,  who  had  no  com- 
mercial connexion  with  the  island,  and  would 
benefit  the  United  States  by  return! og  coffee, 
sugar,  dbc,  for  our  surplus  produce.  He  expatia- 
ted upon  the  benefits  of  such  a  trade,  and  con- 
cluded by  moYing  the  following  amendment  to 
the  bill : 

*<  And,  for  the  purposes  of  this  act,  no  country  or 
place  shsll  be  coosidered  a  colony  or  dependency  of 
Great  Britain  or  France,  which  is  not  in  the  immediate 
possession  of  Gzeat  Britain  or  France." 

Mr.  Ranoolph  hoped  that  this  question  would 
be  decided  in  such  manner  as  would  enable  the 
people  of  the  United  States  to  distinguish  the 
part  which  their  respective  Representatives  bore 
m  its  decision.  It  was  not  his  purpose  to  trouble 
the  House  at  leneth  upon  it,  but  merely  to  ask,  if 
it  could  be  possible  that  the  House  of  Represent- 
atives of  the  United  States,  a  people,  one-sixth  of 
whose  gross  population  were  in  a  state  of  domes- 
tic slavery,  could  incidentally  undertake  to  ac-. 
knowledge  the  iudependence  of  the  island  of  St. 
Domingo  on  the  mother  country  ?  Mr.  R.  said 
he  was  not  about  to  consider  this  question  at  all 
in  relation  to  its  foreign  aspect  or  bearing,  but 
merely  as  to  its  effect  at  home.  With  the  mo- 
tives which  might  have  operated  on  the  Grovern- 
ment  of  the  United  States  to  prohibit  intercourse 
with  St.  Domingo,  he  had  nothing  to  do ;  neither 
had  he  any  right  to  suppose  but  that  they  were 
the  most  laudable.  As  a  Southern  man,  as  a 
slaveholder,  Mr.  R.  said,  he  did  congratulate  his 
countrv  and  himself,  at  the  time  the  law  passed, 
that  all  intercourse  between  that  nest  of  banditti 
and  the  country  to  which  he  belonged,  was  cut  off. 
He  said  he  knew  that  much  might  be  said  on  the 
subject  of  this  amendment,  as  it  regarded  foreign 
policy,  as  it  regarded  accommodation  with  France. 
Even  in  that  aspect  of  things,  gentlemen  who  had 
expressed  their  willingness  not  to  interdict  French 
armed  vessels  from  our  ports  would  hardly  be  in- 
duced to  place  in  the  way  of  accommodation  such 
a  bar  as  this  might  be.  With  its  foreign  bear- 
ings, however,  Mr.  R.  said,  he  had  nothing  to  do. 
He  viewed  it  solely  as  it  related  to  domestic  pol- 


icy. He  said  there  was  an  immense  section  of 
this  Union,  all  the  country  south  of  PennsylTaoii 
and  south  of  the  Ohio,  the  best  and  dearest  inter- 
ests of  which,  the  very  existence  of  which  might 
be  implicated  to  a  certain  extent  in  that  amend- 
ment. And,  could  it  be  supposed  that  the  Rep- 
resentatives of  the  people  of  that  country  would 
listen  to  such  a  proposition  ?  He  hoped  not.  He 
hoped  the  motion  would  meet  a  decisire  and 
unanimous  rejection.  But  a  few  days  ago,  ibcf 
had  heard  of  an  insurrection  of  the  slaves  in  Ja- 
maica. What  must  be  the  effect  of  a  direct  trade 
betwixt  the  town  of  Charleston  and  the  poruof 
the  island  of  St.  Domingo  ?  To  say  the  truth, 
he  had  been  astonished  that,  long  before  the  traf- 
fic to  that  island  was  stopped  by  our  Government, 
a  seuse  of  self-preservation  had  not  united  the 
interests — for  it  was  a  mixed  interest  not  to  be 
mistaken  ;  it  existed  in  nature,  it  existed  in  things, 
and  could  not  be  gotten  over — he  had  beeo  astoo- 
ished,  he  said,  that  a  sense  of  their  own  rights, 
interest,  and  safety,  had  not  united  every  man  in 
the  Southern  country  in  bringing  fornrard  soch 
a  proposition.  He  would  not  consent,  for  one,  to 
put  one  dollar,  one  cent,  into  the  Treasury  byle- 
galizinga  trade  there.  He  would  oppose  itererf 
way.  what  had  lately  occurred  in  the  island  of 
Cuoa  ?  Contrary  to  law,  our  vessels  had  been 
compelled  to  take  on  board  persons  expelled  from 
that  bland,  masters  and  slaves,  males  and  female;. 
What  was'now  the  state  of  things  in  St.  Domin- 
go ?  Why,  that  a  civil  war  raged  between  the 
chieftains  of  those  barbarians.  The  first  Ameri- 
can flotilla  which  put  into  Port  Francois,  or  anf 
other  port  in  the  island,  might  be  compelled  to  take 
on  board  the  brigands,  whom  the  dominant  partf 
might  put  on  board,  to  enable  themselves  to  en- 
joy, as  they  might  suppose,  the  peaceful  jposses- 
sion  of  the  island.  The  importation  of  sach 
persons  not  only  might,  but  inevitablv  most,  work 
in  the  Southern  country  a  dreadful  e?il.  He 
hoped  he  had  said  enough,  and  more  than  enough, 
to  insure  the  rejection  of  the  motion. 

Mr.  Smilie  said  that  the  aspect  in  which  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia  had  viewed  the  motion, 
was  certainly  correct.  Independent  of  that  riew 
the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  should  hare 
taken  a  previous  step  before  he  brought  forward 
his  motion ;  and  that  was,  to  declare  the  island  of 
St.  Domingo  iodependeut.  If  we  were  readjr  for 
that,  the  motion  might  be  adopted.  If  the  gen- 
tleman was  ripe  for  war  with  France,  this  motion 
would  answer  his  purpose ;  for,  certainly,  if  ^^ 
were  to  take  such  a  step,  we  should  pave  the  wa/ 
for  war.  France,  or  any  other  nation,  would  not 
submit  to  an  imposition  of  this  kind. 

Mr.  LivBRMORE  said  he  had  made  this  moi\<i\ 
because  he  believed  that  a  free  construction  of 
the  act  would  operate  beneficially.  Really,  if  he 
had  thought  it  would  operate  in  the  way  in  which 
the  gentleman  from  Virginia  supposed,  he  shoiild 
be  the  last  man  to  bring  forward  a  motion  to  io- 
terrupt  the  harmony  of  the  Southern  States.  He 
had  not  supposed  that  the  adoption  of  the  motion 
would  have  the  slij^htest  effect  of  that  kind.  He 
did  not  conceive  either  that  there  was  any  grouod 
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r  such  a  supposition,  which  went  upon  the  idea 
at,  because  we  traffic  with  them,  the  people  of 
at  country  must  be  exported  into  this;  lor  the 
portation  of  their  produce  certainly  did  not 
elade  their  principles.  The  same  law  that  now 
tits  would  then  exist  to  prevent  the  importa- 
)D  of  slares.  Di\i  it  follow,  because  an  act  has 
en  passed  by  this  Gorernment  to  cut  off  the 
ide  with  St.  Domingo,  that  there  was  no  com- 
Doication  between  the  two  countries?  The 
Terse  was  known  to  be  the  fact.  He  said  that 
ere  is  a  trade,  to  a  great  amount^arried  on  be- 
reen  the  United  States  an  J  St.  Uomingo,  per- 
ps  as  much  from  North  Carolina  as  any  other 
ate,  and  which  was  not  now  carried  on  in  a 
golar  way,  but  in  foreign  bottoms.  The  "  ban- 
iti"  who  are  to  bring  with  them  those  princi- 
es  which  would  serre  to  destroy  the  Southern 
ates,  might  be  imported  in  that  wa^.  I  con- 
ive  that  there  is  no  weight  in  th'e  objection,  or 
would  gire  up  the  motion.  It  was  but  to  legal- 
e  a  trade  which  will  be  carried  on  in  an  illegal 
ayi  which  now  is  and  will  be  carried  on  bv  for- 
mers, between  thjs  country  and  that,  tnat  I 
fered  it.  The  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania 
emed  to  suppose  that  we  must  pass  a  non-inter- 
forse  act  with  St.  Domingo  or  go  to  war  with 
ranee.  If  we  consider  ourselves  under  any  ob- 
(ations  to  France,  we  should  then  certainly  ob- 
rre  strict  non-intercourse  with  that  island.  But, 
ider  present  circumstances,  I  conceive  that 
gumeot  to  have  no  weight. 
Mr.  Macon  said  he  did  not  rise  to  debate  the 
lestion  at  length ;  he  would  not  add  anything 

the  force  of  what  had,  been  said  by  the  gentle- 
an  from  Virginia,  and  might  detract  from  it. 
hat  there  were  people  in  North  Carolina,  as 
rerywhere,  who  would  sell  principle  for  a  little 
^r  or  ct>ffee,  might  be  true ;  but,  for  one  of  the 
epresentatives  of  that  State,  he  disclaimed  them, 
ir,  said  Mr.  M.,  you  are  staking  the  safety  of  this 
uion — ^for  what?.  For  the  profits  of  a  little 
ade  in  coffee  and  sugar  with  barbarians,  with 
»ple  who,  at  this  time,  have  no  settled  form  of 
)Ternnient.  If  there  be  such  people  as  carry  on 
le  illegal  trade,  in  the  State  in  which  I  live,  they 
)  not  live  in  the  part  which  I  represent,  but  on 
te  seaboard.  As  it  relates  to  that  State,  nine 
lousand  nine  hundred  and  ninety-nine  would  be 
^posed  to  the  trade,  for  one  that  is  in  favor  of 
.  When  we  talk  about  its  influence  on  our  re- 
gions with  France,  of  in  producing  a  war  with 
er,  the  question  dwindles  into  nothing.  It  is 
oihiog  to  a  civil  war,  and  .that  of  the  worst 
ind.  Compare  the  war  carried  on  in  St.  Do- 
kingo  with  all  the  horrors  of  that  carried  on  in 
larope,  and  the  latter  sinks  to  nothin^r  in  the 
omparison.  I  had  rather  be  at  war  with  both 
elli^erents  than  have  this  trade. 

Mr.  Dana  said,  he  thought  it  was  desirable 
ut  the  Legislature  should  pronounce  the  politi- 
»1  import  of  the  term  ''dependency,"  rather  than 
lat  it  should  be  left  to  judicial  decision  ;  but  he 
'as  not  certain  that  the  amendment,  proposed  to 
efioe  it  in  the  best  manner.  He  believed  the 
eueral  idea  of  the  mover  to  be  correct,  that 


there  should  be  a  definition ;  for  he  understood 
that^i  auenion  had  now  arisen,  which  might  be 
referred'  to  the  courts,  and  he  thought  it  pecu- 
liarly unfortunate  that  the  judicial  authorities 
should  be  called  upon  to  decidfe^  For  himself,  he 
said,  he  was  not  at  all  satisfied  that  the  construc- 
tion of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  wasa  cor^ 
rect  one ;  he  was  by  no  means  certain  that  Hol- 
land was  not  a  political  dependency  of  France. 
For  hims«]T,  he  was  not  by  any  means  solicitous 
to  enter  into  the  question  of  the  superiority  of 
black  or  white  meb.  I  am  npt,  said  he,  snch  a 
democrat  as  to  say  that  all  men.  whatever  be 
their  colors,  should  be  liberated  and  placed  on  an  . 
equality.  I  consider  myself,  on  all  questions  of 
this  sort,  as  a  republican  under  the  Federal  Con- 
stitution— that  IS,  a  friend  to  elective  liberty. 
But,  whatever  be  mv  theory,  I  am  controlled  by 
the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  which  does 
not  permit  me  to  indulge  in  theories  on  this  sub- 
ject. Whatever  shall  tend  to  disturb  the  state  of 
things  in  the  Southern  country,  a  state  of  things 
which,  by  implication,  I  consider  as  guarantied 
by  the  Constitution,  I  shall  consider  as  not  con- 
forming to  that  Constitution,  which,  as  a  federal- 
ist, I  am  bound  to  respect.  As  the  introduction 
of  this  amendment  into  the  bill  might  affect  the 
Question  of  the  independence  oC  Hayti,  or  inter- 
rere  with  the  relations  between  St.  Domingo  or  ' 
France,  I  should  be  unwilling  to  adopt  it;  and 
yet  I  think  it  proper  that  some  definition  shall 
take  place,  of  the  word  *' dependency."  Under 
the  view  which  I  have- taken  of  the  amendment, 
however,  I  cannot  vote  for  it. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  Mr.  Liveb- 
mobe's- amendment  by  yeas  and  nays,  and  nega- 
tived— yeas  1,  nays  97,  as  follows : 

TsA — Edward  St.  Loe  Livsrmore. 

Nats — ^Lemuel  J.  Alston,  Willis  Alston,  jun.,  Wil- 
Ham  Anderson,  Ezekiel  Bacon,  William  Baylies, 
David  Bard,  Barwell  Bassett,  William  W.  Bibb,  Daniel 
Blaisdell,  Adam  Boyd,  John  Brown,  Robert  Brown, 
WilUam  A.  Bnrwell,  William  Butler,  Joseph  Calhoun, 
John  Campbell,  William  Chamberlin,  Matthew  Clay» 
Howell  Cobb,  James  Cochran,  Orchard  Cook,  James 
Cox,  William  Crawibrd,  Richard  Cutts,  Samuel  W. 
Dana»  John  Dawson,  Joseph  Desha,  James  Emott^ 
John  W.  Eppes,  William  Findley,  Jonathan  Fisk,  Me- 
shack  Franklin,  Barxillai  Gannett,  Gideon  Ganiner, 
Thomas  Gholson,.  jr.,  Charles  Goldsborough,  Peterson 
Goodwjn,  Thomas  R.  Gold,  Nathaniel  A.  Haven* 
Daniel  Heister,  William  Helms,  Benjamin  Howard, 
J(^cob  Hufty,  John  G.  Jackson,  Richard  M.  Johnson, 
Walter  Jones,  William  Kennedy,  Herman  Knicker- 
backer,  Joseph  Lewis  jr.,  Robert  Le  Roy  Livingston, 
Aaron  Lyle,  Nathaniel  Macon,  Robert  Marion,  Alex- 
ander McKim,  William  Milnor,  John  Montgomery, 
Nicholas  R.  Moore,  Thomas  Moore,  Jeremiah  Morrow, 
Gurdon  8.  Mumford,  Thomas  Newton,  Wilson  C. 
Nicholas,  Benjamin  Pickman,  jr.,  John  Porter,  Peter  B. 
Porter,  Josiah  Qainey,  John  Randolph,  John  Rea  of 
Pennsylvania,  John  Rhea  of  Tennessee,  Matthias 
Richards,  John  Roane,  Erastus  Root,  Ebenezer  Sage, 
Thomas  Sammons,  Lemuel  Sawyer,  Samuel  Shaw, 
Daniel  Sheflfey,  John  Smilie,  George  Smith,  John 
Smith,  Samuel  Smith,  Henry  Southard,  Richard  Stan- 
ford, John  Stanley,  Jacob  Swoops,  John  Taylor,  John 
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Thompson,  Uri  Tncj^  Georgr^  M.  Troop*  Nicholtf 
Van  Dvke,  Arehibaid  Van  Horn,  Robert  WeaUej, 
Robert  WhitehUl,  James  Wilson,  Richard  Winn»  and 
Robert  Witherspoon. 

Absent  on  this  rote,  forty-three  members,  riz  : 

Measm.  Breekenridge,  J.  C.  Chamberlain,  Champion, 
ChiUenden,  Clopton,  Crist,  Davenport,  Denning,  Ely, 
Oardenier^  Gra^i  Hale,  Hnbbard,  Richard  Jackson, 
Jenkini^  Kenan,  Key^  Love,  Lyon,  Matthews,  MeBride^ 
MeKee,  Miller,  Moaely,  Neltin,  Newboid,  Nicholson, 
Pearson,  Pitkin,  Potter,  Roes,  Say,  Semer,  SmeU, 
Stedman,  Stephenson,  Sturges,  Taggart,  Tallmadge, 
Upham,  Van  Rensselaer,  Wheaten,  and  Whitmen. 

Of  whom  those  in  iiahe  are  absent  from  the 
city,  on  leave,  except  Mr.  Den nino,  who  has  not 
taken  bis  seat. 

Mr,  Gold  sag^gested  an  amendment  to  the  bill 
in  the  part  providing  for  the  recovery  and  distri* 
bution  of  such  fines  as  "have  been*'  incurred 
under  the  seetions  of  the  non-intercoorse  act  re- 
vived and  amended.  He  moved  to  amend  it  bv 
makiof  it  read  '^  may  be,"  instead  of  ^  have  been.'' 
At  present,  he  conceived  the  bill  to  coatain,  in 
this  respect,  an  ea:  poet  facto  provision,  inasmuch 
as  it  directed  the  recovery  of  fines  and  penalties, 
the  suits  on  which  must  abate  on  the  eipiration 
of  the  law  under  which  they  were  commenced. 

Mr.  Sbepfey  objected  to  the  amendment.  .  He 
said  that  laws,  when  made,  ought  to  be  observed, 
and  that  the  usual  mode  ot  coercing  obedience  to 
our  revenue  laws  was  by  fines  and  penalties  do 
the  violators ;  and,  ahhouj^b  the  law  under  which 
a  penalty  is  incurred^  expires  before  the  recovery 
of  the  penally,  yet  still  the  offender  is  liable  to 
tbe  punishment  of  his  offence ;  that  the  suits  for 
penalties  should  not  expire  with  a  law  inflicting 
them. 

Mr.  Gold  contended  tbat  it  was  impoasible  to 
recover  penalties  incurred  under  one  law  by  aoo 
ther  law.  or  to  recover  them  after  the  law  under 
which  tuey  were  incurred  had  expired,  unless 
their  subsequent  recovery  was  provided  for  under 
the  law  whicb  inflicted  them.  The  penalty  most 
stand  or  fall  with  tt^a  act  under  which  it  was  in- 
curred. This  was  an  ex  poetfaeto  provision ;  for 
it  was  a  principle,  that  a  judgment  co«ld  not  be 
obtained  for  a  penalty  after  the  act  expired  under 
which  it  had  accrued. 

Mr.  GoLn*B  amendment  was  negatived,  six  or 
seren  gentlemen  only  rising  in  the  affirmative  on 
it.. 

Mr.  MiLNOR  BUggjested  an  amendn^ent  to  that 
part  of  the  law  remitting  from  forfeiture  all  ves-^ 
sets  whicb  have  come  into  the  United  States  be- 
tween the  20th  of  May  and  tbe  10th  of  June.  He 
wished  to  add  after  the  word  "  vessels"  the  words 
^  and  their  cargoes." 

Mr.  J.  G.  Jackson  said  he  had  no  objection  to 
the  amendment,  though  he  believed  the  whole 
section  might  be  dispensed  with,  inasmuch  as  he 
understood  that  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
under  the  power  given  him  by  former  laws,  had 
already  remitted  all  the  penalties. 

Mr.  W.  Alston  objected  to  the  amendment, 
inasmuch  as  it  would  take  away  the  discretion 
now  reposed  in  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury ; 


and  although  there  might  be  in  the  cargo  gc 
forfeited  for  violation  of  the  ordinary  reveQi 
laws,  yet  the  injunction  would  be  peremptory 
him  to  remit  the  whole  cargo. 

Mr.  Milnor'b  motion  was  negatived. 

The  bill  was  then  ordered  to  a  third  readi 
to-morrow,  without  a  division. 


Tuesday,  June  27. 

A  message  from  the  Senate  informed  the  Hoi 
that  the  Senate  have  passed  a  bill,  entitled  " 
act  in  addition  to  the  *Act  to  regulate  tbe  Jay 
out  and  making  a  road  from  Cumberland,  in 
State  of  Maryland,  to  the  State  of  Ohio," 
which  they  desire  the  concurrence  of 
House.  I 

A  bill  from  the  Senate,  for  freeing  from  pod 
age  all  letters  from  Thomas  Jefferson,  was  twioi 
read.  [The  act  of  last  session  only  freed  froo 
postage  letters  to  Thomas  Jefferson.] 

Mr.  Macon  opposed  the  bill,  on  the  ground  th^ 
the  privilege  or  receiving  letters  free  was  suffi, 
cient.  having  himself  an  objection  to  the  whoU 
privilege,  on  principle;  and  Messrs.  Dana,  J. G 
Jackson,  Liverhore,  Taylor,  and  Montgox 
ERY,  supported  the  bill,  because  that  it  was  prope 
to  ^ive  to  Thomas  Jefferson  the  sane  privile^i 
which  had  been  heretofore  granted  to  Geor^ 
Washington  and  John  Adams.  The  bill  w^ 
ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  and  was  subse 
quently  read  a  third  time,  and  passed. 

EXPENDITUHB  OF  PUBLIC  MONEYS. 

Mr.  Ranuolph,  from  the  committee  eppoiote 
to  inquire  into  the  expenditures  of  public  mooe] 
dtc.,  made  the  following  report: 

<*  Report,  in  part,  of  the  committee  appointed  to  ii 
quire  and  report  whether  moneys  drawn  from  tb 
Treasury  since  the  ^th  of  March,  1801»  had  been  faitt 
fully  spplied  to  the  object  for  which  they  were  appn 
priated,  and  whether  the  same  have  been  rcgoUd 
accounted  for : 

**  Your  committee  beg  leaw  to  lay  befora  your  hoi 
orable  Honee  such  informatioa  as  they  have  obcaioi 
from  the  several  departments  touching  the  applicatio 
of  public  moneys,  which,  from  the  pressure  of  tin 
and  business,  they  have  not  found  leisure  thoroaghl 
to  investigate,  but  which  they  deemed  would  proi 
acceptable  to  the  House  of  Representatives.  It  wi 
be  perceived  that  the  respective  communicatioDi  froi 
the  War  and  Navy  Departments  are  of  an  uniati^i 
tory  nature,  differing  in  character  from  those  requin 
by  the  committee.  A*  representation  to  this  effect  hi 
been  made  to  the  hegads  of  these  departments  respec 
ively,  and  they  have  been  notified  that  the  infbrmatif 
sought  by  the  committee  is  essential  to  the  prosecotic 
of  the  inquiry  with  which  the  committee  have  bei 
charged  by  the  Honae  of  Representatives.  Expe^ 
tion  is  held  out  that  it  will  be  prepared  by,  or  dnrii 
the  course  of  the  next  session. 

The  documents  accompan|riiig  the  report  ba 
ing  been  partly  read,  a  motion  was  made  th 
they  lie  on  tbe  table,  and  carried— 46  to  40 ;  ai 
the  report  and  documents  were  ordered  to  1 
printed. 
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NON-INTERCOURSE. 

The  bill  to  rerire  and  amend  certain  parts  of 
:be8ct  ^'interdictiDg  commercial  iDtercourse  be- 
weeo  tbe  United  States  and  Qreat  Britain  and 
P^raDcCj  and  their  dependencies,  and  for  other 
)urposes,"  was  read  the  third  tioie. 

Mr.  PicKHAN  hoped  that  he  should  be  excused 
or  making  a  few  obser rations  at  this  stage  of 
Jie  biH,  not  -baTing  before  partaken  of  the  debate, 
ie  said  he  felt  a  strong  objection  to  the  bill,  be- 
itase  it  admitted  French  vessels  into  our  ports 
ind  harbors.  Gkntlemen  had  asked  why  a  dis- 
^mioation  should  be  made.  He  Answered,  that 
be  reasons  for  this  conduct  were  to  his  mind  very 
ilaio.  He  had  considered  the  outrage  on  the 
^hesaoeake  as  a  gross  violation  of  our  rights  and 
rfthe  law  of  nations, and  he  believed  no  one  had 
elt  moy  indignation  at  it  than  he  did.  But  that 
ras  DOW  atoned  for.  I  consider  (said  Mr.  P.) 
hat  the  Orders  in  Council  are  repealed ;  that 
jreat  Britain  has  stipulated  to  send  an  envoy 
fitb  iostruetiona  to  negotiate  for  a  settleaaent  of 
dl  differences.  I  consider  these  things  as  done, 
Kcause  I  consider  the  faith  of  the  British  nation 
■  solemnly  pledged  to  do  them ;  for,  if  it  bad  not 
een,  the  United  States  would  -not  have  been  jus- 
ified  in  taking  tbe  attitude  which  we  have  taken. 

It  has  been  said,  that  since  the  arrangement 
lere  has  taken  place,  Great  Britain  has  modified 
lef  Orders  in  Council  inamosteaceptionable  man- 
ler.  I  admit  that  this  modification  was  posterior 
B  point  of  date  to  the  arrangement  here ;  that  is 
osay,  that  the  proclamation  of  the  President  of 
be  United  States  was  issued  on  the  19th,  and 
Ittt  the  orders  were  modified  on  the  29th  of 
Vprii;  yet,  in  strict  propriety,  the  new  orders  may 
esaid  to  have  issued  before  the  arrangement, 
lecaase  it  was  before  it  was  known.  Viewing 
be  subject  in  this  light,  I  do  not  believe  that  the 
podificalionof  the  Orders  in  Council  did  proceed 
nm  the  arrangement  here ;  and  I  now  declare 
bat  if  saeh  modification  as  has  been  made  is  to  be 
loatidered  as  rescinding  the  orders,  according  to 
lie  stipolation  made  with  Mr.  firskine,  I  should 
msider  it  a  mere  nsockery.  I  do,  however,  con- 
ifer it  in  a  very  different  light,  and  have  no 
loubt  that  the  Government  of  Great  Britain  will 
idoptsQch  modification  of  their  orders  as  they 
tave  ftipulated  to  do.  These  are  my  ideas,  and 
n  this  ground  I  did  and  do  still  believe  that  we 
^}  to  have  made  a  discrimination,  because  I 
!OQsider  one  nation  to  have  complied  with  the 
MDditions  of  the  non^ntercourse  act,  whilst  the 
kImt  has  not  varied  its  position. 

It  will  be  recollected  by  the  House  that  when 
>ae  qaestion  was  yesterday  proodunded,  whether 
vesbonld  exclude  the  vessels  oA)oth  bellicerents, 
I  voted  in  favor  of  it ;  and  I  confess  that  1  prefer 
ittc  exclusion  to  the  admiaaion  of  both.  I  know 
tbat  the  admission  is  more  favorable  than  the  ez- 
uoiioa ;  but,  when  I  consider  that  the  honor  of 
^  nation  has  been  endangeped  by  them,  I  will 
M»t  prostitute  it  to  either.  I  do  consider  it  con- 
^ry  ^o  the  honor  of  my  country  to  admit  tbe 
irnied  vessels  of  either  belligerent,  when  sailing 
Bider  orders  or  decrees  justifyiag  them  io  captur* 
11th  Com.  1st  Sess.— 15 


lag  every  American  vessel  sailing  on  the. ocean. 
And  the  observation  appears  to  me  to  be  of  great 
weight,  that  there  is  a  great  inconsistency  and 
impropriety  in  refusing  admission  to  their  mer- 
chants, and  admitting  the  entrance  of  armed  ves- 
sels. Considering  the  peculiar  state  of  our  rela- 
lations  with  France,  I  think  it  proper  that  we 
shotild  know  how  France  will  receive  the  intel- 
ligence of  our  accommodation  with  England  be- 
fore we  change  our  situation  in  relation  to  her. 

I  have  other  objections  to  the  bill,  (heprincipcl 
of  which  is  the  introduction  of  the  word  ''depen- 
dency," or  retaining  it  in  the  bill  which  it  is  in- 
tended to  re-enact.    Gentlemen  are  not  sensible 
of  the  very  great  embarrassments  which  the  moat 
intelligent  merchants  have  had  to  undergo  to 
avoid  the  violation  of  our  laws.    A  vessel  saila 
to  a  port  which  at  the  time  of  her  sailing  is  not  a 
dependency  of  France.    When  she  arrives,  tb« 
French  Emperor  has  posseasion ;  and  the  port  then 
being  a  dependency,  the  vessel  incurs  the  penaity 
of  the  law.    It  is  true  that,  under  such  circuna- 
stances,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  will  remit 
the  penalty.    But  why  subject  a  vessel  to  this 
violation  of  your  laws,  when  it  is  inconsistent 
with  i|[ood  policy?    It  is  utterly  impossible  to 
carry  into  efiect  a  regulation  prohibiting  trade 
with  France.  _  It  is  known  that  our  vessels  going 
to  Barbadoes  have  brought  and  will  bring  back 
French  goods.    They  do  not  know  whether  tbe 
articles  they  carry  are  of  French  growth  or  not, 
yet,  at  tbe  same  time,  there  can  be  no  doubt  that  a 
considerable  portion  of  those  articles  are  of  French 
production ;  and,  if  so,  the  property  is  liable  to 
condemnation.    I  am  not  in  favor  of  iwssing  a 
law  which  presents  such  strong  temptations  to  a 
violation  of  it.    I  have  a  high  opinion  of  our 
merchants.    It  is  owing  to  their  honor  and  franc*- 
tuality  that  your  revenue  has  been  so  great  as  it 
is;  but  if  once  yo«  encourage  the  practice  of 
smuggling,  or  introduce  such  strong  temptations 
to  it,  your  revenue  will  cease  to  come  into  tha 
Treasurv  with  such  certainty  as  it  has. 

I  shall  not  trouble  the  House  with  any  further 
observations,  though  I  have  other  insuperable  ob» 
jegtions  to  toe  bill.  I  should  be  happy  to  a^ee 
with  the  majority  in  favor  of  the  bill ;  but,  viewing 
it  as  I  do,  viewing  the  admission  of  French  ships 
into  our  waters  as  inconsistent  with  the  courae 
laid  down  for  our  conduct  by  the  noB*intercuarse 
law,  viewing  it  as  inconsistent  with  the  honor 
and  dignity  of  the  nation  to  admit  any  armed 
vessels  into  our  waters  whilst  the  countnr  to 
which  they  belong  has  orders  and  decrees  in  foroe 
against  us,  I  must  vote  against  the  bill. 

Mr.  Macon  said  he  was  against  admitting  the 
armed  vessels  of  either  belligerent  into  our  waters. 
He  would  place  our  foreign  relations  precisely  in 
the  state  in  which  the  President  had  left  thena, 
sayinof  neither  yea  or  nay  on  the  subject  of  their 
armed  vessels,  leaving  it  where  it  bad  been  left 
by  both  the  parties  to  the  late  arrangement* 
He  should  have  been  glad  that  the  same  disposi* 
tion  had  been  manifested  towards  us  by  France 
as  by  Great  Britain ;  but  because  there  bad  not 
he  would  do  nothing  towards  her  to  prevent  it* 
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Some, gentlemen  had  conceived  that  an  indis- 
criminate admission  would  be  more  adrantageoas 
to  France  than  to  Great  Britain.  Mr.  M.  said  he 
did  not  agree  with  gentlemen  in  this;  for  Qreat 
Britain  had  Canada  and  her  West  India  islands, 
to  which  she  was  in  the  habit  of  sending  out  res- 
•els ;  whilst  France,  having  no  possessions  on  the 
American  coast,  had  no  occasion  for  our  hospi- 
tality. 

Mr.  M.  said  he  sincerely  hoped  that  we  should 
now  act,  as  we  had  heretofore  done,  so  as  to  give 
to  neither  of  the  belligerents  cause  to  charge  us 
with  partiality.  He  was  decidedly  of  opinion 
chat  we  ought  to  leave  both  nations  in  the  same 
state  as  they  were  left  by  the  President's  procla- 
mation. He  had  no  doubt  that  Great  Britain 
would  send  a  Minister  to  negotiate.  But  what 
was  left,  as  to  her,  for  the  surrender  or  repeal  of 
which  she  had  any  anxiety  1  Nothing.  As  to 
France,  she  would  have  no  shipping  at  sea,  so 
long  as  the  war  lasted  in  Europe,  unless  an  event 
took  place  which  he  hoped  would  not.  You  give 
Franpe  a  right  to  enter  your  waters,  said  he,  and 
take  away  any  inducement  she  might  have  had 
to  rescind  her  decrees.  I  believe  the  passage  of 
the  bill  will  extend  the  difficulties  of  the  nation. 
I  know  it  is  not  a  very  pleasant  thing  to  be  op- 
posed to  the  evident  sentiment  of  a  majority  of 
the  House ;  but  it  is  the  bounden  duty  of  those 
who  think  as  I  do  to  vote,  as  I  shall,  against  the 
bill. 

Mr.  Taylor  said  it  appeared  to  be  desired  on 
all  hands  that  nothing  should  be  done  by  the 
House  to  embarrass  the  negotiation ;  and  he  pre- 
sumed that  the  majority,  in  the  different  stages  of 
this  bill,  had  been  actuated  by  that  wish.  If;  said 
Mr.  T.,  I  could  see  the  present  measure  ia.  the  light 
in  which  its  friends  appear  to  view  it,  I  certainly 
should  be  in  favor  it.  But.  when  it  is  recollected 
that  your  legislative  acts  have  been  held  out  to 
your  fellow-citizens  and  to  foreign  nations,  prom- 
ising a  perseverance  in  our  restrictive  measures 
against  such  nation  as  shall  continue  to  oppress 
our  commerce  by  her  unlawful  edicts,  I  consider 
oar  faith  as  pledged  to  the  nation,  that,  apcording 
to  the  recessioii  oTone  belligerent,  or  perseverance 
of  the  other,  we  were  to  shape  our  course. 

The  gentleman  from  Virginia  aimed  a  side 
blow  at  those  who,  in  the  discussion  of  this  sub- 
ject, had  spoken  of  the  ground  which  we  have 
taken.  On  the  effects  supposed  to  be  produced 
by  the  non-intercourse,  I  had  a  right  to  say  loe. 
The  sense  of  the  House  was  taken  distinctly  as  to 
a  repeal  of  the  embargo,  on  the  first  report  of  the 
Committee  of  Foreign  Relations.  It  was  then  that 
the  principle  was  decided,  and  itnvas  that  act 
which  was  taken  hold  of  across  the  Atlantic,  and 
made  the  ground  of  the  instructions  which  came 
out  by  Mr.  Oakley  to  the  British  Envoy  here,  and 
on  which  the  arrangement  did  take  place.  Now, 
though  the  gentleman  seems  unwilling  that  any 
part  of  the  House  should  say  we,  I  vindicate  the 
claim  which  I  have  to  use  it.  In  fact,  I  would 
claim  for  the  mover  of  the  original  proposition  to 
this  House  for  the  interdiction  of  armed  vessels, 
the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina  (Mr.  Maoon,) 


the  merit  of  the  late  negotiation,  if  it  attach  m 
where.    But  I  am  not  willing  to  carry  on  the  c  j 
partnership.    I  will  not  now  say  we.    I,  who  m 
for  the  motion  going  to  give  power  to  the  P 
dent  of  the   United   States  to  issue  letten  oi 
marque  and  reprisal  against  that  nation  vbi 
persevered  in  its  edicts  after  the  other  had  wi 
drawn  them,  am  not  willing,  on  the  passage 
this  bill,  to  say  we,  as  by  it  you  admit  instead 
continuing  the  exclusion  against,  armed  vessel 
where,  instead  of  a  recession,  injuries  have  rat 
been  added.   When  gentlemen  are  asked  why  t 
have  admitted  French  vessels,  in  our  present  sii 
ation  in  relation  to  France,  after  the  temper  d 
played  and  the  votes  given  at  the  last  session  o 
the  subject,  their's  must  be  a  feeling  in  which 
would  not  participate,  and  therefore  I  will  q( 
say  "w«." 

Mr.  Dana  observed  that^  by  the  Journals  oft! 
Senate,  it  appeared  that  this  bill  had  been  un 
imously  passed  by  that  body.  This  unaDim 
vote  01  the  Senate  might  be  regarded  as  a  codsii 
eration  to  operate  very  strongly  on  the  miads 
members  of  the  House,  as  respected  the  propriet] 
of  adopting  the  present  bill;  it  certainly  m 
have  weight  in  favor  of  a  measure,  when  it « 
founcf  that  men  differing  widely  in  political  opi 
ions  joined  in  voting  for  it.  I,  said  Mr.  D.,  ha^ 
myself  verv  strongly  felt  the  force  of  this  consii 
eration.  But  yo)i  know,  sir,  that  the  rules  of  pi 
ceeding  and  order  established  in  this  House  do  di 
admit  of  our  urofing  in  debate  the  conduct  oft' 
Senate  of  the  United  States  as  a  motive  for 
cidiog  the  opinion  of  this  House.  Why  is  it 
of  order  ?  Because  the  excellence  of  our  Coast 
tution  is,  that  the  Legislature  shall  consist  of  t 
Houses,  each  of  which  shall  act  on  its  own  id 
of  propriety.  If  it  is  not  proper  to  mention  tl 
conduct  of  the  Senate  in  debate,  it  is  not  proj 
to  suffer  it  to  overthrow  our  opinions.  Iq  i 
view  I  feel  myself  bound,  with  all  due  deferenc 
to  the  Senate,  to  examine  this  subject  for  mysel 
I  cannot  but  feel  the  weight  of  that  vote;  bat 
cannot  forget  that  the  bill  respecting  the  writ  c 
habeas  corpus  was  once  passed  in  that  House,  ao 
rejected  unanimously  in  this,  without  being  pei 
mitted  to  be  read  a  second  time. 

On  examining  this  bill,  si^,  I  do  not  find  thij 
its  various  provisions  appear  to  constitute  oi^ 
whole,  to  conform  with  any  system  of  policy,  oj 
to  be  consistent  with  the  principles  of  any  oAi 
in  this  country.  It  is  certainly  not  the  cour^ 
which  I  would  have  chosen;  it  is  not  consisteij 
with  the  course  marked  out  at  the  last  session  C 
Congress.  I  was  certainly  not  in  favor  of  th 
embargo;  I  disapproved  of  that  system;  andwhe| 
I  saw  the  non-inllrcoursesystemj  I  considered  thi 
as  retaining  the  embargo  principle,  but  not  wi^ 
so  much  precision.  I  consider  this  bill  to  be  rt 
ceding  from  a  weak  position.  If  the  embargo  w^ 
a  decisive  measure,  it  ought  to  have  been  taitei 
more  completely  at  the  outset  than  it  vras.  Bi^ 
it  failed.  The  non-intercourse  was  abandoQioj 
one  pact  and  retaining  another  of  the  system 
This  bill  was  abandoning  a  part  of  the  non*intel 
courae  system  and  retainmg  a  part.    When  I  lool 
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It  it,  I  see  DOthiog  in  it  at  which  any  portion  of 
American  citizens  can  rejoice  or  he  proud  of; 
lothiog  of  a  firm,  dignified,  matared,  soand,  con- 
istent  policyt  to  be  maintained  on  general  prin- 
liples  against  all  the  world.    Am  I  then  required 

0  vote  for  a  measure  of  this  kiod?  If,  with  my 
rieod  from  Massachusetts  (Mr.  CIuinot)  I  could 
fuppa«e  that  yoting  for  a  system  which  I  did  not 
ike  would  destroy  it,  I  should  rote  for  it.  For, 
f  I  understand  him.  lie  dislikes  the  whole,  and 
faerefore  will  YOte  for  this  part  of  it.  The  whole 
rould  die  at  the  end  of  .this  session ;  but  to  show 
lis  anxiety  for  its  death  he  must  keep  it  alive  till 
Jie  next  session  of  Congress.    I  was  yery  much 

i eased  with  a  ^reat  part  of  his  remarks ;  I  appro- 
ited  his  premises,  but  his  conclusions  appeared 
to  be  directly  the  reverse  of  the  proper  result. 
Bat  as  he  is  a  gentleman  of  strong  powers  of  mind, 
ii  may  well  be  able  to  draw  a  conclusion  which 

[  CaDQOt. 

Gentlemen  have  alluded  to  the  declarations  of 
tbe  Emperor  of  France  in  relation  to  his  decrees. 
When  Bonaparte  talks  of  the  freedom  of  the  seas, 
loes  he  mean  the  same  idea  which  we  attach  to 
these  words  when  we  use  them  ?  When  he  talks 
if  the  principles  of  maritime  law,  does  he  mean 
Ibe  same  as  we?  On  the  subject  of  maritime 
hw,  has  he  not  stated  things  which  before  were 
l&beard  of?    Certainly,  sir.    On  the  contrary,  I 

^ re  always  understood  the  claims  of  the  United 
ates  as  a  neutral  nation  to  be,  not  to  assert  new 
^etensions,  but  to  assert  such  claims  as  they  may 
IbiDk  reasonable  with  respect  to  principle,  and 
nch  as  bare  been  formerly  admitted  in  practice. 
With  respect  to  the  bill  before  )rou,  there  has 
been  one  argument  used,  and  an  imposing  one 
eertaialy^  prorided  that  it  appeared  completely 
Ibaoded  m  fact.  It  is  said  this  bill  is  considered 
IS  comporting  with  the  views  of  the  Executive 
Goyerament  of  the  country ;  and  that  the  Eze- 
eotire  has  acted  so  well  in  conducting  the  pre- 
limioary  arrangement  for  removing  certain  obsta- 
eles  to  negotiation,  that  on  the  whole  we  ought 
to  assist  his  Administration.    On  this  subject,  sir, 

1  hare  to  observe  that  we  are  utterly  without  offi- 
eiil  evidence  on  this  point.  We  have  no  evidence 
whatever,  of  an  official  nature,  that  this  bill  com- 
ports with  the  Executive  views.  If  we  have,  it 
B  to  me  unknown.  We  have  not,  during  the 
Reseat  session,,  had  any  report  in  detail  from  the 
Committee  of  Foreign  Relations.  If  that  com- 
mittee had  made  a  report,  stating  facts  and  rea- 
so&iag  as  the  basis  of  the  bill,  I  might  consider 
(bit  committee  as  having  consulted  the  Executive 
of  the  country,  and  as  having  adopted  its  disposi- 
tioQ  as  the  basis  of  its  proceedings.  But,  as  we 
^Te  no  such  thing,  are  we  to  suppose  that  there 
ve  certain  gentlemen  in  the  House  who  are  or- 

SAs  of  communication  of  the  Executive  wishes  ? 
are  we  any  other  evidence  of  the  disposition  of 
tbe  Executive  in  relation  to  this  bill  than  that 
certain  gentlemen  are  in  favor  of  it  ?  If,  on  this 
sQbiect,  the  opinion  of  the  Executive  should  pro- 
Hrly  decide  our  Judgment,  ought  we  not  to  have 
«d  some  official  exposition  of  the  views  of  the 
^rernment  ?    As  we  have  no  such  information, 


we  are  to  examine  whether  this  bill  comports 
with  the  arrangement  made  with  Great  Britain. 
But,  as  to  that,  I  beg  leave  to  be  deemed  as  not 
considering  myself  pledged  by  that  arrangement 
merely.  As  to  myself,  as  an  American,  I  am  bv 
no  means  gratified  that  we  should  contend  witn 
one  nation  because  another  does  us  justice.  A 
stipulation  of  that  kind  I  should  consider  as  de- 
grading to  my  country. 

In  my  remarks,  therefore,  I  disclaim  owing  any- 
thing for  any  boon  which  Great  Britain  may 
have  given  us,  because  I  do  not  consider  it  as  a  . 
boon  that  they  have  ceased  to  injure  us.  But  in 
the  face  of  the  world  such  declarations  have  been 
formally  made  by  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States.  The  fact  is  known  to  ourselves,  to  our 
countrymen,  to  such  portions  of  the  foreign  world 
as  may  take  an  interest  in  our  concerns.  And  in 
comparing  this  bill  with  those  declarations,  will 
it  be  possible  to  conceive  that  we  are  consistent  ? 
When  you  had  differences  with  both  the  bellig- 
erents, what  was  your  language  1  You  talked  as 
though  you  would  throw  the  gauntlet  to  the  globe, 
as  though  you  would  stretch  out  your  arm  land 
smite  the  world.  When  an  adjustment  is  made 
with  one  of  those  Powers,  what  is  your  language  ? 
Really,  sir,  the  difficulty  under  which  the  Gov- 
ernment formerly  labored  was  said  to  be  this: 
that  if  we  went  to  war  with  both  nations. — [Mr. 
O.  quoted  a  part  of  the  report  of  the  Committee 
of  Foreign  Ilelations  of  last  session  on  this  sub- 
ject.] I  consider  this  part  of  the  report,  said  he, 
as  proceeding  upon  assumptions  which  are  erro- 
neous, and  founded  upon  grounds  untenable  and 
inaccurate.  But  as  to  this  report,  which  appeared 
to  receive  the  approbation  of  a  majority  of  the 
members  of  the  House,  it  seems  to  be  clear  from 
it,  that  were  it  not  that  you  were  so  equally 
wronged  by  both  belligerents,  and  that  both  per- 
sisted, you  certainly  would  have  engaged  in  war 
with  one ;  but  that,  as  a  treble  war  was  rather  a 
difficult  plan,  it  was  best  to  continue  the  restric- 
tive system. 

What  is  the  declaration  made  to  the  British 
Minister  at  this  place,  by  our  Secretary  of  State, 
on  this  subject  ?  Is  it  pretended  to  enter  into  any 
stipulations  with  Great  Britain  as  to  our  conduct  ? 
No,  sir,  it  is  that  our  measures  are  adopted  on  the 
principle  that  the  Government  would  assert  the 
rights  of  our  country  against  any  Power  on  the 
globe,  without  any  reference  to  pledges.  On  this 
point  I  would  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
a  sentence  which  is  the  most  extraordinary  surely 
that  ever  was  put  together.  And,  unless  it  be  a 
dash  of  the  pen,  like  that  of  the  brush  of  the 
painter  who  painted  at  one  dash  a  perfect  horse. 
It  must  have  been  the  elaborate  labor  of  twenty- 
four  hours ;  in  either  case  not  detracting  from  the 
skill  of  the  author  of  it.  The  sentence  is  as  fol- 
lows :  "As  it  appears  at  the  same  time,  that,  in 

*  making  this  offer,  His  Britannic  Majesty  derives 

*  a  motive  from  the  equality,  now  existing,  in  the 
<  relations  of  the  United  States,  with  the  twobel- 

*  ligerent  Powers,  the  President  owes  it  to  the 
'  occasion,  and  to  himself,  to  let  it  be  understood, 
'  that  this  equality  b  a  result,  incident  to  a  state 
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was  made  to  the  House;  and  on  the  question) 
'*Is  the  decision  of  the  Chair  correct?"  it  was 
resolved  in  the  affirmative. 

A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Bibb,  that  the  first 
resolution  do  lie  on  the  table ;  and  the  question 
heing  taken  thereupon,  it  was  determined  in  the 
negative. 

The  question  was  then  taken  that  the  House 
do  azree  to  the  first  resolution,  as  originally  pro- 
posed by  the  Committee  of  Elections;  and  re- 
solved in  the  affirmative — yeas  58,  nays  13,  the 
Speaker  decliiring  himself  with  the  yeas. 

Teas — Lemuel  J.  Alston,  Willis  Alston,  jr.,  Wm. 
Anderson.  Ezekiel  Bacon,  David  Bard,  BurweU  Bas- 
■ett,  William  W.  Bibb,  Adam  Boyd,  John  Brown, 
Robert  Brown,  William  A.  BurweU,  William  Butler, 
Joseph  Calhoun,  Matthew  Clay,  James  Cochran,  Or- 
chard Cook,  James  Cox,  William  Crawford,  Richard 
Cutts,  John  Dawson,  Joseph  Desha,  John  W.  Eppes, 
William  Findley,  Jonathan  Fisk,  Meshack  Franklin, 
Barzillai  Gannett  Gideon  Gardner,  Thomas  Gholson, 
jun.,  William  Helms,  James  Holland,  Benjamin  How- 
ard, Jacob  HuiW,  John  G.  Jackson,  Richard  M.  John- 
jK>n,  William  Kennedy,  Aaron  Lyle,  Samuel  McKee, 
Alexander  McKim,  John  Montgomery,  Nicholas  R. 
Moore,  Tliomas  Moore,  Jeremiidi  Morrow,  Thomas 
Newton,  John  Porter,  Peter  B.  Porter,  John  Rea  of 
PennsyWania,  John  Rhea  of  Tennessee,  Matthias  Rich- 
ards, John  Roane,  Erastua  Root,  Ebenezer  Sage,  Sam- 
uel Shaw,  George  Smith,  Samuel  Smith,  Archibald 
Van  Horn,  Robert  Weakley,  Robert  Whitehill,  and 
Robert  Witherspoon. 

Nati — ^Daniel  Blaisdell,  Wm.  Chamberlin,  Samuel 
•  W.  Dana,  Joseph  Lewis,  jr.,  Robert  Le  Roy  Living- 
ston, Vincent  Matthews,  William  Milnor,  Benjamin 
Pickman,  jr.,  Josiah  Quincy,  James  Stephenson,  Kil- 
'  lian  K.  Van  Rensselaer,  Laban.  Wheaton,  and  Ezekiel 
Whitman. 

The  question  was  stated  from  the  Chair,  that 
.  the  Hguse  do  agree  to  the  second  resolution  con- 
tained in  the  report,  in  the  words  following,  to 
wit: 

« 12e9o/ve<f,  That  William  Baylies  is  fio/ entitled  to  a 
■eat  in  this  House." 

And  the  same  being  taken,  there  appeared — 
yeas  56,  nays  12. 

It  having  appeared  by  the  foregoing  vote 'that 
a  quorum,  consisting  of  a  majority  of  the  whole 
number  of  members,  was  not  present,  the  House 
adjourned. 


Wednesday,  June  28. 

Mr.  Morrow  presented  a  letter  from  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Treasury,  directed  to  the  chairman 
of  the  Committee  on  rublic  Lands,  enclosing  a 
letter  from  the. Register  of  the  Land  Office  for 
the  Eastern  District  of  Orleans  Territory  ;  which 
were  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

Mr.  Randolph,  from  the  committee  appointed 
on  the  first  instant,  presented  a  bill  providing  for 
the  third  census  or  enumeration  of  the  inhabi- 
tants of  the  United  States;  which  was  received, 
and  permitted  to  lie  on  the  table. 

Mr.  J.  G.  Jackson  observing  that  no  one  was 
more  anxious  to  adjourn  at  the  time  fixed  than 
himself,  but  that  he  was  certain  that  the  House 


could  not  discuss  and  decide  all  the  busiDess  be- 
fore them,  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  the 
sense  of  the  House  on  the  subject,  moved  that  the 
Speakers  of  ^he  two  Houses  be  authorized  to  ad- 
journ them  on  Friday  next  instead  of  this  day. 

This  motion  was  out  of  order,  other  motions 
for  the  orders  of  the  day  having  preference,  aod 
was  therefore  not  received. 

The  House  concurred  in  a  verbal  amendment 
of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  to  amend  the  "  Act  for 
the  support  of  public  credit  and  the  redemption 
of  the  public  debt." 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole,  Mr.  Macon  in  the  Chair,  on  the  bill 
to  suspend  for  a  limited  time  the  recruitiof 
service. 

Mr.  J.  G.  Jackson  moved  to  strike  out  the 
clause,  authorizing  the  President  of  the  United 
States  to  renew  it  if  the  public  service^  in  hii 
opinion,  shall  require  it. — Carried  48  to  29. 

The  Committee  rose  and  reported  the  bill  a 
amended  \  which  was  ordered  to  a  third  reading, 
and  was  subsequently  read  and  passed. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Cutts,  the  bill  from  tbe 
Senate  authorizing  the  accounting  officers  of  tbe 
Treasury  to  give  credit  to  the  collectors  of  the 
customs  for  certain  allowances  made  by  them  to 
the  owners  of  fishing  vessels,  passed  through  a 
Committee  of  the  Whole,  Mr.  Bassbtt  in  the 
Chair,  and  was  ordered  to  a  third  reading;  and 
was  tnen  read  a  third  time  and  passed  withoot 
opposition. 

POST  OPFICB  ESTABLISHMENT. 

Mr.  Stanford  said :  I  have  for  several  dan 
had  a  resolution  to  ofier  to  this  House,  which, 
from  the  press  of  other  business,  I  have  not  had 
the  opportunity  to  do.  The  subject  is  one  so  ap- 
parently necessary  to  be  taken  up,  I  am  per&uaded 
the  House  will  not  hesitate  to  adopt  it.  I  allude 
to  the  subiect  of  the  Post  Office  Kstablishmeot. 
In  the  fifth  Congress,  it  was  found  necessary  to 
review  that  Establishment,  and  remedy  many 
evils  which  were  found  to  exist  in  that  Depart- 
ment. If  then  it  was  found  necessary  to  review 
the  subject  generally,  and  make  it  one  entire  sys- 
tem, it  is  certainly  now  much  more  necessary  to 
do  the  same  thing,  seeing  ten  or  eleven  yean 
have  since  elapsed,  much  territory  is  added  to  oat 
country,  and  a  great  extension  of  the  Establish- 
ment taken  place.  Satisfied  I  am,  said  Mr.  S., 
some  defects,  radical  in  their  nature,  exist  in  the 
present  system-;  and  that  it  is  so,  must  beobviooa 
to  every  gentleman  of  the  House.  Session  afiel 
session,  for  several  years,  without  being  able  to 
pass  any  Post  Office  law,  gentlemen  in  their  places 
have  offered  at  every  session,  for  some  years  past, 
resolutions  on  this  subject,  in  order  to  accommo^ 
date  their  constituents.  Our  constituents  tbem< 
selves  have  petitioned,  and  all  in  vaio.  W^  are 
told  the  revenue  from  the  Post  Office  Establish^ 
ment  will  not  bear  any  farther  increase  of  roads] 
nay,  that  many  already  established,  ought  to  p 
down,  and  thus,  the  bill  receive  the  go-by  i  aod 
for  this  reason,  properly  enough,  no  doubt.  Baii 
Mr.  S.  said,  he  believed  a  system  could  be  devisedj 
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Bat  I  have  one  further  objection  to  this  bill, 
nsE:  that  by  it  you  do  permit  trade  with  Preoch 
iddiog  vessels,  thus.  There  is  no  prohibition  to 
"^  e  farnishiog  supplies  to  French  vessels.  The 
eDch  vesseU,  j^oing  to  sea,  go  armed  and  under 

le  aatbority  of  their  Government;  and  cominff 

ito  the  ports  of  this  country  may  be  supplied 
with  anything  they  wish  without  an  Infraction 
of  the  letter  of  the  law.  Let  any  public  armed 
ressel  come  into  the  waters  of  the  United  States, 
ind  they  may  purchase  whatever  they  please. 
There  is  no  law  to  prohibit  it,  nor  any  authority 
placed  io  the  Government  of  the  United  States  to 
preveDt  them  from  purchasiug.  The  state  of  the 
case  DOW  is^  that  your  vessels  shall  not  be  cleared 
out  to  carrv  anything  to  France,  but  your  boats 
aod  everything  that  sails  may  be  employed  to 
carry  provisions  to  French  armed  ships  in  your 
harbors,  and  they  may  be  completely  loaded.  If 
this  be  the  intention  of  gentlemen,  I  nave  nothing 
further  to  say ;  if  it  be  not  their  intention,  they 
^ill  have  in  this  case,  as  they  have  had  in  others, 
a  very  i^reat  experience  of  the  disadvantages  of 
Qodertakiog  to  chop  up  law. 

From  these  general  views  of  the  subject,  sir,  I 
am  opposed  to  the  passage  of  the  law. 

Messrs.  Pitkin  and  CIdinct  stated  their  reasons 
for  Totiog  against  the  bill. 

And  on  the  qvestion,  ^ Shall  the  bill  pass?" 
ii  was  decided  in  the  affirmative — yeas  7!^,  nays 

15,  M  follows: 

TiAS— Lemuel  J.  Alston,  WUIis  Alston,  jr.»  WUliam 
JbidersoD,  Ezekiel  Bacon,  William  W.  Bibb,  Adani 
Boyd,  John  Drown,  Robert  Brown,  WiUiam  A.  Bar- 
vcU,  Joaai^  Caihonn,  John  Camnbellt  Howell  Cobb^ 
Jtma  Cocturan,  Orchard  Cook,  James  Cox»  Richard 
Cotti,  John  Dawson,  Joseph  Desha,  James  Cmott,  J. 
W.  Epptis,  William  Findlej,  Jonathan  Fisk,  Gideon 
GirdocTi  Thomas  Gholson,  jr,  Peterson  Goodwyn, 
Thomu  R.  Gold,  Daniel  Heister,  William  Helms, 
Jwob  Hafty,  Robert  Jenkins,  Richard  M.  Johnson, 
William  Kennedy,  Herman  Knickerbaeker,  Robert  Le 
Boy  LiYiDgston,  John  Love,  Matthew  Lyon,  Aaron 
lyle,  Sobc^  Marion,  Vincent  Matthews,  Bamnel  Mc* 
Kee,  William  Milnor,  John  Montgooaerj,  Nicholas  R. 
Moore,  Thomas  Newton,  Joseph  F^anon,  John  Porter, 
Peter  B.  Porter,  Josiah  QniBcy,  John  Rea  of  Pennsyl* 
noil,  John  Rhea  of  Tenneosee,  Matthias  Richards, 
Ms  Boane,  Bbeneser  Sage,  Thomas  8«mmon%  Dan- 
id  SbflUby,  Jo^  Smilie,  George  Smith,  Samuel  Smith, 
Hfuy  Sonthard,  John  Stanley,  James  Stephenson, 
hah  Swoope,  John  Thompson,  Uri  Tracy,  Nicholas 
Via  Dyke,  Aichibald  Van  Horn,  Robert  Weakley, 
Uaa  Wheaton,  Robert  Whitehill,  Rzekiel  Whitman, 
Richard  Winn,  and  Robert  Witherspoon. 

NATt— Danisl  Blaisdell,  John  0.  Chamberlain,  a 
V.Dana,  John  Davenport,  jr.,  William  £ly,  William 
^  Nathaniel  A.  Haven,  James  Holland,  Jonathan 
H-Hobbard,  £dward  St.  Loe  Livermore^  Nathaniel 
^«eoD,  Timothy  Pitkin,  jr.,  John  Ro«b  Richard  Stan- 
fof^  ud  John  Taylor. 

Abieat,  54  members, 

CONTESTED  BLBOTION. 

The  House  then  took  up  for  consideration  the 
report  of  the  committee  on  the  contested  election 
«f  WiLLUM  Batliss— 60  to  35. 


After  debate,  a  motion  was  noAde  to  postpone  it 
indefinitely.  The  debate  on  this  subject  was  con* 
tinued  to  a  very  late  hour,  many  motions  of  ad- 
journment having  been  made  without  success. 
About  9  o'clock  the  question  was  taken  on  indefi- 
nite postponement  of  the  report,  and  negatived-^ 
yeas  45,  nays  65,  as  follows : 

TaAs-'Daniel  BlaisdeU,  John  Campbell,  John  C- 
Chamberlain,  Wm.  Chamberlin,  Epaphroditus  Cham- 
pion, Samuel  W.  Dana,  John  Davenport,  jr.,  William 
Ely,  Jamei  Bmott,  Thomas  R.  Gold,  WilUam  Hale, 
Nathaniel  A.  Ha^en,  Daniel  Heister,  Jonathan  0. 
Hubbard,  Richard  Jackson,  I^bert  Jenkins,  Herman 
Knickerbaeker,  Joseph  Lewis,  jr.,  Edward  St.  Loe  Lxwr 
ermore,  Robert  Le  Roy  Livingston,  Matthew  Lyon, 
Vincent  Matthews,  Pleasant  M,  Miller,  Wq.  Milnor, 
Joseph  Pearson,  Benjaman  Pickman,  jnn.,  Timothy 
Pitkin,  jr.,  Josiah  Qnmcy,  John  Randolph,  John  Rom, 
Thomas  Sammons,  Daniel  Sheflfey,  Jno.  Stanley,  Wm 
Stedman,  James  Stephenson,  Lewis  B,  Stnrges,  Jacob 
Swoope,  Samuel  Taggart,  Benjamin  Tallmadge,  0ri 
Tracy,  Nicholas  Van  Dyke,  Archibald  Van  Horn,  Kli- 
lian  K.  Van  Rensselaer,  Lshan  Wheaton,  and  Espial 
Whitman. 

Nats — ^Lemuel  J,  Alston,  Willis  Alston,  inn.,  Wil- 
liam Anderson,  Ezekiel  Bacon,  David  Bard,  Burwall 
Bassett,  William  W.  Bibb,  Adam  Boyd,  John  Brown, 
Robert  Brown,  WilUam  A.  Bnrwell,  William  ButUr, 
Joseph  Cslhoun,  Matthew  Clay,  Howell  Cobb,  James 
Cochran,  Orchard  Cook,  James  Cox,  William  Craw- 
ford, Richard  Cutts,  John  Dawson,  Jossj^  Desha,  Jno* 
W.  Eppes,  William  Findley,  Jonathan  risk,  Meshaok 
Franklm,  Barzillai  Gannett,  Gideon  Gardner,  Thomaa 
Gholson,  jnn.,  WilUam  Helms,  James  Holland,  Bei|ia- 
min  Howard,  Jacob  Hofty,  John  G.  Jackson,  Richard 
M.  Johnson,  Walter  Jones,  William  KennedVf  Aaron 
Lyle,  Samuel  McKee,  Alexander  McKim,  John  Mont- 
gomery, Nicolas  R.  Moore,  Thomas  Moore,  Jeremiah 
Morrow,  Thos.  Newton,  John  Porter,  Peter  B.  Porter, 
John  Rea  of  Pennsylvania,  John  Rhea  of  Tennessee^ 
Matthias  Richards,  John  Roane,  Erastns  Rocfl,  Kbpso* 
ler  Sage,  Lemuel  Sawyar,  Samuel  Shaw,  John  Smilie, 
George  Smith,  Samuel. Smith,  Henry  Southard,  Rioli- 
ard  Stanford,  John  Thomf«pn,  Bobort  WeaUoj,  Robt» 
WhiiehiU,  Richard  Winn,  and  Robei^  Witheiapoo»« 

A  motion  was  than  made  by  Mr.  Livbbmorb 
that  the  House  do  now  adjourn,  and  the  oueation 
being  taken  thereupon,  it  waa  determinea  in  the 
Begative-^yeas  39,  nays  63. 

The  question  was  tb««  stated  from  the  Chair, 
that  the  House  do  agree  to  the  first  rcBolii|ioii 
contained  in  the  report,  in  the  words  following, 
to  wit: 

"  Ruoivedf  That  the  election  held  in  Plymouth  dis» 
trict,  in  November  last,  was  legal  and  proper.*' 

A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Livermobb  to 
amend  the  resolution,  by  adding  aAer  the  words 
'Megal  and  proper,"  the  words  "but  not  conclu- 
sive." 


}i 


The  Speaker  decided  that  the  motion  was  not 
in  order,  it  being  a  substitute  for  the  resolution 
under  consideration,  and  that  agreeably  to  the 
standin|[  rules  and  orders  of  the  House,  no  new 
proposition  shall  be  admitted,  under  color  of 
amendment,  as  a  substitute  for  the  motion  or 
proposition  under  debate.  > 

From  which  decision  of  the  Chi^ir,  an  appeal 
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was  made  to  the  House;  and  on  the  question} 
''Is  the  decision  of  the  Chair  correct ?''  it  was 
resolved  in  the  affirmative. 

A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Bibb,  that  the  first 
resolution  do  lie  on  the  table ;  and  the  question 
being  taken  thereupon,  it  was  determined  in  the 
negative. 

The  question  was  then  taken  that  the  House 
do  azree  to  the  first  resolution,  as  originally  pro- 
posed by  the  Committee  of  Elections;  and  re- 
solved in  the  affirmative — yeas  58,  nays  13,  the 
Speaker  declaring  himself  with  the  yeas. 

Teas — ^Lemuel  J.  Alston,  Willis  Alston,  jr.,  Wm. 
Anderson.  Ezekiel  Bacon,  David  Bard,  BurweU  Baa- 
sett,  William  W.  Bibb,  Adam  Boyd,  John  Brown, 
Robert  Brown^  William  A.  Burwell,  William  Butler, 
Joseph  Calhoun,  Matthew  Clay,  James  Cochran,  Or- 
chard Cook,  James  Cox,  William  Crawford,  Richard 
Cutts,  John  Dawson,  Joseph  Desha,  John  W.  Eppes, 
William  Findley,  Jonathan  Fisk,  Meshack  FranUin, 
Barzillai  Gannett  Gideon  Gardner,  Thomas  Gholson, 
Jan.,  William  Helms,  James  Holland,  Benjamin  How- 
ard, Jacob  Hufty,  John  G.  Jackson,  Richard  M.  John- 
jK>n,  William  Kennedy,  Aaron  Lyle,  Samuel  McKee, 
Alexander  McKim,  John  Montgomery,  Nicholas  R. 
Moore,  Thomas  Moore,  Jeremiidi  Morrow,  Thomas 
Newton,  John  Porter,  Peter  B.  Porter,  John'  Rea  of 
Pennsylvania,  John  Rhea  of  Tennessee,  Matthias  Rich- 
ards, John  Roane,  Erastua  Root,  Bbenezer  Sage,  Sam- 
uel Shaw,  George  Smith,  Samuel  Smith,  Ardiibald 
Van  Horn,  Robert  Weakley,  Robert  Whitehill,  and 
Robert  Witherspoon. 

Nats — Daniel  Blaisdell^  Wm.  Chamberlin,  Samuel 
.  W.  Dana,  Joseph  Lewis,  jr.,  Robert  Le  Roy  Living- 
ston, Vincent  Matthews,  William  Milnor,  benjamin 
Pickman,  jr.,  Josiah  Quincy,  James  Stephenson,  Kil- 
'  lian  K.  Van  Rensselaer,  Laban.  Wheaton,  and  Ezekiel 
Whitman. 

The  question  was  stated  from  the  Chair,  that 
.  tke  Hguse  do  agree  to  the  second  resolution  con- 
tained in  the  report,  in  the  wor^s  following,  to 
wit: 

«  Resohed,  That  William  Baylies  is  not  entitled  to  a 
seat  in  this  House." 

And  the  same  being  taken,  there  appeared — 
yeas  56,  nays  12. 

It  having  appeared  by  the  foregoing  vote*that 
a  quorum,  consisting  of  a  majority  of  the  whole 
number  of  members,  was  not  present,  the  House 
adjourned. 


Wednesday,  June  28. 

Mr.  Morrow  presented  a  letter  from  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Treasury,  directed  to  the  chairman 
of  the  Committee  on  rublic  Lands,  enclosing  a 
letter  from  the  Register  of  the  Land  Office  for 
the  Eastern  District  of  Orleans  Territory  ;  which 
were  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

Mr.  Randolph,  from  the  committee  appointed 
on  the  first  instant,  presented  a  bill  providing  for 
the  third  census  or  enumeration  of  the  inhabi- 
tants of  the  United  States;  which  was  received, 
and  permitted  to  lie  on  the  table. 

Mr.  J.  Q.  Jackson  observing  that  no  one  was 
more  anxious  to  adjourn  at  the  time  fixed  than 
himself,  but  that  he  was  certain  that  the  House 


could  not  discuss  and  decide  all  the  business  be- 
fore them,  for  the  purpose  of  ascertain ing  the 
sense  of  the  House  on  the  subject,  moved  that  the 
Speakers  of  ^he  two  Houses  be  authorized  to  ad- 
journ them  on  Friday  next  instead  of  this  day. 

This  motion  was  out  of  order,  other  motions 
for  the  orders  of  the  day  having  preference,  and 
was  therefore  not  received. 

The  House  concurred  in  a  verbal  amendment 
of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  to  amend  the  "Act for 
the  support  of  public  credit  and  the  redemption 
of  the  public  debt." 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole,  Mr.  Macon  in  the  Chair,  on  the  hill 
to  suspend  for  a  limited  time  the  recruiting 
service. 

Mr.  J.  G.  Jackson  moved  to  strike  out  the 
clause,  authorizing  the  President  of  the  United 
States  to  renew  it  if  the  public  service,  in  his 
opinion,  shall  require  it. — Carried  48  to  29. 

The  Committee  rose  and  reported  the  bill  as 
amended ;  which  was  ordered  to  a  third  reading, 
and  was  subsequently  read  and  passed. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Cutts,  the  bill  from  the 
Senate  authorizing  the  accounting  officers  of  the 
Treasury  to  give  credit  to  the  collectors  of  the 
customs  for  certain  allowances  made  by  them  to 
the  owners  of  fishing  vessels,  passed  through  a 
Committee  of  the  Whole,  Mr.  Bassett  in  the 
Chair,  and  was  ordered  to  a  third  reading ;  and 
was  tnen  read  a  third  time  and  passed  withoot 
opposition. 

POST  OFFICE  ESTABLISHMENT. 

Mr.  Stanford  said :  I  have  for  several  days 
had  a  resolution  to  offer  to  this  House,  which. 
from  the  press  of  other  business,  I  have  not  had 
the  opportunity  to  do.  The  subject  is  one  so  ap* 
parently  necessary  to  be  taken  up,  I  am  persuaded 
the  House  will  not  hesitate  to  adopt  it.  I  allude 
to  the  subiectof  the  Post  Office  Establisbmeot. 
In  the  fifth  Congress,  it  was  found  necessary  to 
review  that  Establishment,  and  remedy  many 
evils  which  were  found  to  exist  in  that  Depart- 
ment. If  then  it  was  found  necessary  to  review 
the  subject  generally,  and  make  it  one  entire  sys- 
tem, it  is  certainly  now  much  more  necessary  to 
do  the  same  thing,  seeing  ten  or  eleven  years 
have  since  elapsed,  much  territory  is  added  to  our 
country,  and  a  great  extension  of  the  Establish- 
ment taken  place.  Satisfied  I  am,  said  Mr.  S., 
some  defects,  radical  in  their  nature,  exist  in  the 
present  system;  and  that  it  is  so,  must  be  obvious 
to  every  gentleman  of  the  House.  Session  after 
session,  for  several  years,  without  being  able  to 

E ass  any  Post  Office  law,  gentlemen  in  their  places 
ave  offered  at  every  session,  for  some  years  past^ 
resolutions  on  this  subject,  in  order  to  accommo- 
date their  constituents.  Our  constituents  them- 
selves have  petitioned,  and  all  in  vain.  We  are 
told  the  revenue  from  the  Post  Office  Establish- 
ment will  not  bear  any  farther  increase  of  roads; 
nay,  that  many  already  established,  ought  to  go 
down,  and  thus,  the  bill  receive  the  go-by;  and 
for  this  reason,  properly  enough,  no  doubt.  Bot, 
Mr.  S.  said,  he  believed  a  system  could  be  devised, 
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which  would  so  promote  economy  in  that  Depart* 
meet,  not  now  practicable  as  it  appeared  to  nim, 
as  that  we  might  add  every  necessary  road,  hi 
whaterer  part  of  the  country  it  might  be  desired ; 
and  that  we  can,  upon  a  proper  reyisal  of  the  sub- 
ject, do  much  towards  bettering  the  system,  as  it 
now  appears  to  so  on.  I  offer  the  resolution  in 
the  words  in  which  it  was  before  offered,  and 
hope  it  will  be  adopted.  • 

The  resolution  is  as  follows : 

Betohedj  That  the  Postmaster  General  be,  and  is 
hereby  directed  to  prepare  and  report  to  the  House  of 
Representativesy  at  the  next  session  of  Congress,  such 
a  syttem  as  will  enable  the  House  to  comprise  into  ont^ 
the  seTeral  laws  which  haTe  been  made,  and  are  now 
in  force  respecting  Ihe  post  offices  and  post  roads  with- 
in the  United  States,  adding  thereto  any  other  roads 
on  which  he  thinks  it  expedient  to  carry  a  mail ;  with 
such  additional  notes  and  amendments  as,  in  his  opin- 
ion, will  tend  to  obviate  any  difficulties  in  the  trans- 
portation of  the  mail  and  newspapers. 

The  House  agreed  to  consider  the  motion,  veas 
50.  nays  26— and  it  was  then  carried  without 
opposition. 

CONTESTED  ELECTION. 

The  House  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  re- 
port of  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  con- 
tested election  of  William  Baylies.  When 
the  House  last  night,  or  rather  this  morning,  ad- 
journed for  want  of  a  quorum,  the  following  reso- 
lution was  under  consideration : 

"  ReMolved,  That  William  Baylies  is  not  entitled  to 
a  teat  in  this  House." 

Mr.  PicKMAif  and  Mr.  Livermobb  opposed  the 
resolution,  and  Mr.  Macon  supported  it;  when  it 
was  carried — yeas  60,  nays  40,  as  follows : 

YiAs — Willis  Alston,  jr.,  William  Anderson,  David 
Bard,  Burwell  Bassett,  William  W.  Bibb,  Adam  Boyd, 
John  Brown,  Robert  Brown,  William  A.  Burwell,  Wil- 
liam Botler,  Joseph  Calhoun,  Matthew  Clay,  Howell 
Cobb,  James  Cochran,  James  Cox,  William  Crawford, 
Henry  Crist,  Richard  Cutts,  Joseph  Desha,  John  W. 
Uppes,  William  Findley,  Meshack  Franklin,  Barzillai 
Gannett,  Gideon  Gardner,  Thomas  Gholson,  jr.,  Wil- 
liam Helms,  Benjamin  Howaid,  Jacob  Huily,  John  G. 
iackaoD,  Richard  M.  Johnson,  Waiter  Jones,  William 
Kennedy,  Aaron  Lyle,  Nathaniel  Macon,  Robert  Mari- 
on, Samuel  McKee,  Alexander  McKim,  John  Mont- 
gomery, Nicholas  R*  Moorey  Jeremiah  Morrow,  Thomas 
Newton,  John  Rea  of  Pennsylvania,  John  Rhea  of 
Tennessee,  Matthias  Richards,  John  Roane,  Erastus 
Root,  Ebcmezer  Sage,  Samuel  Shaw,  John  Smilie, 
George  Smith,  John. Smith,  Samuel  Smith,  Richard 
Stanford,  John  Taylor,  John  Thompson,  George  M. 
Troup,  Robert  Weakley,  Robert  WhitehiU,  Richard 
Winn,  and  Robert  Witherspoon. 

Nats — ^Daniel  Blabdell,  John  Campbell,  John  C. 
Chamberlain,  Wm.  Chamberlin,  Epaphroditus  Cham- 
pion, Samuel  W.  Dana,  William  Ely,  James  Em- 
ott,  Thomas  R.  Gold,  William  Hale,  Nathaniel  A.  Ha- 
ven, Daniel  Heister,  Jonathan  H.  Hubbard,  Richard 
Jtckson,  Robert  Jenkins,  Herman  Knickerbacker,  Jo- 
■eph  Lewis,  jr.,  Edward  St.  Loe  Livermore,  Robert 
I«  Roy  Li^gston,  Matthew  Lyon,  Vincent  Matthews, 
John  Nicholson,  Joseph  Pearson,  Benjamin  Piekman, 
inn.,  Timothy  Pitkin,  jr.,  Jostah  Quincy,  John  Ross, 
Thomas  Sanunons,   Daniel  8he£^y»  John  Stanley, 


William  Stedman,  James  Stephenson,  Jacob  Swoope, 
Samuel  Taggart,  Jabez  Upham,  Nicholas  Van  Dyke, 
Killian  K.  Van  Rensselaer,  Laban  Wheaton,  Ezekiel 
Whitman,  and  James  Wilson. 

The  third  and  last  resolution  reported  by  th» 
Committee  of  Elections  is  as  follows : 

"  Rewhedt  That  Charles  Turner,  junior,  is  entitled 
to  his  seat." 

Mr.  Randolph  and  Mr.  Blaisdell  opposed  the 
resolution,  and,  on  the  question,  it  vfBs  carried — 
yeas  62,  nays  41,  as  follows : 

TsAB — Willis  Alston,  jun.,  William  Anderson,  Ese^ 
kiel  Bacon,  David  Bard,  Burwell  Bassett,  William  W. 
Bibb,  Adam  Boyd,  John  Brown,  Robert  Brown,  Wil- 
liam Butler,  Joseph  Calhoun,  Matthew  Clay,  Howell 
Cobb,  James  Cochran,  Orchard  Cook,  James  Cox, 
William  Crawford,  Henry  Crist,  Richard  Cutts,  John 
Dawson,  Joseph  Desha,  John  W.  Eppes,  William 
Findley,  Meshack  Franklin,  BaniUai  Gannett,  Gid- 
eon Gardner,  Thomas  Gholson,  jun.,  William  Helmsy 
Benjamin  Howard,  Jacob  Hufty,  Richard  M.  Johnson^ 
Walter  Jones,  William  Kennedy,  Aaron  Lyle,  Na- 
thaniel Maoon,  Robert  Marion,  Samuel  McKee,  Alex- 
ander  McKim,  John  A«>ntgomery,  Nicholas  R.  Moore^ 
Jeremiah  Morrow,  Thomas  Newton,  Peter  B.  Porter* 
John  Rea  of  PennsyWania,  John  Rhea  of  Tennease«y 
Matthias  Richards,  John  Roane,  Erastus  Root,  Ebene- 
zer  Sage,  Samuel  Shaw,  John  Smilie,  George  Smith, 
John  Smith,  Samuel  Smith,  Richard  Stanford,  John 
Taylor,  John  Thompson,  George  M.  Troup,  Robert 
Weakley,  Robert  WhitehiU,  Richard  Winn,  and  Rob- 
ert Witherspoon. 

Nats — Daniel  Blaisdell,  John  Campbell,  John  C. 
Chamberlain,  Wm.  Chamberlin,  Epaphroditus  Cham- 
pion, Samuel  W.  Dana,  William  Ely,  James  Emott, 
Thomas  R.  Gold,  William  Hale,  Nathaniel  A.  Haven, 
Daniel  Heister,  Jonathan  H.  Hubbard,  Richard  Jack- 
son, Robert  Jenkins,  Herman  Knickerbacker,  Joseph 
Lewis,  jr.,  Edward  St.  Loe  Livermore,  Robert  Le  Roy 
Livingston,  Matthew  Lyon,  Vincent  Matthews,  John 
Nicholson,  Joseph  Pearson,  Benjamin  Piekman,  jnn.» 
Timothy  Pitkin,  jr.,  Josiah  Quincy,  John  Randolph, 
John  Ross,  Thomas  Sammons,  John  Stanley,  William 
Stedman,  James  Stephenson,  Lewis  B.  Sturges,  Jacob 
Swoops,  Samuel  Taggart,  Jabez  Upham,  Nidholas  Van 
Dyke,  Killian  K.  Van  Rensselaer,  Jjaban  Wheaton, 
Ezekiel  Whitman,  and  James  Wilson. 

And  Charles  Turner,  jun.,  a  Representative 
from  Massachusetts,  appeared,  and  took  his  seat. 

EMIGRANTS  FROM  CUBA. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Marion,  the  House  resolved 
itself  into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  bill 
for  the  remission  of  certain  fines  and  penalties. 

[This  bill  provides  for  the  remission  of  penal- 
ties incurred  by  the  captains  and  owners  of  ves- 
sels which  have  been  compelled  to  take  on  board 
emigrants  from  Cuba,  with  their  slaves,  the  land- 
ing of  the  latter  in  the  United  States  having, 
under  present  laws,  forfeited  the  vessels  and  ear- 
goes  and  fined  the  persons  concerned.] 

Mr.  Marion  observed  that  he  had,  a  day  or  twa 
ago,  presented  petitions  from  persons  bringing  in 
slaves,  amongst  which  were  some  docomeDts, 
one  01  which  was  the  opinion  of  the  district 
court  of  South  Carolina,  by  which  it  appeared 
that,  if  the  bill  passed  in  the  present  shape,  no 
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relief  would  be  afforded  by  it ;  for,  it  bad  not  ap- 
peared on  the  trial  tbat  the  ^J^ea^  were  foreibly 
expetled  from  the  island,  though  the  ownen  were. 
He  therefore  moved  an  amendment  to  include 
slaves  owned  hy  persons  who  were  expelled  the 
4sland. — Motion  agreed  to  without  opposiiion. 

Mr,  M.  then  moved-  to  add  a  proviso:  ^^And 
"*  provided^  also,  that  such  slaves  shall  have  been 
'*  brought  in  at  the  same  time  as  their  owners, 
*  respectively. "—Agreed  to. 

Mr.  Ross  observed  that  a  former  act  on  the 
subject  of  the  importation  of  slaves,  said  that  it 
should  not  be  lawful  to  bring  into  the  United 
4States  any  negro,  mulatto,  or  person  of  color,  with 
intention  to  sell  the  same  or  hold  them  as  slaves. 
The  present  case  appeared  to  him  to  be  one  in 
direct  violation  of  that  law.  Under  the  act  of 
1S07,  it  had  become  the  duty  of  the  court  to  ex^ 
amine  whether  it  was  the  intention  of  the  parties 
to  ii^fringe  or  violate  the  laws.  After  a  fair  exam^ 
iaation  bv  a  court,  under  a  desire  to  relieve  those 
iaterestea,  and  a  failure  of  every  attempt  to  show 
ibat  they  were  compelled  to  lake  on  board  these 
slaves,  was  the  House  about  to  sit  in  judgment 
and  reverse  the  decision  ?  Mr.  R.  said  that  pro- 
vision was  also  made  in  the  bill  as  to  shives  that 
ittay  hereafter  arrive  in  the  United  States,  giving 
a  power  to  the  President  of  the  United  States,  at 
his  discretion,  to  set  aside  the  law.  What  reason 
could  there  be  for  enacting  this  law,  if  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  law  of  1807  were  correct?  If  it 
was  io tended,  by  a  side  blow,  to  repeal  that  law,  he 
bad  rather  see  it  done  at  once ;  and  not,  whilst  in 
appearance  we  had  sudi  a  law,  to  give  the  Presi- 
.  dent  a  dispensing  power  over  it.  It  was  said  that 
the  persons  concerned  in  brioginff  them  in  were 
distressed.  How  distressed  1  Only  because  they 
could  not  prove  they  were  compelled  to  bring 
tbera  into  the  countrv.  Mr.  R.  said  he  did  not 
wish  to  irritate  the  leelings  of  gentlemen  from 
any  portion  of  the  Union,  but  he  was  sorry  to  see 
a  biu  introduced  to  unsettle  what  he  conceived 
t^be-a  vakMJyle  provision,  enacted  some  aesaiom 

liti  Newton  said  be  felt  as  much  repugnance 
as  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  to  touch 
tlmt  law;  but,  if  the  gentleman  would  consider 
that  this  was  a  case  of  a  peculiar  nature,  attended 
with  singular  circumstances,  he  would  withdraw 
his  objection.  And  he  verily  believed,  that  had 
the  Legislature  foreseen  what  had  taken  place. 
they  would  certainly  have  inserted  a  provision  to 
meet  the  case  which  had  occurred.  Let  it  be 
recollected,  said  he,  that  the  unfortunate  French- 
men driven  on  our  coast,  were  sometime  ago 
driven  from  St.  Domingo,  and  were  obliged  to 
take  shelter  at  Cuba.  Since  the  commencement 
of  the  war  in  Spain,  Cuba  has  almost  witnessed 
the  same  scenes  as  St.  Domingo.  These  people 
were  forced  to  leave  the  island  in  distress,  and 
take  what  portion  of  property  they  could  collect. 
They  could  not  go  to  France,  because  no  vessels 
of  that  country  were  permitted  to  touch  at  the 
island  of  Cuba,  neither  could  they  go  to  the 
French  islands  in  the  West  Indies.  There  was 
no  counuy  open  to  them  bat  America.     The 


American  captaim,  then,  were  forecd  to  take  the 
French  on  board,  and  with  them,  a  few  bodjr  lo- 
v#nts ;  and,  under  the  former  law,  these  vesseli 
are  seized,  and  liable  to  forfeiuire,  our  merchaats 
to  suffer  the  loss  of  vessel  and  cargo,  and  the  poor 
emigrants  to  lose  all  their  little  property.  Let  it 
be  recollected  that  the  law  of  1807  does  not  is- 
terfere  with  the  State  rights  on  the  sobject 
This  bill  Only  goes  so  far  as  to  remit  all  fines  and 
penalties  incurred  by  the  captains  of  vessels,  a&d 
release  the  property  whieh  would  otherwise  be 
condemned,  and  relieve  the  perfectly  iaaoeeDt 
merchants  who  would  otherwise*  saffer.  Let  qs 
say  to  these  unfortunates,  as  Dido  to  ^neas,  wheo 
he  was  exiled  from  Troy :  ^  I  have  sufier&d  mis* 
fortune  myself,  and  therefore  know  bow  toextend 
the  band  of  relief  to  others.** 

Mr.  Mariok  said  that  if  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  (Mr.  Ross)  thought  that  be  had  a 
wish  or  intention  to  increaselhe  number  of  slares, 
he  was  much  mistaken.  The  laws  of  South  Car- 
olina prohibited  the  bringing  these  slaves,  or  any 
other,  into  the  State ;  yet  they  had  been  brought 
there,  and  the  persons  bringing  them  there  must 
give  security  that  tfaev  would  have  them  carried 
out  of  the  State.  Now,  by  the  non-intercourse 
law,  the  State  was  prevented  from  sending  them 
away ;  they  would,  of  course,  remain  here  till 
the  law  permitted  them  to  be  sent  off,  for  they 
could  go  nowhere  but  to  France  and  her  depend- 
encies, France  being  at  war  with  all  the  rest  of 
the  world.  Mr.  M.  said  that  there  were  several 
captains  now  in  jail  under  sentence  of  court  for 
haviB«^  brought  those  people  into  the  country; 
he  submitted  to  the  House  whether,  under  the 
circumstances  of  the  case,  the  captains  bad  not 
good  reason  to  suppose  that  they  would  not  be 
subject  to  the  penalty  of  the  law.  The  law  pro- 
hibiting  the  importation  of  slaves  was  of  a  highly 
penal  nature,  and  different  from  all  other  laws  of 
that  nature,  having  no  clause  in  it  giving  a  pover 
of  remission  of  penalties ;  and  this  bill  was  guard- 
ed in  such  a  manner  that  no  evil  could  arise. 

Mr.  Macon  said  it  was  certainly  true  that  the 
Southern  country  waoted  no  more  slaves.  The 
sole  object  of  tnc  bill  was  to  get  them  away. 
However  desirous  the  people  might  be  to  hold 
that  property,  there  eould  be  no  fear  of  their 
wanting  them  from  the  West  Indies^ 

Mr.  Mont«om£ay  said  it  was  peeuliariy  neeei- 
sary  to  pass  this  bill  to  get  rid  of  the  imaieBse 
number  of  slaves  brought  into  New  Orleaas;  for 
every  one  must  know  that  they  were  not  wanted 
there.  They  were  too  numerous  to  contioae 
there,  and  this  bill  was  intended  to  make  pro- 
vision for  their  exportation. 

Mr.  Newton  produced  a  letter  from  the  Col- 
lector of  New  Orleans  on  this  subject. 

Mr.  Taylor  said  it  never  could  have  been  the 
intention  or  spirit  of  the  law  of  1807  to  increase 
our  population  in  free  blacks.  It  was  not  to  set 
free  the  people  of  this  description  that  the  law 
had  been  passed,  but  to  prevent  them  from  being 
brought  here  at  all.  For  even  in  Pennsylvania 
he  had  no  doubt  the  gentleman  would  be  contest 
to  have  no  further  popuiatioa  of  this  sort^   Mr. 
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.  said  be  knew  that  in  the  Soatliern  States 
lerewas  an  extreme  aversion  to  feeeiviDgan 
Mitiooal  free  black  popolaiion.  The  intent  of 
lis  bill,  so  far  from  beioff  in  hostility  to  the  law 
loted  by  the  gentlenao  from  Pen  nay  1  van  ia,  was 
I  furtherance  of  it.  It  was  to  rtmore  them  out 
fihecooDtry. 

Mr.  R088  said  that  it  was  strange  that  the 
{ouse  should  hare  a  bill  before  it  contemplating 
le  removal  of  a  certain  description  of  persons 
It  of  the  coantry,  When  nothing  of  the  kind  ap- 
eired  oa  the  face  of  it.  If  that  was  ita  in  ten- 
m,  (here  should  be  a  condition  that  the  persons 
[io^og  in  these  slarea  shoold  carry  them  out 
{tin. 

Mr.  Nevton  observed  that  unless  this  law 
issed,  the  inevitable  consequence  must  he  that 
le  negroes  must  remain  here.  He  did  not  want 
hem;  they  brought  principles  which  it  wa» 
sown  would  not  promote  our  interest  or  hap- 
iness. 

The  Committee  then  rose  and  reported  the  bill. 

Mr.  Newtok  moved  a  new  section  for  the  re* 
ief  of  Foster  and  Girard,  of  New  Tork,  whose 
hip  had  been  forfeited  under  the  law  pronibiiiag 
be  importation  of  slaves. — Agreed  to. 

Asd  the  bill  was  ordered  to  a  third  reading, 
ad  subsequently  paasad  without  opposition. 

CUMBERLAND  ROAD. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee  of 
ke  Whole,  on  the  bill  (from  the  Senate)  in  ad- 
BiioD  to  the  act,  entitled  '^An  act  for  laying  out 
M  making  a  turnpike  road  from  Cumberland* 
Ihrylaod,  to  the  Sute  of  Ohio.'' 

The  bill  proposed  to  appropriate  960,000  towards 
thtt  object. 

&(r.  J.  G.  Jackson  obsierved  that  it  would  be 
iapossible  to  complete  the  turnpike  road  origi* 
nllj.  and  now  contemplated'by  the  act  to  which 
tkjs  is  a  snpplement,  under  an  expense  of  a  mil- 
lioBofdoIUn,  which  would  never  accrue  proba- 
bly from  the  funds  set  aside  for  thia  object.  He 
tkefore  moved  the  following  section  as  an 
taendmeat: 

"Asidbeii  furOur  enaded.  That  the  President  bo 
tabriied  to  apply  the  moneys  to  the  improTement  oi 
t^  ntd  as  may  be  most  ezpedisnti  without  coatem- 
fluiog  a  tunipike  road." 

Tbti  motion  was  opposed  by  Messrs.  Lton, 
^wuB,  and  Eppbs,  and  supported  by  Messrs.  J. 

^x-Jaczson  and  Rons. 

Jd  faror  of  the  motion  it  was  contended  that 
aem^ey  applicable  to  this  object  would  never 
Meoflpecent  to  the  making  a  turnpike  road, 
vbicb  most  cost  from  six  to  ten  thousand  dollars 
l^mile;  that  turnpikes  made  for  less  were  no 
ma  than  common  country  roads,  and  would 
*|>tbar  a  heavy  team ;  that  the  sum  proposed  by 
^  bill  would  not  suffice  for  turoptkiog  more 
Uito  eight  or  ten  miles,  whilst  it  would  open  a 
Pttnble  road  of  the  common  description  the 
vbole  distance;  that  the  turnpike  roads  which 
vtre  made,  at  a  less  expense  thtin  five  thoasand 
«w«  a  mile  were  good  for  nothing,  and  broken 
^  by  each  sueccsaive  Winter ;  that  the  House 


would  pledge  themselves  by  the  passage  of  iha 
present  bill  to  complete  the  turnpike,  whatever 
might  be  the  expense ;  that  it  was  to  be  hoped 
they  would  not  act  like  the  celebrated  projector 
who  undertook  to  build  a  bridge  across  a  river, 
and,  his  funds  failing,  built  it  only  half  way 
across,  and  when  asked  how  tbe  passengers  were* 
to  get  over  the  remainder  of  the  distance,  replied 
that  they  might  swim  it. 

To  this  it  was  replied  by  the  opponents  of  the 
amendment  that  Congress  were  already  pledged 
by  their  law^  to  tbe  Slate  of  Ohio,  to  make  a 
turnpike  road ;  that  it  would  be  improper  in  tbia 
incidental  way  to  repeal  a  solemn  law ;  that  sixty 
thousand  dollars  would  complete  a  turnpike  across 
tbe  mountains,  and  the  people  of  Ohio  were  ready 
and  willing  to  complete  toe  remainder  by  com- 
panie»or  otherwise ;  that  turnpike  had  been  made 
IB  Penosylvania  or  New  Tork  for  one  thousand 
dollars  a  mile,  and  could  certainly  be  made  aa 
cheap  in  this  direction,  where  uMterials  were 
cheaper  and  in  plenty ;  that  Congress  were  bound 
to  make  a  turnpike  road,  and  such  a  one  as  should 
be  passable  in  Winter  as  well  as  Summer,  which 
would  not  be  the  case  if  the  amendment  waa 
adopted. 

The  amendment  was  negatived  in  Committee 
without  a  division. 

The  Committee  rose,  and  Mr.  Jackbon  re- 
newed his  motion.  Before  a  decision  could  be 
had,  the  hill  was  ordered  to  lie  on  tbe  table  to  re- 
ceive  a  motion  for  adjourn D>eat  until  six  o'eloek. 

mPABTIAL  JURY. 

Mr.  Randolph,  from  the  oommittee  appointed 
on  the  first  instant,  presented  a  bill  to  secure  an 
impartial  jury  in  all  cases,  civil  and  criminal, 
mait»tained  in  the  courts  of  the  United  Slates; 
which  was  received,  and  permitted  to  lie  on  the 
table.    The  bill  is  as  follows: 

A  bill  to  secure  an  impartial  jury  in  all  cases,  civil  and 
crimiual,  maintained  in  the  courts  of  the  United 
States. 

Be  it  moeled,  4e-»  That  the  judges  of  the  supeiiorr 
circuit,  or  district  oeurts  of  each  of  the  States  i aspeel* 
ively  shall,  during  the  sitting  of  the  courts  holdea  by 
'soch  judges,  designate,  out  of  the  persons  qualified  to 
serve  as  jurors  within  such  State,  aad  residing  wiiikin 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  court  so  holdsn  ss  aforesaid,  a 
number  not  exceeding  ",  to  ss rre  sa  juron  for  the 
courts  of  the  United  States  for  the  district  within 
which  such  State  courts  shall  be  holden;  the  said  des- 
ignation to  be  made  at  convenient  times,  at  least  twice 
within  each  year,  and  the  names  of  the  parties  so  des- 
ignated to  be  returned  to  the  clerk's  office  of  tbe  court 

of  the  United  States  at  least days  previous  to  the 

commencement  of  any  term  of  the  circuit  court,  or  of 
any  regular  term  of  the  district  court.  And  it  shall  be 
the  doty  of  the  marshals  of  the  respective  districts  to 
summon  the  persons  so  designated  as  aforesaid  to  at- 
tend as  jurors  on  the  circuit  and  district,  courts  of  the 
United  States  next  to  be  holden  after  the  return  afore- 
said. And  if  the  number  of  persons  so  designated 
and  returned  and  summoned  and  appearing  shall  ex- 
ceed -^— ,  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  marshid  to  cause 
the  number  to  be  reduced  by  lot  under  the  direction 
and  in  the  presence  of  the  court  to  a  number  net  eat* 
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eeeding 9  oot  of  which  the  juried  for  the  court 

then  holden,  and  to  be  golden  within  the  next  fix 
months  ensuing  shail  be  selected  by  the  marshal,  sub- 
ject to  such  right  of  challenge  and  exception  as  now 
does  or  may  hereafter  exist  by  law. 

ARTICLES  OF  WAR. 

'Mr.  Randolph,  from  the  committee  appoioted 
on  the  twenty-serenth  ultimo,  presented  a  bill  to 
amend  the  act,  entitled  "An  act  for  establishing 
rules  and  articles  for  the  government  of  the 
armies  of  the  United  States;"  which  was  re- 
eeired,  and  permitted  to  lie  on  the  table.  The 
bill  is  as  follows : 

A  bill  to  amend  the  act  entitled  '*  An  act  for  establish- 
ing rules  and  articles  for  the  goTemment  of  the 
armies  of  the  United  States." 
Be  it  enacted,  ^e,.  That,  from  and  after  the  passing 
of  this  act,  the  following  punishment  and  none  other 
shall  be  inflicted  by  sentence  of  courts  martial. for  any 
offence  arising  under  the  act,  entitled  an  act  for  estab- 
lishing rules  and  articles  for  the  government  of  the 
annies  of  the  United  States,  to  wit :  Confinement  to 
hard  labor,  with  or  without  a  suspension  of  pay ;  soli- 
tary confinement,  with  or  without  a  suspension  of 
pay,  and  a  suspension  of  subsistence  in  part ;  banish- 
ment with  disgrace ;  and  death. 

The  following  letter  accompanied  the  bill  re- 
ported on  the  subject  of  the  articles  of  war: 

Wab  DxPAHTMXirT,  June  8,  1809. 
Si  a:  In  answer  to  your  inquiry  respecting  a  com- 
mutation of  the  punishment  provided  by  the  87th  sec- 
tion of  the  rules  and  articles  for  the  government  of 
the  armies  of  the  United  States,  the  following  opinion, 
founded  on  the  practice  of  other  armies,  and  on  the 
practice  of  our  own  Army  and  country,  is  respectfully 
submitted  for  the  consideration  of  the  committee : 
^  "  Confinement  to  labor,  with  or  without  a  suspenr 
sion  of  pay ;  solitary  confinement,  with  or  without  a 
suspension  of  pay,  and  a  suspension  of  subsistence  in 
nart ;  banishment  with  disgrace ;  and  death,  may  by 
law  be  established  as  the  four  general  punishments  for 
crimes." 

At  the  same  time  it  will  be  necessary  to  empower 
the  courts  to  inflict  corporal  punishments  not  exceed- 
ing   strokes  or  lashes,  (and  this  number  ought  to 

exceed  Uie  present  provision  of  the  statute,)  in  cases 
where  either  of' the  two  first  mentioned  punishments 
have  proved  ineffectual,  or  on  characters  so  depraved, 
in  the  judgment  of  the  court,  as  to  merit  this  mark  of 
degradation,  or  under  circumstances  where  confine- 
ment is  incompatible  with  the  situation  of  the  troops. 
I  am,  very  respectfully,  Ac,  W.  BUSTIS. 

Several  motions  were  made  for  printing  the 
report  on  public  expenditure,  by  Messrs.  Mont- 
gomery, Randolph,  and  Macon,  before  it  was 
in  order.  The  motion  was  at  length  made  and 
carried,  and  the  House  adjourned  to  six  o'clock. 

Evening  Session. 

The  bill  from  the  Senate  making  an  appro- 
priation for  completing  and  finishing  the  perma- 
nent Senate  Chamber,  passed  through  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole,  without  opposition,  and 
was  read  a  third  and  passed. 

Mr.  J.  Q.  Jackson  called  for  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  respecting  the  Ohio  road. — Motion 
negatived,  ayes  32. 


NBJW  ORLEANS  BATTURE. 

Mr.  Sawyer  moved  that  the  House  resoWe 
itself  into  a  Committee  of  the  Who(e  on  Mr. 
Sbefpey's  resolutions  relative  to  the  batture. 
[They  propose  the  restoration  of  the  property  to 
the  persons  removed  from  it.]     * 

Mr.  J.  Montgomery  moved  to  postpone  the 
consideration  of  the  subject  indefinitely.  The 
motion  was  negatived,  ayes  25. 

The  House  then  agreed  to  resolve  itself  into  a 
Committee  of  the  Whole,  51  to  27,  on  Mr.  Shsf- 
pby'b  resolutions. 

Mr.  Varnum  hoped  that  the  Committee  would 
immediately  rise  and  report  progress.  It  ap- 
peared to  him  impossible  that  the  House  could 
carry  into  effect  a  principle  of  this  kind,  in  wbich 
some  of  the  dearest  interests  of  the  country  were 
involved,  without  great  deliberation.  He  was 
clearly  of  opinion,  as  it  must  be  evident  to  erery 
one,  tnat  it  was  impossible  for  the  House  to  act 
on  them  with  that  deliberation  they  required,  at 
this  period  of  the  session,  when  it  was  scarcely 
possible  to  keep  a  quorum  in  the  House. 

Mr.  Lewis  thought  that  there  eould  be  do  in- 
terest more  dear  than  the  right  of  the  ciiizeo. 
He  could  not  conceive  that  the  time  of  the  House 
could  be  better  employed  than  in  the  discossioir 
of  an  important  claim  for  a  redress  of  firrievances 
of  a  citizen  of  the  United  States.  There  was 
time  enough  between  this  time  and  12  o'clock  to 
discuss  this  and  every  other  subject  necessary  to 
be  acted  on. 

.  Mr.  Smilie  said  that  if  the  House  undertook 
to  decide  this  question  in  this  way,  it  would  be  a 
piece  of  eztravaeance  greater  than  he  bad  erer 
witnessed  in  a  deliberative  body. 

Mr.  Ross  said  that  the  objection  to  going  into 
a  discussion  at  this  late  hour  did  not  apply  to  this 
subject,  because  a  discussion  had  already  been 
had.  It  is  true,  said  he,  that  the  present  ques- 
tion is  presented  in  a  very  different  shape;  bat, 
as  far  as  I  have  before  understood,  it  was  the 
sense  of  the  House  that  a  reference  to  the  Attor- 
ney General  was  improper.  Let  gentlemen  re- 
collect that  they  have  contended  that  it  was  im- 
proper to  postpone  the  consideration  of  a  petition 
nrst  presented  at  this  session,  whilst  this  had  been 
pending  many  sessions.  The  right  of  the  citizen 
too  is  involved  in  this  case ;  and  all  appear  to 
agree  in  the  opinion  that  the  law  of  1807  was 
not  intended  to  affect  persons  situated  as  the 
petitioner  was.  This  House,  then,  is  in  justice 
called  upon  to  place  the  petitioner  in  a  situation 
from  which  the  law  never  intended  to  cemore 
him.  To  refuse  to  do  it  would  be  to  treaA  citi- 
zen contrary  to  the  rules  of  equity. 

Mr.  Gh OLSON  was  astonished,  the  subject  bar- 
ing been  fully  discussed,  that  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  should  have  occupied  so  much  time 
on  it.  He  hoped  that  the  question  would  be  de- 
cided immediately. 

Mr.  Taylor  said  that  it  was  not  in  evidence 
before  the  House  that  the  claim  in  question  had 
been  registered.  *  The  application  to  have  it  reg- 
istered after  the  legal  time  had  expired  was  al- 
i^ost  proof  of  a  defect  in  the  title^  and  upon  ibis 
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ground  discQssion  roight  be  extended  to  an  in- 
&Dite  length.  Mr.  T.  maintained  that  this  peti- 
tioner had  no  Hirther  claim  to  the  property  in 
dispate,  than  a  thousand  others  who,  from  igno- 
nnce,  had  not  had  their  claims  registered  in  due 
time.  This  however  was  a  topic  on  which  he 
wooid  not  dwell.  He  would  only  incidentally 
ofaffierre  that  the  petitioner  was  not  the  first  per- 
son who  had  been  dispossessed  even  of  that  kind 
of  possession  which  a  duck  has  of  the  Potomac 
when  it  alights  on  the  river,  and  which,  when 
the  tide  falls,  is  left  on  the  beach.*  Mr.  T.  said 
that  there  had  been  citizens  of  Tennessee  expelled 
by  the  whole  settlement  from  the  lands  on  which 
they  had  pitched  their  tents,  whilst  their  crops 
were  growing.  The  case  was  therefore  not  new, 
and  no  peculiar  hardship  distinguished  it. 

Bat  there  was  another  topic  which  had  not 
been  introduced,  viz:  that  the  court  of  New  Or- 
innshad  palpably  exceeded  the  powers  granted 
to  them  as  judges  of  the  Territory.    The  ordi- 
nance for  the  government  of  the  Northwestern 
Territory,  passed  before  the  United  States  ob- 
tained possession  of  Louisiana,  had  been  extended 
to  the  Territory  of  Orleans.    All  the  power  dele- 
fated  to  the  court  of  New  Orleans  was  a  com- 
Snon  law  jurisdiction.    I  venture  to  say,  observed 
he,  that  io  the  proceedings  of  the  court  in  rela- 
tion to  this  contested  propertjr,  it  has  taken  upon 
itself  chancery  or  civil  law  jurisdiction.    Thev 
hare  transgressed  the  powers  given  them.    All 
the  claim  to  this  bank,  which  is  half  the  year  the 
bed  of  the  river,  derived  from  the  decision  of  that 
coart,  falls  to  the  sround,  when  it  is  found  that 
the  court  has  mistaken  its  jurisdiction  and  trans^ 
tended  its  powers.    The  delegate  from  Orleans 
had  attempted  to  be  understood;  and,  if  under- 
stood, his  observations  would  have  had  their 
effect.    He,  said  Mr.  T.,  has  told  you  that  this 
piece  of  land  under  water,  this  piece  of  batture, 
lias  not  yet  arrived  to  that  state  of  alluvion,  which 
voold  authorize  its  being  made  a  ground  of  claim 
as  territory.    It  is  not  only  under  water,  but  is 
the  common  highway  of  the  Ohio  and  Kentucky 
hoats.   But  the  land  is  sometimes  uncovered,  and 
so  sometimes  is  the  bottom  of  the  bay  of  Charles- 
ton.   And,  according   to  the  doctrine  set  up 
now,  if  some  unfortunate  shipwrecked  mariner 
ihouid  lay  bis  hand  on  it  in  that  situation,  his 
descendants  might  lay  claim  to  it  as  their  prop- 
erty.  Who  would  think  the  claim  plausible? 
No  one ;  and  yet  it  would  be  nearly  as  feasible 
as  the  claimant's  appears  to  be. 

lean  say  that  there  are  thousands  who  have 
lost  the  right  to  show  their  titles  in  a  court  be- 
eanse  they  have  not  registered  them  within  the 
time  prescribed  by  law — and  such  is  the  situation 
of  this  petitioner,  if  he  had  a  title.  If  you  will 
take  this  case  into  consideration,  erect  a  tribunal 
for  the  consideration  of  the  many  similar  eases. 
In  a  particular  part  of  the  House  I  can  find 
tinanimity  on  this  subject.  The  same  part  de- 
clared the  embargo  laws  unconstitutional.  A.  B. 
night  have  had  property  in  port,  and  by  having 
Itis  Teasels  prevented  from  sailing  might  have  en- 
coantcred  an  immense  loss.   And  if  this  cry  of  un- 


constitutionality  were  to  have  weight,  we  must  take 
up  every  hard  case,  and  establish  a  special  tribu« 
nal  to  reimburse  to  individuals  the  immense  sums 
which  they  imagine  they  have  lost.  I  do  not  say 
that  they  are  unconstitutional,  but  that  part  of 
the  House  unanimous  on  this  subject  are  also 
unanimous  in  this4>pinion.  Should  I  then  select 
this  case  when  there  are  others  equally  strong 
and  perhaps  more  meritorious  ? — 

At  this  moment  a  message  was  received  from 
the  Senate  and  Mr.  Taylor  took  his  seat,  and 
the  Committee  rose  to  give  the  Hotise  an  oppor- 
tunity to  consider  the  message. 

A  message  was  received  from  the  Senate  in- 
forming the  House  that  they  were  ready  to  ad- 
journ, and  had  appointed  Messrs.  Pope  and  Brent 
a  committee  on  their  part  to  wait  on  the  Presi- 
dent, and  inform  him  that  they  are  ready  to  ad- 
journ. The  House  concurred  in  appointing  a 
committee,  and  Messrs.  Root  and  Crawford 
were  named  for  that  purpose. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Randolph,  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  were  discharged  irom  the  further 
consideration  of  the  subiect  of  the  batture,  with 
a  view  to  take  it  up  in  the  House. 

Mr.  Randolph  then  called  for  the  considera- 
tion of  Mr.  Sbeffet's  resolutions. 

On  the  first  count,  there  \vere,  for  it  29,  against 
it,  33. — No  quorum. 

On  the  second  count,  for  it,  34,  against  it,  35. — 
No  quorum. 

On  the  third  count,  37  to  37— a  tie,  and  another 
count  called. 

On  the  fourth  count,  for  it  37,  against  it,  33.— 
No  quorum. 

A  call  of  the  names  was  then  ordered,  (eight 
o'clock,)  and  the  names  being  called,  it  appeared 
that  the  following  gentlemen  were  present: 

Messrs.  Anderson,  Bacon,  Blatsdell,  Boyd,  J.  Brown, 
R.  Brown,  Burwell,  Butler,  Calhoun,  J.  C.  Chamber- 
Iain,  Crist,  CuttB,  Dana,  Dawson,  Desha,  Ely,  Emott, 
Eppes,  Findley,  Fisk,  Gannett,  Gardner,  Gholson, 
Gold,  Hale,  Haven,  Heister,  Helms,  Holland,  Howard, 
Hubbard,  Hnfty,  J.  G.  Jackson,  R.  Jackson,  Johnsonp 
Kennedy,  Knickerbacker,  Lewis,  Livermore,  Living- 
ston, Lyon,  Lyle,  Marion,  McBride,  McKee,  McKim, 
Milnor,  Montgomery,  N.  R.  Moore,  Morrow,  Newton, 
Nicholson,  Pearson,  Randolph,  Rea  of  PennsyWania, 
Rhea  of  Tennessee,  Richards,  Roane,  Root,  Roes, 
Sage,  Sawyer,  Smilie,  G.  Smith,  Sturges,  Swoope, 
Taggart,  Taylor,  Thompson,  Tracy,  Turner,  Van 
Dyke,  Van  Horn,  Van  Rensselaer,  Weakley,  Whit- 
man, and  Wilson— 76. 

And  another  count  being  made  on  the  above 
question,  the  votes  were  34  to  34. — No  quorum. 

Mr.  Root  reported  that  the  committee  had 
waited  on  the  President  according  to  order,  who 
was  pleased  to  say  that  lie  had  no  further  com- 
munications to  make. 

About  nine  o'clock,,  all  the  bills  having  been 
enrolled  and  signed,  a  motion  was  made  to  ad- 
journ, and  carried ;  and  the  Speaker,  after  wish* 
ing  the  members  of  the  House  a  pleasant  journey 
home,  and  a  happy  meeting  with  their  friends, 
adjourned  the  House  to  the  fourth  Monday  in 
November  next. 
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MoNBAY,  NoTcittber  27, 1809. 

CoDfonnably  to  the  aet  passed  at  the  Jast  nes- 
siofl,  entitled,  "An  act  to  fix  the  time  for  the  next 
neetine;  of  Congress',"  the  second  session  of  the 
dereota  Congress  commenced  this  day;  and  tbe 
Sesaie  assembled,  in  their  Chamberi  at  the  City 
of  Washington. 

PRWBIfT  : 

Nicholas  Gilkan,  from  New  Hampshire. 

TnfOTHT  PicccRfivOj  from  Massaetmsetts. 

CBAT7iffCfiT  GooDRicB,  from  Coanecticat. 

Stcpben  R.  Braolitt  and  Jonathan  Robin- 
Kx,  from  Vermont. 

JoBN  Lambert,  from  New  Jbrset. 

Andrew  GrREGeand  Michael  L£iB,from  Penn- 
lylvaaia. 

WiLUAN  B.  QiLEs,  from  Virginia. 

Jambs  Turner,  from  North  Carolina. 

Tbomas  Somtbr  and  John  Gaillard,  from 
Sooth  Carolina. 

BucKNSR  Thruston  Riid  John  Popb,  from 
Kntocky. 

Rbtorn  JoniAthan  llBiosaad  Stan^^bt  Gris- 
voLDjIromOhfto. 

Tiie  n«mb«r  of  Sesators  present  not  beiDg  snffi- 
tint  to  coastitBte  a  quoram,  the  Seaate  adjoaraed 
to  U  o'elo^  to-BBorrow  moraing. 

Tuesday,  Noremher  28. 

The  Senate  assembled — present  as  yesterday ; 
nd  Obediab  German,  from  the  State  of  New 
lork;  James  Hillhousb,  from  the  State  of  Con- 
oecticui;  Elisba  Mathewson,  from  the  State 
^ Rhode  kland ;  and  Nahum  Parker,  from  the 
otaie  of  New  Hampshire,  severally  attended. 

Arobbw  Grcoq,  President  pro  tempore^.te* 
aved  the  Chair. 

The  pRESiofiNT  commanicated  a  letter  from 
'^^Surveyor  of  the  Public  Buildings,  sUtiag  the 
weohies  that  have  prerenled  the  entire  oomple- 
tion  of  the  permaneitt  Senate  Chamber ;  wliich 
««<«  WIS  read. 

Ontemi,  That  the  Sevreisry  acquaint  the 
noQse  of  RepTeseatatiTes  that  a  quoram  of  the 
BeBtie  is  assembled,  and  ready  to  atiead  to  bu- 
wneas. 


Ordered^  That  Messrs.  Gilman  and  Gaillard 
be  a  committee  on  the  part  of  the  Senate,  together 
with  such  committee  as  may  be  appointed  by  the 
House  of  Representatires  on  their  part,  to  wait 
on  the  President  of  the  United  States,  and  notify 
htm  that  a  quoruoi  of  the  two  Houses  is  assem- 
bled, aad  ready  to  receive  any  ooranM^nications 
that  he  may  be  pleased  to  make  to  them. 

Ordered^  That  the  Secrelarjr  acquaint  the 
House  of  Representatives  therewith. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  RepresenlatiTss 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  appoint- 
ed a  committee,  on  their  part,  jointly,  wioi  suoh 
committee  as  may  be  appointed  on  the  part  of  the 
Senate,  to  wait  on  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  and  notify  him  that  a  quorum  of  the  twt> 
Houses  is  assembled,  and  ready  to  receive  any 
communications  that  he  may  be  pleased  to  mak« 
to  tbem. 

JResolvedf  Tbat  each  Senator  be  supplied,  dur- 
ing the  present  session,  with  three  such  newspa- 
pers printed  in  any  of  the  States  as  he  may  choose. 
provided  tbat  the  same  be  furnished  at  the  usual 
rate  for  the  aonttal  charge  of  such  papers:  and, 
provided  mlso,  that)  if  any  Senator  shall  choose  to 
take  aay  newspapers  other  than  dailv  papers,  he 
shall  be  supplied  wilh  as  many  such  papers  as 
shall  not  exceed  the  price  of  three  daily  papers. 

Reioived,  That  James  Mathers,  Sergeant-ait- 
Arms  and  Dootk!eeper  to  the  Senate,  be,  asd  he 
is  hereby,  authorised  to  employ  one  assistant  and 
two  horses,  for  the  purpose  of  performing  sueh 
services  as  are  usually  required  by  the  Doorkeeper 
to  the  Senate ;  and  that  the  sum  of  twenty-eight 
dollars  be  allowed  him  weekly  for  that  purpose, 
to  commence  with, and  remain  during  the  session, 
and  for  twenty  days  after. 

Mr.GiLMAN  reported,  from  the  joint  committee, 
that  they  had  waited  on  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  agreeably  to  order,  and  that  the 
President  of  the  United  States  informed  the  com- 
mittee that  he  would  make  a  communication  to 
the  two  Houses  to-morrow,  at  12  o'clock. 

Wbdnebaav,  November  29. 

Jamba  Llotd,  from  the  State  of  Masaaohusetts, 
attended. 


475 


HISTORY  OF  CONGRESS. 


4U 


Senate. 


Prestdenfs  Meuage, 


November,  18U9. 


The  letter  from  the  Suryeyer  of  the  Pablic 
Buildines,  communicated  yesterday,  was  referred 
to  a  select  committee,  to  consider  and  report 
thereon ;  and  Messrs.  Bradley,  Llotd,  and  Leib, 
were  appointed  the  committee. 

PRESIDENT'S  MESSAGE. 

The  following  Message  was  received  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States  : 

FtUow<Uizen9  of  the  Senate,  and 

of  the  Mouse  of  Repreaentativea  .* 

At  the  period  of  our  last  meeting,  I  had  the  satisfac- 
tion of  communicating  an  adjustment  with  one  of  the 
principal  belligerent  nations,  highly  important  in  itself, 
and  still  more  so,  as  presaging  a  more  extended  accom- 
modation. It  is  with  deep  concern,  J  am  now  to  in- 
form you,  that  the  iavorable  prospect  has  been  over- 
clouded by  a  refusal  of  the  British  Government  to  abide 
by  the  act  of  its  Minister  Plenipotentiary,  and  by  its  en- 
suing policy  towards  the  United  States,  as  seen  through 
the  communications  of  th^  Minister  sent  to  replace 
him. 

Whatever  pleas  may  be  urged  for  a  disavowal  of 
engagements  formed  by  diplomatic  functionaries,  in 
cases  where,  by  the  terms  of  the  engagements,  a  mu- 
tual- ratification  is  reserved ;  or  where  notice  at  the 
time  may  ha^e  been  given  of  a  departure  from  instruc- 
tions ;  or,  in  extraordinary  cases^  essentially  violating 
the  principles  of  equity ;  a  disavowal  could  not  have 
been  apprehended  in  a  case  where  no  such' notice  or 
violation  existed ;  where  no  such  ratification  was  re- 
served ;  and,  more  especially,  where,  as  is  now  in  proof, 
an  engagement,  to  be  executed,  without  any  such  rati- 
fication, was  contempTated  by  the  instructions  given, 
and  where  it  had,  with  good  faith,  been  carried  into 
immediate  execution  on  the  part  of  the  United  States. 

These  considerations  not  having  restrained  the  Brit- 
iah  Government  from  disavowing  the  arrangement,  by 
virtue  of  which  its  Orders  in  Council  were  to  be  re- 
voked, and  the  event  authorizing  the  renewal  of  com- 
mercial intercourse  having  thus  not  taken  place,  it 
necessarily  became  a  question  of  equal  urgency  and 
importance,  whether  the  act  prohibiting  that  intercourse 
was  not  to  be  considered  as  remaining  in  legal  force. 
This  question  being,  after  due  deliberation,  determined 
in  die  affiimative,  a  proclamation  to  that  efifoctwas 
iasued. '  It  could  not  but  happen,  however,  that  a  re- 
turn to  this  state  of  things,  nom  that  which  had  fol- 
lowed an  execution  of  the  arrangement  by  the  United 
States,  would  involve  difficulties.  With  a  view  to  di- 
minish these  as  much  as  possible,  the  instructions  from 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  now  laid  before  you, 
were  transmitted  to  the  ooUectors  of  the  several  ports. 
If,  in  permitting  British  vessels  to  depart  without  giv- 
ing bonds  not  to  proceed  to  their  own  ports,  it  should 
appear  tthat  the  tenor  of  legal  authority  has  not  been 
strictly  pursued,  it  is  to  be  ascribed  to  the  anxious  de- 
sire which  was  felt,  that  no  individuals  should  be  in- 
jured by  so  unforeseen  an  occurrence:  and  I  rely  on 
the  regard  of  Congress  for  the  equitable  interests  of  our 
own  citizens,  to  adopt  whatever  further  provisions  may 
be  found  requisite  for  a  general  remission  of  penalties 
involuntarily  incurred. 

The  recall  of  the  disavowed  Minister  having  been 
followed  by  the  appointment  of  a  successor,  hopes  were 
indulged  that  the  new  mission  would  contribute  to  al- 
leviate the  disappointment  which  had  been  produced, 
and  to  remove  the  causes  which  had  so  long  embar> 
rassed  the  good  understanding  of  the  two  nations.    It 


could  not  be  doubted  that  it  would  at  least  be  thupA 
with  conciliatory  explanations  of  the  step  which  had 
been  taken,  and  with  proposals  to  be  substituted  for 
the  rejected  arrangement    Reasonable  and  anivenal 
as  this  expectation  was,  it  also  has  not  been  fulfilled. 
From  the  first  official  diKlosures  of  the  new  Minister, 
it  was  found  that  he  had  received  no  authority  to  eater 
into  explanations  relative  to  either  branch  of  the  ar- 
rangement disavowed,  nor  any  authority  to  subetitate 
proposals,  as  to  that  branch  which  concerned  the  Brit- 
ish Orders  in  Council.    And,  finally,  that  his  propoi- 
als  with  respect  to  the  other  branch,  the  attack  on  the 
frigate  Chesapeake,  were  founded  on  a  presomptioD, 
repeatedly  declared  to  be  inadmissible  by  the  United 
States,  that  the  first  step  towards  adjustment  wu  doa 
from  them ;  the  proposals,  at  the  same  time,  omitting 
even  a  reference  to  the  officer  answerable  for  the  mar« 
derous  aggression,  and  asserting  a  claim  not  lets  con* 
trary  to  the  Britidi  laws  and  British  practice,  than  to 
the  principles  and  obligations  of  the  United  Statea. 

The  correspondence  between  the  Department  of 
State  and  this  Minister  will  show  how  unessentially 
the  features  presented  in  its  commencement  hare  been 
varied  in  its  progress.  It  will  show,  also,  that,  forget* 
ting  the  respect  due  to  all  Governments,  he  did  not 
refrain  from  imputations  on  this,  which  required  that 
no  further  communications  should  be  received  from 
him. '  The  necessity  of  this  step  will  be  made  known  < 
to  His  Britannic  Majesty,  through  the  Minister  Pleni* 
potentiary  of  the  United  States  in  London.  And  it 
would  indicate  a  want  of  the  confidence  due  to  a  Gov  I 
emment  which  so  well  understands  and  exacts  what 
becomes  foreign  Ministers  near  it,,  not  to  infer  that  the 
misconduct  of  its  own  Representative  will  be  viewed 
in  the  same  light  in  which  it  has  been  regarded  here. 
The  British  C^vemment  will  learn,  at  the  same  time, 
that  a  ready  attention  will  be  given  to  communica* 
tions,  through  any  channel  which  may  be  substituted. 
It  will  be  happy,  if  the  change  in  this  respect  ahould 
be  accompanied  by  a  favorable  revision  of  the  unfriend* 
ly  policy  which  has  been  so  long  pursued  towards  the 
United  SUtes. 

With  France,  the  oiher  belligerent,  whose  trespaaacf 
on  our  commercial  rights  have  long  been  the  subjeet 
of  our  just  remonstrances,  the  posture  of  our  relatioos 
does  not  correspond  with  the  measures  taken  on  the 
part  of  the  United  States  to  efiect  a  fiivorable  change. 
The  result  of  the  several  communications  made  to  her 
Government,  in  pursuance  of  the  authorities  vested  bj 
Congress  in  the  Executive,  is  contained  in  the  cor- 
respondence of  our  Minister  at  Pariai  now  laid  before 
you. 

By  some  of  the  other  belligerents,  although  profess- 
ing just  and  amicable  dispositions,  injuries  materially 
afiecting  our  commerce  have  not  been  duly  controlled 
or  repressed.  In  these  cases,  the  interpositions  deemed 
proper,  on  our  part,  have  not  been  omitted.  But,  it 
well  deserves  the  consideration  of  the  Legislature,  how 
hM  both  the  safety  and  the  honor  of  the  American  flag 
may  be  consulted,  by  adequate  provisions  against  that 
collusive  prostitution  of  it  by  individuals,  unworthy  of 
the  American  name,  which  has  so  much  ftvored  the 
real  or  pretended  suspicions,  under  which  the  honeat 
commerce  of  their  fellow-citixens  has  suffered. 

In  relation  to  the  Powers  on  the  coast  of  Barbaiji 
nothing  has  occurred  which  is  not  of  a  nature  rather  to 
inspire  confidence  than  distrust,  as  to  the  continuanee 
of  the  exirting  amity.  With  our  Indian  neighbors,  the 
just  and  benevolent  system,  continued  towards  theiSt 
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hu  also  preserred  pettoe,  and  ia  more  and  more  ad- 
▼ancing  lubita  £iyorable  to  their  ciTiliawtion  and  hap- 

From  a  statement  which  will  be  made  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  War,  it  will  be  seen  that  the  fortifications  on 
oar  maritime  frontier,  are,  in  many  of  the  ports,  com- 
pleted, affording  the  defence  which  was  contemplated ; 
and  that  a  further  time  will  be  required  to  render  com- 
plete the  works  in  the  harbor  of  New  York,  and  in 
some  other  places.  By  the  enlargement  of  the  works, 
and  the  employment  of  a  greater  number  of  hands  at 
the  public  armories,  the  supply  of  small  arms,  of  an 
impTOTiog  quality,  appears  to  be  annually  increasing, 
at  a  rate  that,  without  those  made  on  private  contract, 
may  be  expected  to  go  &r  towards  providing  for  the 
poblic  exigency. 

The  act  of  Congress  providing  for  the  equipment 
of  our  vessels  of  war  having  been  fully  carried  into  ex- 
ecution, I  refer  to  the  statement  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy  for  the  information  which  may  be  proper  on  that 
subject  To  that  statement  is  added  a  view  of  the 
transfers  of  appropriations,  authorized  by  the  act  of  the 
sesf  ion  preceding  the  last,  and  of  the  grounds  on  which 
the  traosfers  were  made. 

Whatever  may  be  the  course  of  your  deliberations 
on  the  subject  of  our  Military  Establishments,  I  should 
&il  in  my  duty  in  not  recommending  to  your  serious 
ftttention  the  importance  of  giving  to  our  militia,  the 
great  bulwark  of  our  security  and  resource  of  our  pow- 
er, an  organization  the  best  adapted  to  eventual  situa- 
tions, for  which  the  United  States  ought  to  be  pre- 
pared. 

The  sums  which  had  been  previously  accumulated  in 
the  Treasury,  together  with  the  receipts  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  30th  of  September  last,  and  amounting 
to  more  than  nine  miUions  of  dollars,  have  enabled  us 
to  fulfil  all  our  engagements^  and  to  defray  the  current 
expenses  of  Grovemment,  without  recurring  to  any  loan. 
But  the  insecurity  of  our  commerce,  and  the  conse- 
quent diminution  of  the  public  revenue,  will  probably 
produce  a  deficiency  in  the  receipts  of  the  ensuing  year, 
for  which,  and  for  other  details,  I  refer  to  the  state- 
ments which  vrill  be  transmitted  from  the  Treasury. 

In  the  state  which  has  been  presented  of  our  afiairs 
with  the  great  parties  to  a  disastrous  and  protracted 
war,  carried  on  in  a  mode  equally  injurious  and  unjust 
to  the  United  States  as  a  neutral  nation,  the  wisaom 
of  the  National  Legislature  will  be  again  summoned 
to  the  important  dedaion  on  Uie  alternatives  before 
them.  That  these  will  be  met  in  a  spirit  worthy  of  the 
eooncils  of  a  nation  conscious  both  of  its  rectitude  and 
of  its  rights,  and  careful  as  well  of  its  honor  as  of  its 
peace,  I  have  an  entire  confidence.  And  that  the  re- 
lolt  will  be  stamped  by  a  unanimity  becoming  the  occa- 
iioD,  and  be  supported  by  every  portion  of  our  citizens, 
with  a  patriotism  enlightened  and  invigorated  by  expe- 
nence,  ought  as  little  to  be  doubted. 

In  the  midst  of  the  wrongs  and  vexations ,  experi- 
enced from  external  causes^  there  is  much  room  for 
congratulation  on  the  prosperity  and  happiness  flowing 
from  our  situation  at  home.  The  blessing  of  health 
hat  never  been  more  universal.  The  fruits  of  the  sea- 
>ons,  though  in  particular  articles  and  districts  short  of 
their  usual  redundancy,  are  more  than  suflicient  for 
OQT  wants  and  our  comforts.  The  face  of  our  country 
everywhere  presents  the  evidence  of  laudable  enterprise, 
of  extensire  capital,  and  of  durable  improvement  In  a 
^livatioQ  of  the  materials,  and  the  extension  of  use- 
nl  mamiftetareai  more  espedaUy  in  the  genenl  appti- 


cation  to  household  ftbrice,  we  behold  a  rapid  diminu- 
tion of  our  dependence  on  foreign  supplies.  Nor  is  it 
unworthy  of  reflection,  that  this  revolution  in  our  pur- 
suits and  habits  is  in  no  slight  degree  a  consequence  of 
those  impolitic  and  arbitrary  edicts,  by  which  the  con- 
tending nations,  in  endeavoring,  each  of  them,  to  ob- 
struct our  trade  with  the  other,  have  so  far  abridged 
our  means  of  procuring  the  productions  and  manu&o- 
tures,  of  which  our  own  are  now  taking  the  place. 

Recollecting,  always,  that,  for  every  advantage  which 
may  cohtribnte  to  distinguish  our  lot  from  that  to 
which  others  are  doomed  by  the  unhappy  spirit  of  the 
times,  we  are  indebted  to  that  Divine  Providence  whose 
goodness  has  been  so  remarkably  extended  to  this  rii« 
ing  nation,  it  becomes  us  to  cherish  a  devout  gratitude, 
and  to  implore,  from  the  same  Omnipotent  Source,  a 
blessing  on  the  consultations  and  measures  about  to  be 
undertaken  for  the  welfare  of  our  beloved  country. 

JAMES  MADISON. 

NoTXXBXB  29,  1809. 

The  Message  and  documents  therein  referred 
to  were  read,  and  five  hundred  copies  of  the  Mes- 
sage, and  also  five  hundred  copies  of  the  Message 
together  with  fire  hundred  copies  of  the  docu- 
ments, were  ordered  to  be  printed  for  the  use  of 
the  Senate. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Goodrich, 

Ruoked,  unanimmuly^  That  the  members  of  the 
Senate,  from  a  sincere  desire  of  showing  their  respect 
to  the  memory  of  the  Honorable  Samuxl  Wbitx,  de- 
ceased, late  a  member  thereof,  will  go  into  mourning 
for  one  month,  by  the  usual  mode  of  wearing  a  crape 
round  the  left  arm. 


Thursday,  Norember  30. 

.  Philip  Reed,  from  the  State  of  Maryland,  at- 
tended. 

John  Condit,  appointed  a  Senator  by  the  Le- 
gislature of  the  State  of  New  Jersey,  in  the  place 
of  Aaron  Kitcbel,  resigned,  produced  his  creden- 
tials, which  were  read ;  and,  the  oath  prescribed 
by  law  having  been  administered  to  him,  he  took 
his  seat  in  the  Senate. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Meios, 

Beaolved,  That  two  Chaplains,  of  diflferent  de- 
nominations, be  appointed  to  Congress  durilii^  the 
present  session,  one  by  each  House,  who  shall  in- 
terchange weekly. 

FOREIGN  RELATIONS. 

The  following  motion  was  sabiqitted,  by  Mr. 
QiLES,  for  consideration : 

Reaohed,  That  so  much  of  the  Message  of  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  United  States  as  respects  the  relations 
existing  between  the  United  States  and  Great  Britain 
and  France,  with  the  accompanying  documents,  be  re- 
ferred to  a  select  committee,  with  instructions  to  ex- 
amine thd  same  and  report  thereon  to  the  Senate ;  and 
that  the  committee  have  leave  to  report  by  bill,  bills,  or 
otherwise. 

Mr.  Giles  introduced  the  foregoing  resolution 
with  observing,  in  substance,  that  in  presenting 
the  resolution  to  the  consideration  of  the  Senate, 
he  did  not  mean  at  this  time  to  suggest  any  spe- 
cific course  of  proceeding,  as  proper  to  be  observed 
upon  the  rery  delicate  and  interesting  topics  em- 
braced by  it ;  nor  to  pledge  himself  upoa  present- 
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log  any  sfiecific  proposition,  for  the  final  adoption 
of  the  Senate;  but  he  was  iodueed  to  imrodnoe 
the  subject  at  this  early  period  of  the  session,  be- 
cause he  was  deeply  impressed  with  the  hupor- 
tance  of  the  disclosures  made  in  the  Message,  and 
the  accompanying  documents ;  as  they  respect 
the  interests,  the  character,  and  even  the  inde- 
pendence of  the  United  States.  He  conceived 
that  considerations  so  vitally  in-teresting  to  the 
nation  certainly  demanded  the  most  prompt  at- 
tention, and  most  serious  animadversion  of  Coii- 
gresa.  He  had  presented  the  resolution  in  this 
generalized  form,  to  give  tlM  Committee  the  freest 
range  in  devising  and  reporting  measures,  auited 
to  the  difficulty  and  delicacy  of  the  eriais. 


Fbidat,  December  1. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
motion  submitted  yesterday  by  Mr.  Qileb;  and 

Resolved^  That  so  much  of  the  Message  of  the 
President  of  the  United  States  as  respects  the  re- 
lations existing  between  the  United  States  and 
QreatBritain  and  France,  with  the  accompanying 
documents,  be  referred  to  a  select  committee,  with 
instructions  to  examine  the  same,  and  report  there- 
on to  the  Senate;  and  that  the  committee  have 
leave  to  report  by  bill,  bil4s,  or  otherwise ;  and, 

Ordered^  That  Messrs.  Qilbs,  Pope,  Bradlgt, 
GooDRicB,  Lbib,  Sumteb,  and  Oilman,  be  the 
committee. 

The  following  motion  was  submitted  by  Mr. 
Lbib: 

Heaohtd,  That  so  much  of  the  MesMge  of  the  Pre- 
■ident  of  the  United  States  ■■  velmtes  to  kq  efficient 
oiganiaation  of  the  militia  of  the  United  States  he  re- 
ferred to  a  select  committee,  with  leave  to  report  by 
bill  or  otherwise. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Bradi^by, 

Eeaolvedj  That  a  committee  be  appointed  agree- 
able to  the  22d  rule  for  conducting  batineas  in 
the  Senate;  and, 

Ordered^  That  Messrs.  Oilman,  Oaiswold,  and 
MAtBEWBON,  be  the  committee. 


Monday,  DeceMbbb  4. 

Richard  Brbnt,  from  the  State  of  Virginia, 
and  William  H.  Urawford,  from  the  State  of 
Oeorgia,  severally  attended. 

Samuel  Smith,  appointed  a  Senator  by  the 
Legislature  of  the  State  of  Maryland  from  the 
15th  of  November,  1809,  to  the  4th  of  March,  1815, 
produced  his  credentials,  which  were  read ;  and 
the  oath  prescribed  by  law  having  been  adminis- 
tered to  him,  he  took  his  seat  in  the  Senate. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  concur  in 
the  resolution  of  the  Senate  of  the  30c h  of  No- 
vember, for  the  appointment  of  Chaplains,  and 
have  appointed  the  Rev.  Jebbb  Lbb  Chaplain 
on  their  part. 

AMENDMENT  TO  THE  CONSTITUTION. 

Mr.  Pope  offered  the  following  resolution,  pre- 
facing it  by  obsterving  that  in  several  courts  of 
the  United  States  businesa  had  been  interrupted 


and  delayed  in  consequence  of  the  aige  and  iofiroh 
tties  of  jttdges  presiding  in  them.  At  the  lu 
session  of  Congress  an  attempt  had  been  made  to 
permit  the  retirement  of  Jodjges  from  the  beoch 
with  a  moderate  compensation ;  but  it  appeared 
that  there  could  be  no  other  remedy  for  the  eril 
but  an  amendment  to  the  Constitution.  He  M 
therefore  been  induced  to  make  the  motion,  whid 
was  loudly  called  for  by  the  existing  state  of 
things. 

^'MiMkidf  bff  the  Senate  and  House  afRepmenii^ 
tivee  of  the  United  State*  of  America  <h  Coagrm  » 
eemhied,  two-thirde  of  botk  Houeee  eauewring,  Thit 
the  ibUowing  eection  be  submitted  to  ihe  LeguUtom 
of  the  several  States,  which,  when  ratified  and  confinDcl 
by  the  Legislatures  of  three-fourths  of  the  8tatet,ibiO 
be  valid  and  binding,  as  a  part  of  the  Constitution  of 
the  United  States,  in  lieu  of  the  first  section  of  the  thiid 
article  thereof. 

**  The  judicial  power  of  the  United  States  shall  be 
vested  in  one  Supreme  Court  and  in  such  inferior 
courts  as  the  Congress  may  from  time  to  time  ordain 
and  establish.  The  judges,  both  of  the  Supreme  voU 
inferior  courts,  shall  hold  their  offices  during  good  be* 
haviour,  or  until  they  shall  have  respectively  ittainei 
the  age  of  sixty-five  years.  But  for  any  reasonable 
cause,  which  shall  not  be  sufficient  ground  of  impeach- 
ment, the  President  shall  remove  any  of  them,  on  the 

address  of of  each  House  of  Congress :  Prmdti 

however,  That  the  canse  or  causes  for  which  such  n- 
moval  may  be  required  shall  be  stated  in  such  addre« 
and  on  the  Journal  of  each  House,  l^ey  shall  at 
stated  times  receive  for  their  services  an  adequate  com* 
pensation,  to  be  fixed  by  law." 


TuBBiNLYj-Deeemher  5. 

The  following  Message  was  receired  from  the 

PRCSIDBNT  OF  THE  UkiTED  StaTES  : 

To  the  Senate  and  Mouee  of 

Hepreeentatwea  of  the  United  States : 

I  now  tnnamU  a  eeport  of  theSaerstoiy  of  the  lit^, 
ooBtaittiog  statements  from  that  Department,  iefen»d 
to  in  my  Message  of  the  29th  ultimo. 

JAMES  MADISON. 

The  lieange  and  report  were  resd  and  ordered 
to  Ue  for  conaideration. 

A  message  from  t^e  {Joese  of  RepresfBtattres 
tDformed  the  Senate  that  the  Hooee  have  passed 
a  hill,  entKied  ^An  act  to  authorize  the  transport- 
ation of  certain  documents  free  of  postage ;''  in 
which  thev  request  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 

The  bill  last  mentioned  was  read,  and  passed 
to  the  second  reading. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  cousideratioa  of  the 
motion  made  on  the  Ist  instant  by  Mr.  Leib;  and 

Resolved^  That  so  much  of  the  Message  of  the 
President  of  the  United  States  as  relates  to  ao  ef- 
ficient organization  of  the  militia  of  the  United 
States  be  referred  to  a  select  committee,  wiili 
leave  to  report  by  bill  or  otherwise, 

Orderedj  That  Messrs.  Smith,  of  Maryland, 
Leib,  Bbaoley,  SoMTEa,  and  GermaNj  be  the 
committee. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  the  election  of  a  Chap- 
lain, on  their  part,  in  puraoanoe  of  the  resolutive 
of  the  two  Housea,  and  the  whole  Bumberof  rotc^ 
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collected  waa  twenty-two,  of  which  the  Reverend 
Vfr.  Bhown  htd  twelre,  end  waa  accord ingty 
elected. 

THE  BRITISH  MINISTER. 

Mr.  Giles,  from  the  committee  appointed  on 
;be  fint  io«tant,  reported  in  part  the  tollowiag  re- 
>oluuoD ;  which  was  read  the  firat  time,  and  passed 
to  the  second  reading: 

Retohed,  hy  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives 
of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled^ 
rhit  the  exprsMions  contained  in  the  official  letter  of 
Pnneis  Jamea  Jackson,  Minkter  Plenipotentiary  of 
Bif  Britannic  Majesty  near  the  United  States,  dated  the 
23d  day  of  October,  1809,  and  addressed  to  Mr.  Smith, 
Secretary  of  State,  conveying  the  idea,  that  the  Exec- 
Qtive  Go?emment  of  the  tlnited  States  had  knowledge 
that  the  arrangement  lately  made  by  Mr.  Erskine,  his 
predecessor,  on  behalf  ofhis  Government,  with  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States,  was  entered  into  without 
competent  powers  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Erskine  for  that 
purpoie,  were  highly  indecorous  and  insolent ;  that  the 
repetition  of  the  same  intimation  in  his  official  letter 
dated  the  4th  of  November,  1809,  after  he  was  apprized, 
l)f  the  asseveration  of  the  Stscretary  of  State,- Uiat  the 
Execotive  Government  had  no  such  knnwledge,  and 
Alt  if  it  had  poeecneed  audi  knowledge  snch  srrange- 
nent  woold  net  have  been  entered  into  on  the  part  ef 
^  United  States^  and  after  also  being  officially  appriaed 
that  foch  intimaticm  waa  inadnussible ;  was  stUl  more 
insolent  and  affionting ;  and  that,  in  refiouing  to  receive 
uy  farther  commnnications  from  him  in  consequence 
of  these  outrigeone  and  premeditated  insults,  the  Exeo- 
utive  Government  haa  manifested  a  just  regard  to  its 
own  dignity  and  honor,  as  well  as  to  the  character  and 
interest  of  the  American  people. 

That  the  letter  signed  Francis  James  Jackson,  headed 
"Circular,"  dated  the  13th  of  November,  1809,  and 
published  and  circulated  through  the  country,  is  a  still 
iDore  direct  and  aggravated  insult  and  affiriont  to  the 
American  people  and  their  Government,  as  it  is  evi- 
^tly  an  insimons  attempt  to  excite  their  resentments 
ind  distrusts  against  their  own  Government,  by  appeal* 
ing  to  them,  through  fake  or  fidlacions  disgnises,  against 
nine  of  its  acta;  and  to  excite  resentments  and  dlvi- 
aons  amongst  the  people  .theanelvea,  which  can  only 
be  dishonorable  to  ^ebown  charaeteraand  minoua  to 
^own intereeU;  and  the  Congieas  of  the  United 
Btttei  do  hereby  soleauily  pledge  themaalves  to  the 
^eriean  peop&e  and  tio  the  woikt  to  stand  by  and  snp* 
P«t  the  Execntive  Ootemment  in  ita  rei^uai  to  receive 
tty  forther  coounnnicatioos  from  the  said  Francis 
Junes  Jackson,  and  to  caU  into  action  the  whole  force 
of  the  nation  if  it  should  become  necessary  in  conse- 
qoei^ce  of  the  conduct  of  the  Executive  Government  in 
^respect  to  repel  such  insults  and  to  assert  and 
Bamtain  the  righu,the  honor,  and  the  interests  of  the 

luted  Sutes. 

PRIVILEGES  OF  FOREIGN  MINISTERS. 

Mr.  Giles, from  the  same  committee,  also  report* 
ed  the  following  bill,  which  was  read  and  passed 
to  a  second  reading: 

A  bill  to  prevent  the  abuse  of  the  privileges  and  immu- 
sities  enjoyed  by  Foreign  Ministers  within  the  Uni- 
ted States. 

^  it  enacted  4c.,  That  if  any  foreign  Ambassador, 
Mmister,  or  other  person,  entitled  to  enjoy  within  the 
Cmted  States  the  privaeges  and  immnnittes  of  aierelgn 
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Minister,  riiall  have  committed,  or  may  hereafter  com- 
mit, any  such  act  as  by  the  laws  and  nsages  of  nation 
woold  justify  the  President  of  the  United  States  in  or- 
dering such  offending  Ambassador,  Minister,  or  other 
person  aa  aforasaid,  out  of  the  District  of  Cokunbia,  or 
out  of  the  Territories  of  the  United  States ;  or  in  seod- 
ing  him  home  to  his  Sovereign,  or  to  some  place  or 
territory  within  his  Sovereign's  jurisdiction ;  in  every 
such  case  where  the  Prendent  of  the  United  Statea 
shall  deem  it  proper  and  expedient  to  exercise  his  Con^ 
stitutional  authority,  in  either  of  these  respects  he  shall 
be,  and  is  hereby  authorized  and  empowered  to  cause 
a  warrant  to  be  issued  and  signed  by  the  Secretary  of 
State,  directed  to  any  civil  officer  of  the  United  Statea 
authorized  to  serve  process,  or  any  military  officer  un- 
der the  authority  of  the  United  States,  commanding 
him  to  provide  for  and  enforce  the  departure  of  such 
Ambassador,  Minister,  or  Cther  person  offending  aa 
aforesaid,  talung  due  precautions  to  avoid  improper  or 
unnecessary  violence  in  executing  such  warrant.  And 
all  officers,  civil  and  military,  under  the  authority  (tf 
^e  United  States,  are  hereby  required  and  enjoined  t6 
be  obedient  to  sudi  warrant  And  in  case  any  offleefv 
oMl  or  militaiy,  to  whom  soeh  warrant  shall  be  diracled» 
shall  feil,  or  unreasonably  delay  to  execute  the  same^ 
every  officer  so  offimding  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a 
high  niisdemeanor,  and  shall  be  punished  by  fine  and 
imprisonment  before  any  court  of  the  United  Statea 
having  cognizance  of  the  ofienoe.  Provided,  That  the 
fine  shall  not  exceed  —  dollars,  nor  the  imprisoa- 

ment  be  fer  a  longer  time  than yeara 

Mr.  Giles  gave  notice  that  he  should  call  for 
the  consideratioQ  of  this  subject  on  Thursday 
next. 


Wbdnbbdat,  December  6. 

The  resolution  reported  yesterday  from  the 
committee  appointed  on  that  part  of  the  Mes^ 
sage  of  the  President  of  the  United  States  which 
respects  foreign  relations,  was  read  the  second  • 
time. 

The  bill  to  present  the  abnee  of  the  jnririlegea 
and  immunities  enjoyed  by  foreign  Ministers  in 
the  United  States  was  read  the  second  time;  and 
on  motion,  by  Mr.  Smith,  of  Maryland,  it  waa 
agreed  that  the  fbrther  consideration  thereof  be 
the  order  of  the  day  for  to-morrow. 

The  bill,  entitled  *<An  act  to  authorise  the 
transportation  of  certain  documents  fVee  of  poet» 
age,'*  was  read  the  second  time  as  in  Committee 
of  the  Whole,  and  amended ;  and  the  President 
haying  reported  the  bill  to  the  House  accordingly, 
on  the  qaestion,  Shall  this  bill  be  read  the  third 
time  aaramended?  it  was  determined  in  the  affirnei^ 
ative. 

Mr.LEiB  presented  the  petition  of  Joseph  Joshua 
Dyster,  a  native  of  Enj^land,  stating  that  he  had 
discorered  a  new  principle  for  the  erection  of  iroft 
bridges,  and  exhibiting  a  prospectus  thereof,  \M 
arriving  in  America  on  the  5th  day  of  May  last, 
he  had  not  resided  in  the  country  the  term  pre- 
scribed by  law  to  entitle  him  to  become  a  citizen 
of  the  Doited  States,  although  it  was  his  inten- 
tion. He  therefore  prays  an  act  of  the  Legisla*- 
ture  may  be  passed  to  enable  him  immediately  to 
obtain,  at4he  office  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  any 
patent  or  patenu  to  which  he  might  be  entitled 
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were  he  an  American  citizen;  and  the  petition 
and  paper  therein  referred  to  were  read,  and  re- 
ferred to  a  select  committee,  to  consider  and  re- 
port thereon  by  bill  or  otherwise. 

Ordered^  That  Messrs.  Leib,  Bradley,  and 
Brent,  be  the  committee. 

The  resolution  submitted  on  the  fourth  instant, 
for  an  amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the  Uni- 
ted States,,  was  read,  and  passed  to  the  second 
reading. 

Thuebdat,  December  7. 

Mr.  Bradley  presented  the  petition  of  Charles 
Mioifie,  statiug  that,  io  April^803,  he  contracted 
for  and  supplied  the  Navy  Department  with  a 
quantity  of  spars,  for  which,  by  casualty,  he  has 
Dot  been  fully  compensated,  and  praying  relief, 
for  reasons  stated  at  large  in  his  petition ;  which 
was  read,  together  with  the  accompanying  docu- 
ments.— Referred  to  a  select  committee,  to  con- 
aider  and  report  thereon ;  and  Messrs.  Bradley, 
Goodrich,  and  Leib,  were  appointed  the  com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  Oilman,  from  the  committee,  reported  the 
amendment  to  the  bill,  entitled  "  An  act  to  au- 
thorize the  transportation  of  certain  documents 
free  of  postage,"  correctly  engrossed ;  and  the  bill 
was  read  the  third  time  as  amended. 

Resolved^  That  this  bill  pass  with  an  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  Leib  gave  notice  that  he  should  to-morrow 
ask  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  repeal  the  act,  enti- 
tled **  An  act  to  suspend  for  a*limited  time  the  re- 
cruiting service." 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
resolution  reported  on  the  5th  instant,  from  the 
committee  appoioted  on  that  part  of  the  Message 
of  the  PresicJent  of  the  United  States  which  re- 
spects the  relations  existing  between  the  Upited 
•States  and  Qreat  Britain  and  France,  as  in  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole ;  and  on  motion,  by  Mr.  Pope, 
the  further  consideration  thereof  was  postponed 
^ttntil  to-morrow. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill  to  prevent  the  abuse  of  the  privi- 
leges and  immunities  enjoyed  by  foreign  Min- 
isters within  the  United  States;  and  on  motion, 
by  Mr.  Pope,  the  further  consideration  thereof 
was  postponed  until  to-morrow. 

The  resolution  submitted  on  the  4th  instant  for 
an  amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States  was  read  the  second  time;  and  on  motioo, 
by  Mr.  Pope,  it  was  referred  to  a  select  committee, 
to  consist  of  five  members;  and  Messrs.  Pope, 
Goodrich,  Crawford,  Lloyd,  and  Brent,  were 
appointed  the  committee,  to  consider  and  report 
thereon. 

Mr.  Pope  gave  notice  that  to-morrow  he  should 
ask  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  in  addition  to  the  act 
to  regulate  the  laying  out  and  making  a  road  from 
Cumberland,  in  the  State  of  Maryland,  to  the 
State  of  Ohio. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  passed 
a  bill,  entitled  **  An  act  supplemental  to  an  act, 


entitled  *  An  act  extending  the  right  of  suffnaj 
in  the  Indiana  Territory,  and  for  other  purpose^ 
in  which  they  request  the  concurrence  of  tM 
Senate.  J 

The  bill  last  mentioned  was  read,  and  ptsidl 
to  the  sedond  reading.  ! 

Mr.  Bradley  gave  notice  that  to-morrow  he 
should  ask  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  incorponte 
religious  societies  in  the  District  of  Colombia. 


Friday,  December  8. 

The  PRESDEMT  laid  before  the  Senate  the  rej 
of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  prepared 
obedience  to  the  act,  entitled  "An  act  to  establi 
the  Treasury  Department,"  which,  together 
the  accompanying  documents,  were  read,  and 
dered  to  lie  for  consideration. 

The  bill,  entitled  ''An  act  supplemental  tof 
act,  entitled  'An  act  extending  the  right  of  m 
frage  in  the  Indiana  Territorjr,  and  for  other  pop 
poses,"  was  read  the  second  time,  and  referred  K 
a  select  committee  to  consider  and  report  thereat 
and  Messrs.  Pope,  Meiqs,  and  Crawford,  wea 
appointed  the  committee. 

Mr.  Leib  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  bring  a 
a  bill  to  repeal  the  act,  entitled  "An  act  tos« 
pend  for  a  limited  time  the  recruiting  service^ 
and  the  bill  was  read,  and  passed  to  the  secoa 
reading. 

THE  BRITISH  MINISTER. 

The  resolution  reported  by  Mr.  Giles,  approf 
ing  the  conduct  of  the  Executive  in  refusing! 
hold  any  further  communication  with  Mr.  Jad 
son,  was  taken  up  in  the  Senate  as  in  Committa 
of  the  Whole.    The  resolution  having  been  read 

Mr.  Giles  rose,  and  spoke  as  follows : 

Mr.  President :  Before  I  proceed  to  perform  tb 
duties  enjoined  upon  me  as  chairman  of  the  com 
mi t tee  who  reported  the  resolution  before  yoi 
permit  me  to  express  my  regret  that  the  coasid 
eration  of  a  subject  which  justly  excites  so  mael 
sensibility  should  have  been  delayed,  even  ool) 
one  day,  on  my  account ;  and  be  assured,  sir,  tba 
nothing  less  than  an  indisposition,  sufficient  to  jus 
tify  it,  would  have  caused  me  to  nave  been  absen 
from  my  place  yesterday.  Perhaps,  sir,  I  owe  at 
apology  to  the  Senate  at  this  time  for  entering 
into  this  debate  under  a  state  of  hoarseness,  whicl 
must  necessarily  disqualify  me,  in  some  degree 
from  discharging  my  duty  on  the  present  occa 
sion.  But,  sir,  it  is  a  subject  of  great  consolatioi 
to  me,  to  reflect  that  I  am  fortunately  favored  witl 
associates  on  the  committee,  either  of  whom  couk 
perform  the  task  I  am  now  engaged  in  better  thai 
myself,  and  some  of  whom  will  certainly  do  me  tbf 
favor  of  correcting  any  errors  I  may  unintention 
ally  commit,  or  supplying  any  omissions  I  ms) 
inadvertently  make. 

Although  it  appears  to  me  that  the  propriety 
and  urgency  of  the  resolution  now  under  consid- 
eration must  be  strongly  addressed,  both  to  the 
judgment  and  sensibility  of  every  gentleman  whd 
has  carefully  attended  to  the  distribution  of  pow- 
ers under  our  Constitution,  and  who  has  also  caI^ 
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folly  attended  to  the  correspondence  which  gave 
rise  to  the  resolution,  yet.  m  a  case  of  so  mach 
delicacy,  it  woald  natarally  be  expected,  and  is  a 
respect  due  to  the  Senate,  from  the  chairman  of 
the  committee,  to  present  to  it  at  least  some  of  the 
general  motives  wnich  induced  the  committee  to 
report  the  resolution  at  this  time. 

It  is  to  be  observed,  Mr.  President,  that  our  Con- 
stitutioD  is  peculiar  in  the  dr^nization  and  dis- 
tribotion  of  its  powers ;  and  in  no  respect  is  it 
more  peculiar  than  in  the  distribution  or  the  par- 
ticular powers  embraced  by  the  resolution.    In 
all  other  Gtovernments,  known  to  us,  the  same 
department  which  possesses  the  power  to  receive 
and  neffotiate  with  foreign  Ambassadors  and  other 
public  Ministers,  also  possesses  the  power  to  make 
var.    It  has  been  thought  wise  in  our  Constitu^ 
tion  to  separate  these  powers.     W'ith  a  simplicity 
of  language,  and  a  solidity  of  wisdom  almost  pe- 
culiar to  our  Constitution,  the  President  is  invested 
with  the  power  to  receive  Ambassadors  and  other 
public  Ministers ;  thus  using  the  broadest  terms 
in  gnniing  this  power,  without  even  an  attempt 
at  limitation  or  specification ;  evidently  with  a 
view  that  all  the  incidental  or  consequential  pow- 
ers might  flow  from  this  general  expression  to  the 
department  thus  invested  with  this  seneral  power. 
It  was  easy  to  foresee  (and  no  doubt  the  framers 
of  our  Constitution  did  foresee)  that  the  multipli- 
city and  diversity  of  cases  which  would  arise  in 
the  course  of  various  diplomatic  manoeuvres  and 
negotiations,  would  set  at  defiance  all  attempts  to 
limit  or  specify  the  powers  of  the  department,  in 
this  respect,  to  which  these  powers' were  confided, 
and  to  be  exercised  on  the  part  of  the  United 
States ;  and,  therefore,  every  attempt  of  that  kind 
was  wisely  avoided,  leaving  to  the  President  to 
exercise  his  authority  upon  his  own  responsibil- 
ity, to  be  regulated  by  the  only  established  stand- 
ara  amongst  nations,  to  wit :  the  laws  and  usages 
of  nations.     For,  it  never  can  be  presumed,  sir, 
that  the  wise  safes  who  framed  our  excellent 
Constitution  could  for  a  moment  have  tolerated 
the  idea  that  the  Ministers  of  foreign  nations  re- 
siding near  the  (Government  of  the  United  States, 
should  possess  greater  privileges  and  immunities 
than  the  Ministers  of  our  Government  residing 
near  foreign  Courts.     Of  course,  the  same  laws 
^to  wit :  the  laws  and  usages  of  nations — were 
left  reciprocally  to  govern  in  every  reciprocal  case. 
But,  sir,  notwithstanding  the  President  is  in- 
rested  with  the  power  "to  receive  Ambassadors 
ind  other  public  Ministers,"  and,  as  1  think,  all 
other  incidental  or  consequential  powers  applica- 
ble to  the  various  agencies  with  such  Ambassa- 
dors and  other  public  Ministers,  yet  Congress  is 
invested  with  the  power,  without  limitation  or 
qaalifieatioD,  **  to  declare  war."    Now,  sir,  it  must 
be  obvious  to  every  understanding,  that  these  sev- 
eral powers  are  so  intimately  connected,  and  may 
be  so  dependent  upon  each  other,  that  the  exer- 
cise of  the  power  conceded  to  the  President  may 
consequentially  involve  the  necessity  of  the  exer- 
cise of  the  power  conceded  to  Congress,  as  in  the 
case  now  under  consideration.    The  refusal  of 
the  Executive  to  receive  any  further  communi- 


cations from  His  Britannic  Majesty's  Minister, 
(Mr.  Jackson,)  may  consequentially  involve  us  in 
war  with  Great  Britain ;  or,  in  other  words,  may 
serve  as  a  pretext  to  Great  Britain  to  make  war 
upon  us.  if  she  should  conceive  it  her  interest  to 
do  so,  which  I  think  not  very  improbable.  Hence 
arises,  in  my  judgment,  the  propriety  and  urgency 
of  expression  oi  the  Congressional  opinion  upon 
this  Executive  act,  and  a  declaration  of  the  Con- 
gressional will  as  to  the  course  of  conduct  Con- 
gress will  pursue  under  any  consequences  which 
may  flow  rrom,  or  possibly  be  attributed  to,  this 
Executive  act. 

I  conceive,  sir,  that  the  expression  of  this  opin- 
ion, and  the  pledge  of  a  solemn  declaration,  by 
Congress,  are  due  to  the  people,  because  the  peo- 
ple have  the  greatest  interest  in  the  character  of 
their  Government ;  and  in  no  part  of  its  attributes 
have  a  deeper  interest  than  in  its  efficacy  to  resist 
and  repel  injuries  and  insults  from  foreign  Gk>v* 
ernments.  The  people,  also,  are  the  mediate  or 
immediate  electors  of  Congress,  and  as  such  have 
a  right  to  expect  and  demand  that  Congress  will 
execute  all  their  duties,  and  will  never  shrink 
from  their  Constitutional  responsibility  in  any 
case ;  and,  last  of  all,  in  a  case  of  so  high  and  sol- 
emn a  character  as  the  one  under  consideration. 

This  course  of  con diict  is  essentially  due  to  the 
Executive.  The  President  ought  to  know  whe- 
ther, with  the  indispensable  co-operation  of  Con- 
gress, he  ought  to  proceed  with  dignified  moder- 
ation and  intelligence  to  assert  and  maintain  the 
rights,  the  honor,  and  the  interests,  of  the  Amer- 
ican people;  or  whether,  for  the  want  of  that 
co-operation,  he  shall  with  shame  and  confusion 
of  face  be  compelled  to  retrace  his  steps,  and  leave 
to  Congress  to  abandon  these  high  attributes  of 
the  nation,  and,  with  their  degradation,  to  record 
their  country's  ruin  and  disgrace.  No,  sir,  it  is 
not  possible  that  an  American  Congress  does 
exist,  or  can  ever  exist,  that  would  not  spurn  from 
themselves  every  vestige  of  an  idea  that  they 
could  be  brought,  under  any  circumstances,  to  per- 
form so  degrading  and  dishonorable  a  task,  it  is 
imperiously  demanded  by  the  dignity  and  candor 
of  Congress  itself.  What,  sir,  shall  the  exercise 
of  one  of  the  highest  Constitutional  functions  of 
Congress  be  brought  into  question,  and  every 
individual  in  the  nation  engaged  in  expressing 
an  opinion  on  it;'  and  shall  Congress  alone  stand 
aloo^  for  fear  of  incurring  a  responsibility  im- 
posed on  them  by  the  Constitution !  Shall  Con- 
gress  stand  by  as  idle  spectators,  and  see  a  contest 
efore  the  people,  between  the  President  and  a 
foreign  Minister,  and  feel  no  interest  and  take  no 
share  in  such  an  unprecedented  scene,  especially 
when  one  of  their  nighest  Constitutional  func- 
tions may  be  affected  by  it !  No,  sir.  Congress 
must  speak — Congress  must  act.  Congress  never 
can  shrink  from  its  Constitutional  responsibility. 
It  is  due  to  the  dignity — it  is  demanded  from  the 
candor — of  Congress. 

Above  all,  sir,  it  is  important  to  the  United 
States  as  a  nation,  that  the  Congressional  will 
should  be  proclaimed  upon  this  delicate  anTl  sol- 
I  emn  occasion.    It  is  of  importance,  it  may  be  of 
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Iha  last  importance,  to  the  United  States,  tbat 
Qreat  Britain  should  know,  before  she  decides 
upon  this  subject,  what  is  the  Congressional  will 
in  relation  to  it.  Whether  the  will  be  called 
upon  to  act  against  an  united,  harmonized  Gov- 
ernment and  people— or  whether  she  shall  hare 
for  her  prey,  a  divided  people  and  a  discordant 
Government. 

Do  you  believe,  Mr.  President,  that  theconduat 
of  Qreat  firitain  would  be  very  diSerent  under 
these  different  conditions  of  the  people  and  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States?  Let  me  ask  you 
this  question,  sir;  would  you  not,  sir,  if  you  were 
Prime  Minister  of  Great  Britain,  consulting  her 
interests  alone,  pursue  a  very  different  course  of 
conduct  under  this  different  state  of  things  ?  Let 
every  gentleman  put  the  question  to  himself;  and 
the  answer  of  every  one  would  be  the  same. 
Why  then,  sir,  do  we  not  unanimously  take  the 
ftouDd  here,  which,  if  we  were  called  upon  to  act 
m  an  opposite  hostile  character,  would  most  cer- 
tainly deter  us  from  persevering  in  that  hostile 
character  against  the  United  States  ?  Sir,  if  there 
had  been  any  doubt  upon  this  subject,  our  late 
experience  ought  to  have  removed  it ;  for,  sir,  I 
have  no  hesitation  in  saying,  and  with  pain  at 
heart  I  shall  be  compelled  to  show  it  in  the  course 
of  this  debate,  that,  in  my  judgment,  our  present 
embarrassments  are  too  much  to  be  ascribed  to  our 
former  manifestations  of  indecision,  to  our  unfor- 
tunate dissensions  and  divisions.  Sir,  whenever 
I  approach  this  sorrowful  and  awful  subject,  my 
heart  feels  as  if  it  were  bleeding  at  every  pore, 
when  I  am  compelled  to  reflect,  and  to  believe, 
that  this  our  beloved  and  happy  country  may 
shortly  become  a  bleeding  victim,  from  wounds — 
if  not  inflicted  by  the  hands  of  ner  own  sona^  at 
least  by  their  unhappy  divisions  and  dissensions. 
Yes,  sir,  with  a  full  knowledge  of  what  is  past, 
and  strong  presages  of  what  is  to  come,  is  it  not 
deplorable  to  be  compelled  to  think,  that,  in  a 
very  few  months,  perhaps  in  a  still  shorter  time, 
American  blood  must  be  shed,  to  repel  the  hostile 
spirit  of  Great  Britain,  now  rendered  too  manifest 
to  ,every  understanding;  and  worse  than  all,  sir, 
to  wash  away  the  stains  of  our  own  unfortunate 
divisions  and  dissensions ;  and  is  it  not  wonder- 
ful, as  it  is  deplorable,  that  the  virtuous  and  pa- 
triotic American  people,  and  sometimes  called  the 
most  enlightened  in  the  world,^  with  the  experi- 
ence of  the  horrible  consequences,  through  all 
^u»^  of  the  divisions  of  a  people  amongst  them- 
selves, should  permit  themselves  from  the  same 
cause,  to  fall  a  prey  to  the  same  inevitable  oakoi- 
ities? 

Look,  Mr.  President,  through  all  history,  from 
the  first  dispute  between  Cain  and  Abel,  down  to 
the  late  disastrous  dissensions  between  the  Span- 
ish branch  of  the  Bourbon  dynasty,  and  find  if 
you  can,  sir,  a  single  instance  of  a  people  who 
gained  any  advantage  from  dissensions  among 
themselves,  and  especially,  sir,  when  they  carried 
them  so  far,  as  to  join  a  foreign  against  their 
country's  standard  1  I  believe,  sir,  not  one  solitary 
instance  of  this  kind  stands  recorded.  Nor  is  it 
possible  or  practicable  in  any  state  of  human  af- 


fairs— because  in  all  eases,  the  foreign  interfere&oe 
in  the  internal  concerns  of  its  neighbors  is  alwajri 
for  its  own  and  never  for  its  neighbor's  beneat. 
With  these  mdnitory  lessons  before  our  eyes,  an4 
a  full  conviction  of  their  truth  upon  our  hearts^ 
is  it  not  wonderful,  that  we  should  voluatarily 
five  up  ourselves  victims  to  the  same  calamities? 
But,  sir,  gentlemen  may  ask,  where  is  the  remedy  1 
How  can  we  make  a  sacrifice  of  our  own  opioional 
Sir,  the  case  is  a  plain  one.  Let  ^entlemea  ex- 
ercise their  opinions  and  persevere  in  their  atga- 
ments  at  all  times  respecting  our  internal  co&« 
cerns,  as  well  before  as  after  the  measures  are 
adopted;  let  them,  respecting  our  foreign  rela- 
tions, urge  their  areumeots  with  a  zeal  proportioa- 
ed  to  the  naagnitude  of  the  subject ;  they  will  be 
pleasurablv  received,  and  respectfully  considered; 
but  after  the  Government  Jias  taken  its  attidude 
against  a  foreign  nation,  it  would  be  going  too  far, 
to  desert  its  standard,  and  to  join  that  of  the 
enemy.  It  is  then  time  for  opinion  to  pause  and 
reflect,  whether  any  consequence  can  be  worse, 
or  more  disgraceful,  than  joiainff  a  foreign  agaiiut 
its  country's  standard  ?  Whetner  it  would  nol 
be  better,  more  patriotic,  more  virtuous,  to  sup* 
port  your  country  even  in  a  supposed  unwise 
course  of  policy,  than  to  join  a  foreign  standard, 
and  use  it  to  correct  and  change  the  course  of 
policy  thus  disapproved  ? 

Sir,  in  a  contest  between  your  own  and  a  foh 
eign  nation,  it  never  can  be  wrong  to  join  the 
standard  of  your  own  country;  nor  ri^bt  to  join 
the  standard  of  your  enemy.  Then,  sir,  here  is  a 
rallying  point.  It  is  a  plain  and  obvious  ooe. 
No  understanding  can  mistake  it.  No  heart  caa 
disapprove  it*  It  is  oar  own  GovernmeDC  Let 
that  be  the  rallying  point.  .There  never  can  bea 
more  propitious  moment  than  the  present  for  east- 
ing into  oblivion  all  former  irritations  and  diiseo- 
sions.  There  can  never  be  a  plainer  ease  pre- 
sented to  the  human  understanding.  There  nerer 
were  more  urgent  considerations  in  favor  of  the 
course  recommended.  Whether  we  respect  their 
repulsive  efieets  upon  British  hostility,  or  their 
harmonizing  effects  ampng  ourselves,  they  appett 
to  me  to  be  equally  strong  iind  porsuasive.  Maf 
I  not  then,  sir,  indulge  the  pleasing  hope,  that  the 
resolution  before  you  will;  be  received  as  tke  signal 
of  unanimity  in  Congressi  and  jovfuliy  hailw  ia 
that  character  through  the  whole  of  this  great 
and  extended  country  1  Sir,  does  it  not  manifest 
a  strange  perverseness  in  the  human  character, 
for  us  to  (H)serve  that,  IHien  it  is  perfectly  at  our 
option,  we  should  choose  to  distress  and  iojtif^ 
ourselves  by  irritations  and  resentments,  rather 
than  delight  ourselves  with  union  and  barmoDjr 
and  mutual  good  offices?  Especially, eir,  when 
the  latter  choice  would  command  the  respect,  u 
not  excite  the  alarm  of  our  enemy.  For,  sir,  do 
you  believe  that  if  Great  Britain  saw  the  strong 
arm  of  this  nation  stretched  out  to  oppose  ber 
unjust  spirit  of  hostility,  guided  in  all  its  ope- 
rations by  one  undivided  will,  she  would  so 
readily  encounter  its  powerful  influence,a8  if  she 
saw  it  paralyzed  in  all  its  efforts  from  the  want  oi 
an  unity  of  will  and  action  ?    No,  sir,  we  onder* 
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alue  our  energies  and  importance,  if  we  were  to 
appose  that  her  condaet  woald  be  the  same  in 
oth  of  these  situatioas ;  or  that  she  is  at  all  in- 
ifferent  to  the  coarse  of  conduct  tiow  to  be  pur- 
aed  by  us.  Let  us  then  all  unite,  sir,  in  this  pro- 
osition,  and  disappoint  her  mistaken  calculations 
ipon  her  influence  in  this  coufifry.  I  verily  be- 
iere.  that  union  is  all  that  is  wanting  to  appease 
ler  hostile  spirit  towards  us.  But  perhaps,  sir, 
very  gentleman  present  will  admit,  and  it  ap« 
)ears  to  me  that  no  human  being  can  deny,  that 
f  the  facts  stated  in  the  resolution  be  supported 
If  the  correspondence  upon  which  it  is  founded. 
hat  then  every  gentleman  would  readilv  assent 
0  the  resolution.  But.  sir,  it  is  possible,  although 
t  appears  to  be  scarcely  possible,  that  some  gen* 
lemen  may  doubt  whether  the  facts  stated  in  the 
esolution  be  supported  by  the  correspondence  or 
lou  This  I  %dmit  is  a  fair  though  delicate  in- 
[oiry,  and  I  will  therefore  immeiCately  proceed 
0  the  examination  of  that  question — and  I  beg 
:he  most  critical  attention  of  the  Senate  in  the 
M>arse  of  the  investigation. 

I  will  now  proceed,  Mr.  President,  to  inquire 
rhether  the  facts  stated  in  the  resolution  are  sup- 
yoned  by  the  correspondence  upon  which  it  is 
bunded  ?  In  performing  this  task,  I  propose  to 
'ead  the  whole  of  the  correspondence  which  I 
soDceive  bears  any  material  relation  to  the  sub- 
ject of  the  resi^otion,  and  no  other ;  although  the 
srbole  may  not  be  entitled  to,  nor  receive  any 
loimad versions  from  me,  yet,  as  my  sole  object 
is  to  get  at  the  true  exposition  and  meaning  of 
the  correspondence,  if  I  should  unfortunately 
dmit,  misconceive,  or  misinterpret  any  material 
part  of  it,  I  shall  nave  the  consolation  to  reflect, 
that,  bf  presenting  the  whole,  the  means  of  my 
correction  iif  either  case  will  be  presented  to  the 
Senate  and  the  world,  if  the  observations  I  pro- 
pose now  to  make  should  ever  find  their  way  out 
of  the  walls  of  this  Chamber.  I  shall  also  pre- 
leot  this  correspondence  in  its  responsive  order, 
irhich  will  be  round  to  be  indispensable  to  the 
joe  comprehension  of  some  of  its  most  essential 
parts. 

Permit  me,  then,  sir,  to  call  your  attention  first 
to  the  letter  of  Mr.  Jackson  to  Mr.  Smith,  dated 
the  11th  October,  1809,  page  32, 33,  of  the  printed 
Jocoments.  For,  sir,  although  this  letter  is  not 
mentioned  in  the  resolution,  yet  it  furnishes  the 
oriffinal  offensive  insinuations,  and  is  referred  to 
sod  reiterated  in  the  let|M  of  the  23d  of  October, 
which  is  noticed  in  the  resolution,  and  therefore 
the  offiensive  expressions  of  the  letter  of  the  11th 
are  entitM  to,  and  shall  receive,  the  most  aiocu- 
rate  and  critical  attention  and  analysis. 

The  expressions  alluded  to  are  the  following : 

*'  You  have  not»  in  the  conferences  we  have  hitherto 
held,  distinctly  announced  anv  such  complaint,  and  I 
have  seen  with  pleasure,  in  this  forbearance,  on  your 
part,  an  instance  of  that  candor  which,  I  doubt  not, 
wiU  prerail  in  all  our  communications,  inasmuch  as 
you  could  not  but  have  thought  it  unreasonable  to 
oompltin  of  the  disavowid  of  an  act^  done  undet*  such 
circamitances  as  could  only  lead  to  the  censequeBces 
^hithave  actually  followed* 


"  It  was  not  known  when  I  left  Bngland,  whedier 
Mr.  Ersktne  had,  according  to  the  libertj  allowed  him, 
communicated  to  you,  m  extento,  his  onginal  instm^ 
tions.  It  now  appears  that  he  did  not  But  in  reverb 
ing  to  his  official  correapondence,  and  particidady  to  a 
despatch  addressed  on  the  20th  of  April  to  His  Majse» 
ty's  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affurs,  I  find  thai 
he  there  states,  that  he  had  submitted  to  your  consi^ 
oration  the  three  conditions  specified  in  those  instnuv 
tions  as  the  ground-work  of  an  arrangement,  which, 
according  to  information  received  from  this  country,  it 
was  thought  in  England  might  be  made,  with  a  pros- 
pect of  great  mutual  advantage.  Mr.  Erskine  then 
reports,  verbatim  ei  aenatim,  your  observations  upon 
each  of  the  three  conditions,  and  the  reasons  which . 
induced  you  to  think  that  others  might  be  substituted 
in  lieu  of  them.  It  may  have  been  concluded  between 
you,  that  these  latter  were  an  equivalent  for  the  origi* 
nal  conditions;  but  the  verv  act  of  substitution  evH 
dently  shows  that*  those  onginal  conditions  were  in 
lact  vsiy  explicitly  communicated  to  you,  and  by  you, 
of  course,  laid  bidbre  the  President  for  his  coninder»> 
tion.  I  need  hardly  add,  that  the  difierenoe  betwesa 
these  conditions  and  those  contained  in  the  arrange- 
ment of  the  18th  and  19th  of  April,  is  suflidently  ob- 
vious to  require  no  elucidation ;  nor  need  I  draw  the 
conclusion,  which  I  consider  as  admitted  by  all  abseaoe 
of  complaint  on  the  part  of  the  American  Government, 
viz :  that,  under  such  circumstances,  His  Majesty  had 
an  undoubted  and  incontrovertible  right  to  diMvow  the 
act  of  his  Minister.  I  must  here  allude  to  a  supposi- 
tion, which  you  more  than  once  mentioned  to  me,  and 
bj  which,  if  it  had  any,  the  slightest  foundation,  this 
right  might  perhaps  have  been  in  some  degree  affected. 
You  have  informed  me  that  you  understood  that  M^. 
Erririne  had  two  sets  of  instructions  by  which  to  regv« 
late  his  conduct ;  and  that  upon  one  of  them,  whidi 
had  not  been  communicated  either  to  yon  or  to  the 
public,  was  to  be  rested  the  justifieation  of  ^6  tenas 
finally  agreed  upon  between  you  and  him.  It  is  my 
duty,  sir,  solemnly  to  declare  to  you,  and  through  you, 
to  the  President,  that  the  despatch  from  Mr.  Canning 
to  Mr.  Erskine,  which  you  have  made  the  basis  of  aia 
official  correspondence  with  the  latter  Minister,  and 
which  was  read  by  the  former  to  the  American  MiniiH 
ter  in  London,  is  the  only  despatch  by  which  the  con- 
ditions were  prescribed  to  Mr.  Erskine  for  the  conclu- 
sion of  an  arrangement  with  this  oountiy  on  the  matter 
to  which  it  relates." 

Permit  me.  sir,  to  call  your  attention  to  the 
first  paragraph  of  this  quotation,  in  the  following 
words.  Addressing  himself  to  Mr.  Smith,  Mr. 
Jackson  says : 


"  Tou  have  not,  in  the  conferences  we  have 
held,  distinctly  uinounced  any  such  complaint,  and  I 
have  seen  with  pleasure,  in  this  forbearance,  on  your 
part,  an  instance  of  that  candor,  which,  I  doubt  not, 
will  prevail  in  all  our  communications,  inasmuch  as 
you  could  not  but  have  thought  it  unreasonable  lo 
complain  of  the  disavowal  of  an  act  done  under  such 
circumstances  as  eauld  only  lead  to  the  consequences 
that  have  actually  followed." 

First,  let  me  ask,  Mr.  President,  what  were  the 
oonsequenees  that  actually  followed  this  act? 
The  obvious  answer  is,  the  disavowal  of  it.  Who 
is  it  that  most  have  thought  it  nnreasoaabfte  lo 
complain  of  this  disavowal?  The  answer  is, 
Mr.  Smith,  Seeretary  of  State.    What  aro  here 
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suggested  as  the  materials  for  his  th  id  king,  or 
upon  which  his  thoughts  must  have  been  exer- 
cised ?  The  answer  is,  the  circumstances  under 
which  the  act  was  done. 

Mr.  Smith,  then,  must  hare  had  a  knowledge 
of  these  circumstances,  upon  which  he  exercised 
his  thoughts;  because  it  is  impossible  to  exercise 
thoughts,  or  perform  the  act  of  thinking  upon  cir- 
cumstances, without  the  knowledge  of  those  cir- 
cumstances.   What  must  have  been  the  char- 
acter of  such  circumstances  as  could  only  lead  to 
the  disavowal  of  the  act  done  under  them  ?  Could 
it  have  been  fair  ?    Could  it  have  been  honora- 
ble?   Certainly  not;  because  an  act  done  under 
circumstances,  the  character  of  which  was  fair 
and  honorable,  might  merit  a  better  destiny  than 
an  unqualified  disavowal ;  but  this  act  was  done 
under  such  circumstances,  within  the  knowledge 
of  Mr.  Smith,  as  could  onlv  lead  to  a  disavowal 
of  it.    The  character  of  such  circumstances  must 
then  have  been  dishonorable  and  scandalous,  or 
certainly  some  better  fate  than  a  disavowal  of  the 
act  done  under  them  might  have  attended  it;  but 
in  this  case,  Mr.  Jackson  says,  no  better  fate  could 
attend  the  act;  the  circumstances  were  such  as 
could  only  lead  to  a  disavowal.    Now,  sir,  after 
thus  stripping  this  extraordinary  sentence  of  all 
its  disguises,  and  translating  it  into  plain  Eng- 
lish, to  what  does  it  amount?    Why,  sir,  cer- 
tainly and  unquestionably  to  this:— You,  Mr. 
Smith,  Secretary  of  State  of  the  United  States, 
have  entered  into  an  arrangement  with  my  pre- 
decessor,  Mr.  Erskioe,  under  such  scandalous  and 
dishonorable  circumstances  as  could  only  lead  to 
a  disavowal  of  it ;  and  you  yourself  were  so  well 
apprized  of  them,  and  so  conscious  of  their  inevi- 
table operation,  as  even  to  think  it  unreasonable 
to  complain  of  the  disavowal.    I  defy  gentlemen 
to  eive  to  this  offensive  paragraph  any  other  fair 
and  correct  interpretation ;  and  if  this  be  the  fair 
«nd  correct  one,  can  you  conceive,  sir,  of  an  in- 
sult more  outrageous  and  premeditated?    And 
will  you  not  be  surprised,  sir,  to  be  told,  that  the 
insult  does  not  stop  here ;  that,  as  offensive  as  it 
already  appears,  it  does  not  stop  here ;  that  it  is 
still  further  aggravated  ?    Yes,  sir.  Mr.  Jackson, 
not  content  with  making  this  extraordinary  and 
insolent  communication  in  its  ordinary  form,  un- 
derscores the  words  "could  only,''  containing  the 
point  or  gist  of  the  insult,  thus  aggravating  the 
act,  either  by  the  distrust  thus  manifested  of  Mr. 
Smith's  mental  perceptions,  or  by  letting  Mr. 
Smith  know,  that  the  insult  was  known  to,  and 
intentionally  given  by  Mr.  Jackson ;  for  the  un- 
derscoring could  not  have  had  any  other  object 
in  view.    In  this  impudent  act  of  underscoring, 
Mr.  Jackson  reminds  me,  sir,  of  a  set  of  misera- 
ble, conceited   pretenders  to  wit,  who,  having 
great  confidence  in  the  acuteness  of  their  own 
mental  perceptions,  and  very  little  in  that  of  their 
hearers,  will  kindly  and  compassionately  explain 
the  point  of  wit  to  their  hearers,  before  they  ap- 
proach it  in  the  recital  of  the  story,  to  prepare 
mnd  qualify  the  hearers'  minds  to  Join  in  the  laugh 
intended  to  be  produced  by  it.     Yes,  sir,  this  un- 
derscoring was  as  much  as  saying  to  Mr.  Smith, 


I  am  afraid  that  I  have  so  nicely  wrapped  this 
insult  in  the  veil  of  mysteries  and  disguises,  that 
it  may  escape  observation  from  the  obtuseness  of 
your  mental  perception,  but  am  determined  it 
shall  not.  I  have  underscored  it  for  you;  you 
shall  look  at  it ;  you  shall  know  that  I,  Mr.  Jack- 
son, understand  and  mean  it.  I  have  wrapped  it 
up  in  mystery  and  disguise  to  be  sure,  but  I  will 
rend  the  veil,  I  will  make  an  eyelet  hole  for  you, 
that  you  shall  look  through,  and  behold  the  insult 
in  all  its  front  of  grossness  and  impudence. 

But,  sir,  if  Mr.  Jackson  had  then  known,  as 
well  as  he  now  does,  the  dignified  character,  the 
high  sensibility,  and  the  correct  intelligence  of 
the  Secretary  of  State,  he  would  have  found  it 
more  honorable  to  himself  to  have  spared  his  in- 
sult altogether,  or  at  least  mi^ht  have  spared  him- 
self the  trouble  of  underscoring.  Sir,  1  conceive 
this  insult  so  gross  and  outrageous  that  I  am  sur- 
prised how  the  Executive  Government  could  re- 
concile it  to  itself  to  proceed  another  step  in  the 
communications  with  Mr.  Jackson.  Certainly, 
sir,  proceeding  beyond  this  point  manifests  on  the 
part  of  the  Executive  great  moderation,  great 
forbearance,  and  a  condescension  scarcely  excu- 
sable; and,  sir,  I  am  perfectly  sure,  that  nothing 
could  have  induced  it  to  consider  such  gross  in- 
timations argumentatively,  but  the  ardent  and 
sincere  desire  which  has  invariably  actuated  the 
present,  as  well  as  the  last,  Administration  to 
preserve  peace  and  cultivate  harmony,  and  a 
good  understanding  with  Great  Britain.  And, 
sir,  we  shall  see,  in  the  course  of  this  investiga* 
tion,  how  it  has  been  requited  for  this,  as  well  as 
for  all  former  acts  of  moderation,  forbearance, 
and  condescension. 

Let  me  now,  sir^  select  out  of  the  quotation 
another  extraordinary  expression,  fdr  a  few  ani- 
madversions, in  the  following  words :  "  But  the 

*  very  act  of  substitution  evidently  shows  that 

*  those  original  conditions  were  in  fact  very  ex- 
'  plicitly  communicated  to  you,  and  bj  you,  of 
'  course,  laid  before  the  President  for  his  consid- 
'  eration." 

It  is  somewhat  curious  to  observe  what  stress 
Mr.  Jackson  placed  through  the  whole  of  his  cor- 
respondence, upon  what  he  is  here  pleased  to  term 
"  the  verjr  act  of  substitution,"  and  demonstrates 
to  every  impartial  mind  how  slender  are  the  pre- 
texts with  which  Mr.  Jackson  is  furnished,  to 
apologize  for,  or  rather  to  equivocate  about  the 
disavowal  of  Mr.  Ers^ne's  arrangement.  Let 
me,  therefore,  inquire,  in  what  this  horrible  act  of 
substitution,  as  Mr.  Jackson  would  make  it  ap- 
pear, consists  ?  Why,  sir,  simply  in  this:  That 
the  three  inadmissible  conditions  mentioned  in 
one  of  the  despatches  to  Mr.  Erskine,  were  ver- 
bally comm^Dlcated  to  Mr.  Smith,  and  insisted 
upon  by  Mr.  Erskine,  and  that  Mr.  Smith,  in  re- 
jecting those  conditions  verbally,  and  with  great 
propriety  and  frankness,  told  Mr.  Erskine  what 
conditions  he  might  obtain.  Mr.  Erskine,  upon 
a  review  of  all  his  letters  of  instructions,  finding 
it  impossible  to  obtain  his,  the  three  conditioas 
first  proposed,  conceived  himself  fully  empow- 
ered to  propose  those  which  possibly  might  hart 
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len  iDtimated  to  him  by  Mr.  Smith  in  eonver- 
tioD ;  and  the  arrangement  was  accordingly  and 
•omptly  made  between  these  two  gentlemen  on 
le  part  of  their  respective  Qoyernments.    And 
iw  let  me  ask  you,  sir,  what  is  there  dishonora- 
Cf  unfair,  or  eren  unosaal  in  this  proeeedioff, 
hich  is  the  whole  amount  of  Mr.  Jackson's 
very  act  of  substitution."    Sir,  it  is  very  easy  to 
>e,  that  Mr.  Jackson  keeps  his  iogennity  con- 
antly  upon  the  stretch  respecting  this  very  act 
f  substitution,  evidently  with  a  view  of  pro- 
Deiugan  impression  by  the  insinuation,  that  the 
Szecutive  Government  of  the  United  States  had 
lore  than  its  share  in  that  arrangement,  and,  in 
let,  was  concerned  in  a  dishonorable  and  scan- 
alous  combination  with   his  predecessor,  Mr. 
JSrskine,  for  the  purpose  of  producing  (he  arrange 
leot.    Which  insinuation,  if  true,  must  repre* 
ent  Mr.  Erskine  as  a  fool,  a  knave,  or  a  traitor, 
ir  all  three,  and  our  Executive  Government  still 
urther  lost  lo  every  honorable  sentiment,  and 
itterly  destitute  of  even  Che  most  ordinary  under- 
taading.  An  insinuation  so  insidious  and  affront- 
Dg,  cauoot  fait  to  excite  the  indignation  and  con- 
eropt  of  every  patriotic  heart  in  America.    But, 
briupately  for  the  Executive  Government,  Mr. 
Brskine's  previous  explanation  of  this  point  to 
)Qr  Government  strips  the  transaction  of  every 
ihadow  of  a  shade  of  a  doubt,  of  which  Mr.  Jack- 
ion  perhaps  was  not  apprized  at  the  time  he  was 
emploved  in  devising  the  gross  insinuation.  Yes, 
sir,  this  was  one  miserable  effort  of  Mr.  Jackson 
to  reproach  our  Executive  Government  for  an  act, 
for  which  it  merited,  and  universally  received  the 
sincere  applause  and  grateful  thanks  of  the  Amer- 
ican people.  It  restored  the  Executive,  as  it  ought 
to  have  done,  to  universal  confidence,  and  utterly 
rooted  out  every  doubt  of  its  sincerity  in  its  dip- 
lomatic intercourse  with  Great  Britain,  under 
which  some  of  our  misled  and  mistaken  citizens, 
for  a  while,  unfortunately  labored.    For  the  mo- 
ment, terms  were  proposed  on  the  part  of  Great 
Britain,  which  could,  with  honor  or  propriety,  be 
accepted  by  the  United  States:  they  were  frankly 
ind  promptly  accepted  by  the  Executive,  regard- 
less of  all  consequences  from  any  other  quarter. 
Sir,  there  is  another  part  of  this  quotation  which 
requires  a  few  animadversions. 

I  allude,  sir,  to  the  first  solemn  declaration 
made  to  this  Government  by  Mr.  Jackson,  re- 
specting the  despatch,  in  which  the  conditions 
were  prescribed  to  Mr.  Erskine.  It  is  in  the  fol- 
lowing words : 

"It  is  my  duty,  sir,  solemnly  to  declare  to  yon, 
and  through  you,  to  the  President,  that  the  de- 
spatch from  Mr.  Canning  to  Mr.  Erskine,  which  you 
have  made  the  basis  of  an  official  correspondence  with 
the  latter  Minister,  and  which  was  read  by  the  former  to 
the  American  Minister  in  London,  Is  the  only  despatch 
hy  which  the  conditions  were  prescribed  to  Mr.  Ers- 
^e  for  the  conclusion  of  an  arrangement  with  this 
country  on  the  matter  to  which  it  relates.'' 

The  equivoque  of  this  sentence  consists  in  usinfl^ 
the  word  "despatch"  instead  of  the  word  "condi- 
tions." What  does  Mr.  Jackson  here  solemnly  de- 
clare to  Mr.  Smith?  Why,  sir,  that  the  ''despatch'' 


from  Mr.  Canning  to  Mr.  Erskine,  dbc,  is  the  only 
"despatch"  by  which  the  conditions  were  pre- 
scribed to  Mr.  Erskine,  &c.,  not  that  these  were 
the  only  conditions  that  were  prescribed.  This^ 
I  have  no  doubt,  is  true.  It  is  astonishioc^  to  me- 
that  such  extraordinary  conditions  should  have- 
ever  found  their  way  into  one  despatch,  or  any 
despatch.  I  hope,  for  the  honor  of  Mr.  Canning^ 
that  he  did  not  repeat  them  in  any  other  despatch. 
But,  sir,  does  Mr.  Jackson  here  solemnly  declare 
that  Mr.  Erskine  had  received  no  other  despatch: 
in  relation  to  this  subject,  in  which  some  other  * 
conditions  were  prescribed,  or  some  discretion  Xty 
Mr.  Erskine,  authorizing  him  to  explain  or  mod' 
ify  those  conditions,  or.  if  he  thought  proper,  to 
substitute  others  in  their  stead  ?  No,  sir,  there  is 
no  solemn  declaration  to  this  effect.  Is  it  not, 
then,  very  probable,  that  this  was  the  case  ?  As 
the  despatch  in  question  is  not,  I  believe,  the  only 
despatch  brought  to  Mr.  Erskine  by  Mr.  Oakley, 
and  as  Mr.  Oakley  was  sent  for  the  express  pur- 
pose of  bringing  aespatches  to  Mr.  Erskine,  and 
as  one  of  these  despatches  did  not  contain  the 
conditions  prescribed  in  the  preceding  despatch, 
is  it  not  natural  to  conclude  that  this  despatch 
did  prescribe  some  other  conditions,  or  give  some 
discretion  respecting  those  previously  prescribed, 
or  make  some  new  explanation  or  modification  of 
them  ?  As  the  last  despatch  did  not  contain  the 
same  conditions  with  the  first,  is  it  not  natural  to 
conclude  that  it  did  contain  something  else ;  and 
might  not  that  something  else  be  a  full  power  to 
Mr.  Erskine^  which,  either  in  its  letter  or  spirit, 
would  justify  the  arrangement  finally  concluded 
under  it  ?  This  is  so  natural  in  itself,  and  is  ren- 
dered  so  probable  by  Mr.  Erskine's  letter  to  Mr. 
Smith,  dated  the  14th  August,  1809,  that  I  think 
it  fair  to  infer  that  such  was  the  real  course  of 
facts.  For  you  will  observe,  sir,  that  Mr.  Jack- 
son, in  this  nrst  solemn  declaration  nowhere  says 
that  Mr.  Erskine  had  no  discretion  given  him  m 
relation  to  this  subject  in  any  other  despatch ;  but 
simply  that  the  despatch  in  question  is  the  only 
one  in  which  the  conditions  are  prescribed,  dbc. 
He  may,  notwithstanding  this  declaration,  have 
had  full  powers,  or  discretionary  powers,  as  he 

frobably  had,  siven  him  in  some  other  despatch, 
n  support  oi^tbis  conclusion,  sir,  let  me  beg  your 
attention  to  Mr.  Erskine's  letter,  containing  the 
expressions  to  which  I  allude,  and  which  will  be 
found  in  pages  21  and  22  or  the  printed  docu- 
ments, in  the  following  words : 

*'  Under  these  circnm^nces,  therefore,  finding  that 
I  could  not  obtain  the  recognitions  specified  in  Mr. 
Canning's  despatch  of  the  33d  January,  (which  formed 
but  one  part  of  his  instructions  to  me)  m  the  formal 
manner  reqaired,  I  considered  that  it  would  be  in  vain 
to  lay  before  the  Government  of  the  United  States  the 
despatch  in  question,  which  I  was  at  liberty  to  have 
done  in  eactenao  had  I  thought  proper.  But,  as  I  had 
such  strong  grounds  for  believing  that  the  object  of 
His  Majesty's  Government  could  be  attained,  though 
in  a  di&rent  manner,  and  the  spirit,  at  least,  of  my 
several  letters  of  instructions  be  fully  complied  with,  I 
felt  a  thorough  conviction  upon  my  mind,  that  I  should 
be  acting  in  conformity  with  His  Majesty's  wishes, 
and,  accordingly,  concluded  the  late  provisional  agree- 
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ment  on  His  Majesty's  behalf  with  the  G<nenimeiit  of 
4be  United  Sutes. 

«  The  diaaTowal  by  His  Majesty  is  a  painful  proof  to 
4Se  that  I  had  formed  an  erroneous  judgment  of  His 
Majesty's  views  and  the  intentions  of  my  instructions; 
and  I  have  most  severely  to  lament  that  an  act  of 
mine  (though  unintentionally)  should  produce  any  em- 
barrassment in  the  relations  between  the  two  coun- 
tries.'* 

It  is  to  be  observed  from  this  quotation,  in  the 
first  place,  sir,  that  Mr.  Erskine  explicitly  dlsa* 
vows  ever  having  shown  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment the  despatch  containing  the  inadmisaible 
coi^ditions;  and  thus  entirely  exculoates  it  from 
the  odious  imputation  attemj)ted  to  oe  thrown  on 
it  by  Mr.  Jackson,  and  for  this  respectful  forbear- 
ance to  our  Government,  he  is  certainly  entitled 
to  the  applause  of  his  own.    In  the  next  place, 
Mr.  Erskme  explicitly  states  that  the  despatch  in 
question  contained  but  one  part  of  his  instruc- 
tions, and  that  he  thought  that,  from  the  spirit  at 
least  of  his  several  letters  of  instructions,  he  was 
fully  authorized  to  make  the  arrangement  he  had 
done.    And  I  think  there  is  very  little  doubt  but 
he  had — that  Mr.  Erskine  still  thinks  so^  there 
can  be  no  doubt — for  he  nowhere  says  he  is  now 
convinced  that  his  powers  were  incompetent->« 
he  only  says,  that  the  disavowal  by  His  Majesty 
is  a  painful  proof  to  him,  that  he  had  formed  an 
erroneous  judgment  of  His  Ms  jesty's  viewsand  the 
intentions  of  his  instructions.    Whether,  or  not, 
}ie  had  formed  an  erroneous  view  of  His  Maj)ss- 
ty's  views,  or  the  intention  of  his  instructions^  I 
imagine,  will  depend  very  much  upon  the  point 
of  time  to  which  the  judgment  he  tiad  formed  is 
referable.    If  it  be  referred  to  the  time  of  Mr. 
Oakley's  mission,  I  am  inclined  to  think  he  had 
neither  formed  an  erroneous  judgment  of  His 
Majesty's  views,  nor  the  intentions  of  his  instruc- 
tions ;  but,  if  he  refers  to  the  time  of  the  disavowal, 
then  I  think  it  pretty  certain,  he  had  formed  an 
erroneous  judgment  of  both — for  I  have  no  doubt 
but  His  Majesty's  views  at  least  had  completely 
changed  between  these  two  periods  of  time,  ana 
the  real  cause  of  this  chanse,  and  of  the  disavow- 
al itself,  is  to  be  looked  U)r  in  the  occurrences 
which  took  place,  both  in  Europe  and  in  the  Uni- 
ted States,  during  that  interval.  No,  sir,  the  want 
of  powers  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Erskine  is  not  the 
true  cause  of  the  disavowal.    I  will  now  venture 
to  conjecture  the  true  cause,  and,  if  it  be  the  right 
one,  the  case  will  be  a  plain  one,  and  all  equivo- 
cations in  the  explanations  rendered  unnecessary. 
To  do  this,  sir,  1  must  call  your  attention  to  the 
atate  of  events  in  Europe  and  in  the  United 
States,  at  these  different  periods  of  time.    Mr. 
Oakley's  mission  was  immediately  after  the  Brit- 
ish Government  was  apprized  of  the  precipitate 
fetteat  of  Sir  John  Moore's  army  from  Spain, 
and  the  fortunate  escape  of  the  remains  of  it 
from  Coranna.    The  affairs  of  Spain,  which  had 
before  excited  such  high  expectations  in   the 
British  Cabinet,  were  given  up  as  hopeless,  &c. 
Cotemporaoeouslv  with  a  knowledge  of  these 
events,  the  British  Government  was  also  inform- 
ed of  the  measures  of  resistance  against  her  out- 


rajgeous  aggressions,  contemplated  hj  Coagtcn; 
which  she  then  believed  would  certainly  be  car- 
ried into  effect,  d^.  Such  was  the  atate  of  thion 
at  the  time  of  sending  the  despatches  by  Mr. 
Oakley.  At  the  time  of  the  disavowal,  a  sew 
coalition  had  been  formed,  Austria  had  boldlf 
entered  into  the  war  against  France,  and  the 
Spaniards  had  been  animated  into  furtoer  efforts 
at  resistance,  which  excited  new  hopes  of  suc- 
cess, dbc. 

In  this  country,  too,  sir-y-it  pains  my  heart  to  be 
compelled  to  recite  the  circumstances — our  con- 
templated measures  of  resistance  had  beea  r^ 
laxed,  and  the   whole   country  exhibited  sueh 
scenes  of  divisions  and  disaffections  as  paralyzed 
in  some  decree  the  movements  of  the  Gorer&> 
ment.    I  wish,  sir,  I  could  throw  a  shade  of  ob- 
livion over  these  unfortunate  scenes,  or  recoUeet 
them  only  as  they  furnish  the  strongest  ar^ttmeoL 
Indeed,  sir,  they  point  with  an  infallible  ladex  to 
the  course  it  now  becomes  us  to  pursue.    Yes, 
sir,  it  is  to  these  changes  in  the  state  of  things,  | 
you  are  to  look  for  the  real  causes  of  the  disa-  i 
vowal,  and  not  to  the  want  of  competent  iDst^u^ 
tions  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Erskine;  and  it  wouU 
have  been  more  dignified  on  the  pj^rt  of  the  Brit- 
ish Government  to  have  told  us  so  at  once*    Sbe 
would  then  have  said  to  us,  the  state  of  things  is 
changed ;  at  the  time  of  giving  the  instructions, 
I  was  depressed  from  a  combination  of  untoward 
events ;  I  am  now  flushed  with  new  bones  of  el- 
evation and  of  triumph.    Besides,  you  have  con- 
vinced me  that  y^ou  are  untrue  to,  yourseWei*- 
that  you  will  shrink  from  the  assertion  and  sap- 
port  of  your  own  rights — if  you  will  not,  I  am 
not  bound  to  respect  them,  du;.    I  was  then  down. 
I  am  now  up,  and  therefore  I  cannot  graot  yon. 
in  a  spirit  of  triumph,  what  I  solemnly  promiied 
in  a  spirit  of  despondency — I  now  find  this  the 
most  favorable  moment  for  establishing  my  fa- 
vorite doctrine  of  the  despotism  of  the  ocean; 
and  I  cannot,  and  will  not  deprive  myself  of  the 
advantage  merely  to  avoid  the  imputation  of  bad 
faith.     Yes,  sir,  this  wouUl  have  been  a  much 
more  correct  and  dignified  course  on  the  part  of 
Great  Britain  than  ute  miserable  effort  made  by 
Mr.  Canning  in  devising  an  ingenious  mental 
retort,  for  converting  the  bad  faith  of  bis  own 
Government,  in  the  disavowal  of  the  arrange- 
ment, into  a  reproach  upon  ours,  for  the  circum- 
stances under  which  that  arrangement  was  pre- 
tended to  have  been  made.    It  is  true,  sir.  that  in 
the  one  case  there  would  have  been  an  admission 
of  mala  fideSy  which  is  basely  attempted  to  be 
avoided  by  a  miserable  suhterfug'e  in  the  other; 
but,  then  the  British  Cabinet  would  have  had  the 
consolation  of  having  told  the  truth,  taken  the 
responsibility  upon  themselves  and  set  us  at  defi- 
ance ;  and  we  should  have  been  left  to  our  own 
remedy,  with  a  perfect  understanding  of  the  case. 
She  would,  also,  have  had  the  plea  of  necessity, 
the  old-fashioned  plea  of  tyrants,  and,  indeed,  of 
everybodjr  else,  who  has  no  better ;  but  this  isoot 
Mr.  Canning's  mode  of  doing  business ;  be  chooses 
to  act  by  tricks  and  contrivances ;  and^  to  the  case 
of  the  disavowal,  by  a  mental  retort,  flowing 
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solelf  from  his  owd  visioDory  mental  oonoeits, 
without  a  fact  or  pretext  for  its  support. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  told  that  Mr.  Canning  15  a 
professed  punster.  But,  sir,  I  would  not  conde- 
sceDd  to  make  the  observation  here,  had  ha  not, 
after  heaping  upon  us,  during  the  whole  of  his 
admioistration,  erery  injury  and  insult  in  liis 
powef)  at  the  close  of  it  placed  us  in  a  ludicrous 
situation  by  imposing  on  us  an  obligation,  in  a 
grare  and  serious  concern  to  the  nation,  of  ex- 
pounding his  equivoques,  and  unriddling  his  rid- 
dles. I  really  feel  some  condescension  in  being 
compelled,  in  my  place,  to  hunt  out  fur  his  and 
Mr.  Jackson's  meaning,  through  a  transition  of 
sentences,  a  collocation  of  words,  and  a  shifting 
of  verbiage.  And  indulge  me,  sir,  with  remark- 
ing, that  f  conceive  the  situation  of  a  nation  never 
can  be  more  disastrous,  calamitous,  and  lamenta- 
ble, than  when  its  great  and  serious  afOurs  are 
placed  in  the  hands  of  a  parcel  of  punsters.  For, 
sir,  men  of  minds  of  that  description  are  too  much 
employed  in  the  pleasing  amusement  of  looking 
out  for  cor  rosea  tions  of  wit  and  sentiment,  to  have 
any  leisure  for  the  more  dull  and  uopleasurable 
business  of  observing  and  marking  the  great  oc- 
currences in  human  aSain,  and  of  devising  means 
of  giving  them  a  direction  favorable  to  their  own 
▼lews,  or  to  their  country's  interests.  No,  sir, 
this  is  too  dull  and  plodding  a  pursuit  for  men  of 
such  light,  flitting,  brilliant  imaginations,  and  if 
erer  they  unfortunately  undertake  it,  they  soon 
find  the  wofni  misapplication  of  talents.  If,  siC| 
any  iilustratioa  were  wanting  of  the  correctness 
of  these  observations,  it  could  nowhere  be  found 
better  than  in  an  attentive  review  of  the  histori- 
cal erents  which  occurred  during  the  late  British 
administration — the  administration  of  the  ener- 
getic, the  brilliant,  the  sarcaaiie,  the  faectious,  the 
lokiogMr.  Caoniogi  He  has  carried  his  joking 
JHopensities  far  indeed,  it  may  be  truly  said,  he 
|esu  at  scara  iadeed-i-ac  scars  of  the  blackest  dis- 
grace and  rain  inflicted  apon  his  bleeding  coun- 
try—upon a  great  nation,  which  probably  would 
have  received,  and  oerlainly  merited,  a  better 
fate,  if  it  had  fortuaately  placed  its  destinies  in 
better  hands.  Sir^  A  appears  to  me,  that  all  the 
military  enterprises  during  his  whole  administra- 
tion, from  the  abomiaable  attack  00  Copenhagen, 
down  to  the  last  expedition  against  the  blands  of 
Zealand,  were  nothmg  more  than  belligerent  puns 
tod  conundrums.  It  has  been  constantly  an- 
nounced that  some  grand,  secret  expedition  was 
on  hand,  and  each  succeeding  one  grander  than 
the  preceding,  until  the  last  expedition  to  Welch- 
eren,  which  was  the  grandest  of  all ;  and,  when 
the  secret  really  came  out,  it  appeared  either  that 
the  object  was  abominable  or  contemptible,  and 
the  means  of  executing'  even  the  contemptible 
object,  upon  experiment,  were  generally  Jbaiid 
incompetenC.  les^  sir,  probably  these  enternrises 
have  cost  the  British  nation  the  lives  or  fiftv 
thousand  brave  officers  and  soldiers,  and  I  will 
not  undertake  to  count  the  millions  of  dollars. 
Bir,  the  same  little-minded  course  of  policy  has 
also  been  uniformly  manifeeted  during  the  same 
liflM  i^asl  the  United  States;  and  in  na  respect 


oaere  than  in  the  disavowal  ^f  Mr.  Brskiae's  ai^ 
raajj^meal — in  avoiding  to  avow  the  real  motcvee 
for  It — ^and  in  the  uncaodid  attempt  to  convert 
the  bad  faith  of  the  British  Government  into  a 
reproach  upon  oar  own  ;  and  ibis  was  to  be  done 
by  an  ingenious  mental  device,  prettily  conceived 
by  Mr.  Canning,  and  adroitly  executed  by  Mr. 
Jackson,  who,  il  not  equal  to  Mr.  Canning  in  the 
mysterious  art  of  punning,  I  think  can  be  very 
little  way  behind  his  prototype  in  theart  of  equi- 
voques. Sir,  the  disavowal,  in  my  judgment^ 
was  not  for  the  want  of  competent  powers.  Too 
great  a  share  of  the  real  cause  of  the  disavowal, 
unfortunately,  is  attributable  to  ourselves,  aad 
now  is  the  moment  to  relieve  ourselves  from  the 
imputation. 

Let  me  now,  sir,  call  your  attention  to  the  let- 
ter cNf  Mr.  Smith  to  Mr.  Jackson,  in  reply  to  these 
highly  ofiensive  iosinuattons,  dated  19th  of  Oclo- 
her,  1809,  pages  46  and  47,  of  the  printed  docu* 
BMDts: 

**  The  stress  you  have  laid  on  what  jou  have  been 
pleased  to  state  as  the  subBtitution  of  the  terms  finally 
agreed  on,  for  the  terms  first  proposed,  hss  excited  no 
small  degree  of  surprise.  Certain  it  is,  that  your  pre» 
decessor  did  present  for  my  consideration  the  three 
conditions,  which  now  appear  in  the  printed  doca- 
mont — that  he  wis  disposed  to  urge  them  more  than 
the  natore  of  two  of  them  (both  palpably  inadmissible, 
and  one  more  than  merely  inadmissible)  could  permit, 
and  that  on  finding  his  first  proposals  unsuccessful,  the 
more  reasonable  terms  comprised  in  the  arrangement 
respecting  the  Orders  in  Council  were  adopted.  And 
what,  sir,  is  there  in  this  to  countenance  the  conclu- 
sion yon  have  drawn  in  favor  of  the  right  of  His  Brit- 
annic Majesty  to  disavow  the  proceeding  ?  Is  anything 
more  common  in  public  negotiations  than  to  begin 
with  a  higher  demand,  and,  that  failing,  to  descend  to 
a  lower  ?  To  hsTe,  if  not  two  sets  of  instftictions,  ^wo» 
or  more  than  two,  grades  of  propositions  in  the  same 
set  of  instructious ;  to  begin  with  what  is  the  most  de- 
sirable, and  to  end  with  what  is  found  to  be  admissi- 
ble, in  case  the  more<  desirable  should  not  be  attain- 
able. This  must  be  obvious  to  every  understanding, 
and  it  is  confirmed  by  nniversal  ezperienee. 

*<  What  were  the  real  and  entire  instructions  given 
to  your  predecessor  is  a  question  essentially  between 
him  and  his  Government.  That  he  had,  or,  at  least, 
that  he  believed  he  had  sufficient  authority  to  conclude 
the  arrangement,  his  formal  assurances  during  our 
discussions  were  such  as  to  leave  no  room  for  doubt. 
His  subsequent  letter  of  the  15th  of  June,  renewing 
his  assurances  to  me  '  that  the  terms  of  the  agreement, 
so  happily  concluded  by  the  recent  negotiation,  will  be 
strictly  fulfilled  on  the  part  of  His  Majesty,'  is  an  evi- 
dent indication  of  what  his  penuasion  then  was  as  to 
his  instructions.  And  with  a  riew  to  show  what  his 
impressions  have  been  even  since  his  disavowal,  I 
must  take  the  liberty  of  referring  you  to  the  annexed 
extracts  (see  C)  from  his  official  letters  of  the  31st  of 
July  and  of  the  14th  of  August.  *    • 

"  The  declaration  '  that  the  despatch  from  Mr.  Can- 
ning to  Mr.  Erskine  of  the  33d  of  January,  is  the  only 
despatch  by  which  the  conditions  were  prescribed  to 
Mr.  Erskine  for  the  conclusion  of  an  arrangement  on 
the  matter  to  which  it  relates,*  is  now  for  the  first  time 
made  to  this  Government ;  and  I  need  hardly  add  that 
if  that  despatch  had  been  communicated  at  me  time  of 
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the  arrangement,  or  if  it  had  been  known  that  the 
propoeitions  contained  in  it,  and  which  were  at  fint 
presented  by  Mr.  Enkine,  were  the  only  ones  on  which 
ne  was  authorised  to  make  an  arrangement,  the  ar- 
rangement would  not  have  been  made.'' 

The  language  of  this  quotation  is  at  once  so 
perspicuous,  candid,  and  inteUig:ent,  that  it  re- 
quires DO  ezplanatioQ  or  illustration  from  me.  I 
will,  therefore,  pass  on  to  Mr.  Jackson's  reply, 
dated  23d  October,  1809,  pages  59,  60,  in  the  fol- 
lowing words: 

**  I  haTe,  therefore,  no  hesitation  in  informing  yon, 
that  His  Majesty  was  pleased  to  disTOW  the  agreement 
concluded  between  you  and  Mr.  Erskine,  because  it 
was  concluded  in  Eolation  of  that  gentleman's  instruc- 
tions, and  altogether  without  authority  to  subscribe  to 
the  terms  of  it.  These  instructions,  I  now  under- 
stand by  your  letter,  as  well  as  from  the  obvious  de- 
duction which  I  took  the  liberty  of  making  in  mine  of 
the  eleventh  instant,  were  at  the  time  in  substance 
made  known  to  you ;  no  stronger  illulitration,  therefore, 
can  be  given  of  the  deviation  from  them  which  occur- 
red, than  by  a  reference  to  the  terms  of  your  agreement 

''  Nothing  can  be  more  notorious  than  the  frequency 
with  which,  in  the  course' of  a  complicated  negotiation* 
Ministers  are  furnished  with  a  gradation  of  condition, 
on  which  they  may  be  successively  authorized  to  con- 
clude. So  common  is  the  case  which  you  put  hypo- 
thetically,  that,  in  acceding  to  the  justice  of  your 
statement,  I  feel  myself  impelled  to  make  only  one  ob- 
servation upon  it,  which  is,  that  it  does  not  strike  me 
as  bearing  upon  the  consideration  of  the  unauthorized 
agreement  concluded  here,  inasmuch  as,  in  point  of 
fact,  Mr.  Erskine  had  no  such  graduated  instruction. 
You  are  already  acquainted  with  that  which  was  given, 
and  I  have  had  the  honor  of  informing  you  that  it  was 
the  only  one  by  which  the  conditions  on  which  he 
was  to  conclude  were  prescribed.  So  far  from  the 
terms,  which  he  was  actually  induced  to  accept,  having 
been  contemplated  in  that  instruction,  he  himself  states 
that  they  were  substituted  by  you  in  lieu  of  those  ori- 
ginally proposed." 

The  first  observation  which  occurs,  in  reading 
this  extract,  is,  that  Mr.  Jackson  here  attempts 
to  get  at  his  object  by  what,  I  suppose,  he  con- 
siders an  ingenious  conceit,  sbiftm^  his  ver- 
biage— the  words,  ^'  conditions  prescribed  in  the 
despatch"  are  here  dropped  ;  and  the  word  "  in- 
structions" substituted.  Thus  eodeavorins;  to 
show,  that  Mr.  Erskine's  instructions  themselves, 
were  in  fact  t^nown  to  Mr.  Smith,  at  the  time  of 
the  arrangement.  And  how,  sir,  do  you  suppose 
he  attempts  to  get  at  this  fact  1  Why,  sir,  he  tells 
you,  from  Mr.  Smith's  letter,  just  read  ;  which  is 
so  far  from  justifying  that  conclusion,  that  it  posi- 
tively denies  it;  and  even  goes  further,  it  furnishes, 
and  refers  to  extracts  of  two  letters  from  Mr.  Er- 
skine to  Mr.  Smith,  the  one  dated  the  31st  July,  the 
other  the  14th  August,  1809 — it  refers  also  to 
one  of  the  15th,.all  of  which  ^o  explicitly  to  show 
that  the  instructions  in  question  were  not  known 
to  Mr.  Smith,  and  that  Mr.  Erskine  at  every  pe- 
riod of  time  thought  his  instructions  competent 
to  the  arrangement.  Sir,  these  papers  ought  to 
have  relieved  Mr.  Jackson's  mind  from  every  ves- 
tige of  a  doubt,  respecting  this  fact,  if  it  were  pos- 
sible that  he  could  even  before  have  thought  so 


unworthily,  as  well  of  Mr.  Erskine,  as  of  oar  Crov- 
ernment;  but  very  far  from  yielding  to  theinfla- 
ence  of  all  this  evidence,  in  tbe  very  face  of  it, 
with  the  most  extraordinary  effrontery,  he  con- 
tradicts the  whole,  and  renews  his  offensive  insin- 
uation with  all  the  aggravation  of  this  impudent 
contradiction.    But,  sir,  this  is  not  all,  he  here 
reiterates  this  insinuation  by  referring  to  what 
he  calls  the  "obvious  deduction"  he  took  the 
liberty  of  making  in  his  letter  of  the  11th -of  Oc- 
tober, which  I  have  before  animadverted  on  to 
the  Senate;  this  reiteration  demonstrates  the  pro- 
priety of  my  animadversions  on  that  letter;  the 
whole  of  which  are  equally  applicable  to  the  Ut- 
ter of  the  23d  of  October,  now  under  considera- 
tion, and  noticed  in  the  resolution  before  you; 
with  this  additional  aggravating  circumstance, 
that  at  tbe  time  of  writing  this  last  letter,  Mr. 
Jackson  knew  that  he  wrote  the  first  under  false 
or  mistaken  impressions.    Nor,  sir,  can  it  escape 
observation  that  he  here  again  renewed  his  insin- 
uations,  deduced  from  his  ridiculous  and  cod- 
temptible  interpretation  of  what  he  calls  the  ac^ 
of  substitution. 

Let  me  now,  sir,  proceed  to  Mr.  Smith's  letter 
to  Mr.  Jackson,  of  1st  of  November,  replying  to 
these  reiterated  and  aggravated  insults.  It  wil^ 
be  found  in  pages  66,  67,  of  the  printed  doca^ 
ments,  in  the  following  words : 

"  But  it  would  be  improper  to  conclude  the  few  obi 
servations,  to  whidi  I  purposely  limit  myself,  withoaj 
adverting  to  your  repetition  of  a  language  implying  i 
knowledge  on  the  part  of  this  Government  that  th^ 
instructions  of  your  predecessor  did  not  authorize  th^ 
arrangement  formed  by  him*  After  the  explidt  ao^ 
peremptory  asseveration  that  this  Government  had  n^ 
such  knowledge,  and  that  with  such  a  knowledge  w 
Bueh  arrangement  would  have  been  entered  into,  thi 
view  which  you  have  again  presented  of  the  sabjec^ 
makes  it  my  duty  to  apprise  you,  that  sudi  insinofl 
tions  are  inadmissible  in  the  interooune  of  a  foreigj 
Minister  with  a  Government  that  understands  what  \ 
owes  to  itself." 

This  language  is  also  too  perspicuous  and  co^ 
rect  in  itself,  to  require  any  explanation  from  mi 
But  I  cannot  help  remarking,  sir,  that  surel{ 
every  American  patriot  must  teel  a  smile  of  con 
fidence  and  complacency  towards  his  own  GoV 
ernment,  when  he  beholds  the  openness,  the  franh 
ness,  the  candor,  and  the  intelligence  with  wbicl 
it  gets  at  the  truth,  compared  with  the  miserabli 
and  contemptible  conceits  and  subterfuges  vitl 
which  the  British  Minister  attempts  to  disguis 
and  obscure  it. 

After  this  admonition,  made  with  dignified  d< 
cision  and  moderation,  let  me  turn  your  attentioj 
to  Mr.  Jackson's  reply.  It  will  be  found  in  hi 
letter  to  Mr.  Smith  of  the  4th  of  Novembel 
page  72,  of  the  printed  documents,  in  the  foUoii 
mg  words: 

'*  You  will  find  that  in  my  correspondence  with  toi 
I  have  carefully  avoided  drawing  conclusions  that  di 
not  necessarily  follow  from  the  premises  advanced  1^ 
me,  and  last  of  all  should  I  think  of  uttering  an  in^i^ 
uation,  where  I  was  unable  to  substantiate  a  fact.  1* 
facts,  such  as  I  have  become  acquainted  with  tb^* 
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have  ■crapulooBly  adhered,  and  in  lo  doing  I  niQBt 
oontiniie,  wheneTer  the  good  fiuth  of  hit  Majeity'a  Got- 
emment  i«  called  in  queatton,  to  vindicate  its  honor 
tod  dignity,  in  the  manner  that  appears  to  me  best 
calculated  for  that  pnrpoee." 

It  cannot  have  escaped  your  obser?ation,  sir, 
that  the  Executive  Government,  with  a  modera- 
tion and  forbearance  almost  peculiar  to  itself, 
would  not  impose  upon  Mr.  Jackson  the  pain 
either  of  explanation  or  retraction.  Notwith- 
standing his  reiterated  affronts,  it  made  no  de- 
mand of  either.  It  appeared  only  to  desire  to 
throw  out  of  the  way  these  offensive  insinuations. 
And  how.  sir,  has  it  been  requited  for  this  moder^ 
atioQ  and  forbearance?  Whv,  sir.  instead  of 
dropping  a  subject  in  which  Mr.  Jackson  was 
so  clearly  in  the  wron^,  he  asain  renews  it  with 
still  farther  aggravations.  He  tells  Mr.  Smith 
that  he  had  carefully  avoided,  in  ail  his  preceding 
correspondence!  drawing  conclusions,  that  did  not 
necessarily  follow  from  premises  advanced  by 
him;  or  uttering  an  insinuation,  where  he  was 
unable  to  substantiate  a  fact.  That  he  had  scru- 
pulously adhered  to  such  facts  as  he  had  become 
acquainted  with,  and  that  he  should  continue  to 
do  so,  whenever  the  good  faith  of  his  Majesty's 
Government  was  called  in  question,  to  vindicate 
its  honor  and  dignity,  in  the  manner  he  thought 
best  calculated  for  that  purpose. 

Now,  sir,  permit  me  to  ask  you,  if  the  Execu- 
tire  Government  had  gone  on  to  receive  any  fur- 
ther communications  from  Mr.  Jackson  after 
these  declarations,  in  what  situation  would  the 
American  Secretary  of  State  have  been  placed  ? 
when  Mr.  Jackson,  in  substance,  here  tells  him, 
with  a  superciliousness  bordering  on  mental  in- 
fatuation, I  have  insulted  you,  I  here  repeat  the 
insult,  and  now  give  you  notice  that  I  will  con- 
tioae  to  repeat  it,  whenever  I  may  think  proper, 
daring  the  whole  course  of  our  future  nego- 
tiations.   For,  sir,  at  the  time  of  writing  this  let- 
ter, you  will  be  pleased  to  remark,  that  there  re- 
mained no  doubt  of  the  true  meaning  of  the  of- 
fensive insinuations ;  because  Mr.  Smith  had  put 
an  interpretation  upon  them  in  his  letter  of  the 
Ist  of  November,  which  was  plain  and  explicit, 
and  which  could  not  be  misunderstood.     Mr. 
Smith  then  tells  Mr.  Jackson,  that  his,  Mr.  Jack- 
son's language,  implied  a  knowledge  on  the  part  of 
the  American  Government,  that  the  instructions 
of  his  predecessor  did  not  authorize  the  arrange- 
ment formed  by  him.    That  after  the  explicit  and 
peremptory  asseveration  that  this  Government  had 
Dosucn  knowledge,  and  that  with  such  knowl- 
edge, no  such  arrangement  would  have  been  en- 
tered into,  dec.  such  insinuations  are  inadmissi- 
ble, dbc.    This  interpretation  of  the  meaning  of 
Mr.  Jackson's  insinuations  is  not  denied,  and 
therefore  admitted  by  Mr.  Jackson;  and  with 
that  admission  he  goes  on  superciliously  to  repeat 
them,  and  to  declare  that  he  will  continue  to  do 
so  in  all  future  discussions,  whenever  he  pleases. 

Is  there  one  single  gentleman  in  the  United 
States,  with  an  American  heart  in  his  bosom,  who 
could  wish  to  see  his  Gk>vernmeot  and  his  coun- 
try placed  in  so  degrading  a  situation?    And 


what  prospect  of  benefit  could  there  be  to  the 
United  States,  in  proceeding  with  a  negotiation 
conducted  with  such  a  spirit  of  hostility  and  su- 
perciliousness on  the  part  of  the  British  nego- 
tiator?   Is  there  a  gentleman  whose  highest  sen- 
sibilities are  not  excited  by  this  insolent  conduct 
of  the  British  Minister?  and  whose  judgment 
is  not  convinced  of  the  propriety  of  the  conduct 
of  his  own  Gk)verome(it?     And,  sir,  after  all 
these  outrageous  and  premeditated  insults,  what 
is  the  measure  proposed  by  the  Executive  in  re- 
lation tt>  this  contumacious  Minister?     Why, 
sir,  the  mildest  in  the  whole  vocabulary  of  ex- 
pedients.   Simply  to  refuse  to  receive  any  fur- 
ther communications  from  him,  and  to  request 
his  recall* by  his  own  Government;  and  in  the 
mean  time,  to  receive  communications  through 
any  other  channel.    Thus  merely  shielding  itself 
from  further  insults,  and  manifesting  a  solicitude 
for  friendlv  intercourse  with  Qreat  Britain,  which 
must  shield  it  from  every  imputation  of  insin- 
cerity in  its  professions  of  friendly  views  in  re- 
lation to  that  Government.    Yes,  sir,  negotiation 
is  still  onen,  although  in  my  judgment  without 
the  smallest  probability  of  success  or  advantage. 
Upon  the  whole  review  of  this  part  of  the  subject 
then,  sir,  is  there  a  gentleman,  who  is  not  pre- 
pared to  say,  that  in  refusing  to  receive  any  fur- 
ther communications  from  Mr.  Jackson,  the  Ex- 
ecutive Government  has  manifested  a  just  regard 
to  its  own  dignity  and  honor,  as  weli  as  to  the 
character  and  interests  of  the  American  people? 
and  can  there  be  a  gentleman  of  this  Senate  who 
is  not  prepared  to  pledge  himself  to  stand  by  and 
support  the  Executive  Government  in  this  re- 
spect to  the  last  extremity?    Permit  me  now, 
sir,  to  call  your  attention  to  a  still  more  aggra- 
vated conduct  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Jackson.    I  al- 
lude to  his  letter  headed  *' Circular,'.'  dated  13th  of 
November,  and  published  and  circulated  through 
the  country.    In  all  its  essential  parts  it  seems  to 
be  the  same  with  the  note  of  the  same  date  de- 
livered to  Mr.  Smith  by  Mr.  Oakley  at  the  re- 
quest of  Mr.  Jackson,  in  the  following  words — 
and  will   be  found   in   the  printed  documents 
pages  74,  75— 

'*That  Mr.  Jackson  has  seen  with  much  regret,  that 
facts,  which  it  has  been  his  duty  to  state  in  his  official 
correspondencey  have  been  deemed  byihe  American 
Goremment  to  affi>rd  a  sufficient  motive  for  breaking 
off  an  important  negotiation,  and  for  putting  an  end  to  all 
communication  whatever  with  the  Minister  charged  by 
his  Sovereign  with  that  negotiation,  so  interesting  to  both 
nations,  and  on  one  point  of  which  an  answer  has  not 
even  been  returned  to  an  official  and  written  overture. 

*<  One  of  the  facts  alluded  to  has  been  admitted  by 
the  Secretary  of  State  himself,  in  his  letter  of  the  19th 
October,  viz :  ^at  the  three  conditions  forming  the 
substance  of  Mr.  Erskine's  original  instructions  were 
submitted  to  him  by  that  gentleman.  The  other,  viz : 
that  Uiat  instruction  is  the  only  one  in  which  the  con- 
ditions were  prescribed  to  Mr.  Erskine  for  the  conclu- 
sion of  an  arrangement  on  the  matter  to  which  it  re- 
lated, is  known  to  Mr.  Jackson  by  tha  instructions 
which  he  has  himself  received. 

**  In  stating  these  facts  and  in  adhering  to  them,  as 
his  duty  imperiously  ei^oined  him  to  do,  Mr.  imtkmm 
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could  not  imagine  that  ofienee  would  be  taken  at  it  by 
the  American  GoTemment,  as  most  certainly  none 
could  be  intended  on  his  part" 

It  is  to  be  observed,  sir,  that  the  letter  headed 
"Circular,"  and  this  note  officially  presented  by 
Mr.  Oakley,  at  the  request  of  Jadbon,  are  of  the 
same  date,  and  essentially  in  the  same  words; 
and  what  must  have  been  the  surprise  of  the 
Executive  Government,  to  find  that  within  a  very 
lew  days  after  an  official  note  had  been  presented 
to  it,  at  the  request  of  the  British  Minister,  com- 
plaining of  some  of  its  acts,  that  the  same  note 
should  be  published  and  circulated  through  the 
country,  as  an  appeal  to  the  people  against  the 
conduct  of  their  Executive  Government  in  rela- 
tion  to  these  acts!  Nor  can  it  escape  observation, 
air^  that  this  circular  letter  contained  the  first 
official  annunciation  of  the  nature  of  the  ne- 

Sotiations  between  this  Government  and  Mr» 
ackson.  This  sir,  was  such  a  premeditated  and 
inexcusable  affront  to  the  whole  American  people, 
as  well  as  to  their  Government,  that  nothing 
eouid  have  restrained  me  at  this  time  from  sub- 
nitting  a  resolution  to  the  Senate,  requiring  the 
President  to  send  Mr.  Jackson  immediately  out 
of  the  country,  but  the  consideration,  that  this 
contumacious  and  insolent  conduct  has  been  pre- 
sented to  the  British  Government,  as  one  of  the 
grounds  upon  which  his  immediate  recall  is  re- 
quested, and  I  am  unwilling  to  interfere  with 
this,  milder  course,  which  the  Executive  has 
thought  proper  to  adopt.  Yes,  sir,  I  wish  it  now 
to  be  explicitly  understood,  that  I  think  Mr. 
Jackson  ought  instantly  to  be  sent  out  of  the 
country.  That  it  is  due  to  the  dignity  and  the 
honor  of  the  people  and  the  Government ;  and 
even  that  measure  would  afford  a  poor  atone- 
ment for  his  insolent  affronts  to  both. 

I  wish  it  also  understood,  sir,  that  I  consider 
the  insult  to  consist  in  the  appeal  itself,  in  the 
publication  and  circulation  of  the  paper,  without 
any  reference  to  the  question  of  the  truth  or  false- 
hood of  the  facts  stated  as  the  grounds  of  the  ap- 
peal ;  but,  sir,  as  an  aggravation  in  the  cas^  the 
tacts  stated  are  manifestly  false  or  fallacious,  and 
in  some  respects,  1  believe  both  false  and  falla* 
eiotts-  As  an  ineoutestible  evidence  of  this,  sir,  I 
beg  your  attention  to  the  first  paragraph  of  this 
impudent  appeal,  wlueh  has  been  alreauy  read,  in 
the  foUowing  wovds: 

*'  That  Mr.  Jackson  has  seen  with  regret,  that  facts 
which  it  has  been  his  duty  to  state  in  his  official  cor- 
respondence, have  been  deemed  by  the  American  Gov- 
ernment to  afford  a  sufficient  motive  for  breaking  off 
an  important  negotiation,  and  for  putting  an  end  to  all 
communication  whatever  with  the  Minister  charged  bj 
his  Sovereign  with  that  negotiation  so  interesting  to 
both  nations,  and  on  one  point  of  which  an  answer 
has  not  even  been  returned  to  an  official  and  written 
overtuse." 

•What,  sir,  is  the  evident  design  of  Mr.  Jackson 
JA  thus  presentlag  this  complaint  to  the  people 
against  their  own  Govaroment?  Why.  air,  to 
impress  them  with  a  belief  that  he  really  was 
engaged  in  an  important  ncuptiation,  highly  inter- 
•Ming  bMh  to  the  United  States  and  Geeat  Brit- 


ain, and  that  there  was  a  fair  prospect  of  brin^n^ 
it  to  a  happy  conclusion ;  when  the  Execmiv 
of  the  United  States  causelessly  and  caprieioasi! 
pat  an  end  to  it,  utterly  rttnrdless  of  the  hi^h  it 
terests  of  both  nations.  This  surely,  sir,  if  wel 
founded,  is  a  serious  complaint,  and  let  me  as 
every  gentleman,  and  especially  those,  if  there  I 
any.  who  have  habitually  placed  their  faith  j 
British  orthodoxy,  whether  this  was  not  the  ia 
pression  intended  to  have  been  made  by  Ml 
Jackson?  Sir,  it  is  too  obvious  to  be  denied 
If  ow,sir,  let  me  look  into  the  state  and  prospect  i 
this  negotiation,  and  see  whether  it  was  liKely  | 
eventuate  in  these  intimated  and  aaticipated  a^ 
vantages  to  either  nation  1  Without  anima^ 
vesting  upon  the  general  spirit  and  temper  of  tj| 
whole  of  Mr.  Jackson's  communications,  the  n^ 
ture  and  tendency  of  which  cannot  be  mistak^ 
by  any  gentleman,  who  has  ffiven  them  an  impa 
tial  consideration,  lee  me  call  your  most  parttc^ 
lar  attention  to  a  principle  of  ultimatum,  as 
understand  it,  contained  in  pages  38,  39,  of  t 
printed  documents.  Speaking  of  the  Orders 
CottDcil  and  the  British  principle  of  blockades, 
page  38,  Mr.  Jackson  uses  these  words : 

**  The  efifoet  of  this  new  order  is  to  relieve  the  sy 
tem  under  which  the  former  orden  were  issned,  fi 
that  which  has  always  been  represented  in  this  ooi 
try  as  the  most  objectionable  and  offiinsrre  part  of 
the  option  given  to  neutrals  to  trade  with  the  ei 
of  Great  Britain  through  British  porta  on  payment 
a  transit  dnty«    Tlus  was  originally  deviMd  and 
tended  as  a  mitigation  of  what  is  certainly  more 
but  more  rigid  in  principle,  the  total  and  \mq 
interdiction  of  all  trade  with  the  enemy." 

And  in  speaking  on  the  same  sul^ect,  in  th 
same  page,  and  page  39,  Mr.  Jackaon  used  tha 
words : 

**  And  that  by  the  capture  of  Martinique,  in  additio 
to  that  of  almost  all  the  colonies  of  the  enemies  t 
Great  Britain,  together  with  the  bhK^ade  of  Guwk 
loupe,  the  extent  to  which  the  liberty  of  oommevce  wm 
enemies'  colonies  applied,  has  been  so  for  nanows^ 
that  there  w  little  of  practical  hardship  in  reeaniBl 
to  the  role  which,  however  ooeasioBally  mitigirted  i^ 
its  application,  Great  Britain  can  never  ceaae  in  pri^ 
dple  to  maintain."  , 

Now,  sir,  let  me  ask,  if  there  is  one  single  gen^ 
tleman,  in  this  Senate  or  in  the  United  Staie^ 
who  would  formally  admit,  by  treaty,  that  Greal 
Britain  has  a  right  to  interdict  the  whole  of  oui 
trade  with  her  enemy  1  Or  what  prospect  there 
could  be  of  a  happy  termination  of  a  negotiatioD, 
in  which  the  prtactpie  is  asserted  by  Qreat  Brit^ 
ain,  and  a  positive  declaration  made,  that 
never  will  oease  to  maintain  it  ? 

But  again,  sir,  let  us  see  in  what  manner 
negotiation  was  to  be  conducted,  and  what  were 
the  powers  of  Mr.  Jackson  in  relation  to  it.  To 
do  this,  sir,  with  the  most  perfect  fairness  and 
impartiality,  let  me  present  the  subject  in  Mri 
Jackson's  own  words.  His  first  annunciation  will 
be  found  in  page  63,  of  the  printed  documenu : 

**  Beyond  Ais  point  of  explanatiott  which  wis  sof' 
posed  to  have  been  attained,  but  whidi  Is  now  giren 
by  the  present  letter  in  the  fotm  undentood  to  be  mofi 
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•grenUe  to  tlw  Amcrioaii  Qovenimaiit,  my  instmo^ 
tioBf  m  prospeetiTe;  thf^  look  to  •ulw^atmg  for  no- 
tioBi  of  good  nndenttading,  eironeoiMly  entoiiaiiiod, 
practical  atipaUtioni  oB  which  a.  real  recoBciliation  of 
lU  difleroncw  mmf  be  aubetantially  founded ;  and  thej 
tathorize  me  not  to  renew  propoaala  which  have  al- 
ready been  declared  here  to  be  unacceptable,  but  to 
receive  and  diacuM  any  proposals  made  on  the  part  of 
the  United  States,  tLua-  evenittaUy  to.  conclude  a  con- 
rention  between  the  two  countries." 

Now.  sir,  in  what  manner  were  these  negotia- 
tions to  commence?  And  to  what  point  were 
they  to  extend  ?  Why,  Mr.  Jisickson  tells  iw,  that 
his  prospectiye  instructions  do  not  authorize  him 
to  renew  proposals  which  have  already  been  de- 
clared to  be  unacceptable  to  the  United  States,  but 
to  receive  and  discuss  any  proposals  made  on  the 
part  of  the  United  States^  Rud  etentuaUy  to  con- 
clude a  convention,  dbc.  Here,  sir,  Mr.  Jackson 
has  nothing  on  his  part  to  propose,  but  sets  him- 
self up  to  be  courted  by  new  proposals  on  the 
part  or  the  United  States,  and  then  he  has  power 
to  receive  and  discuss  any  such  proposal,  and 
eventually  to  conclude  a  convention,  &c. — under- 
scoring the  word  eveotually  to  give  it  a  peculiar 
character  and  emphasis.  Now,  sir,  I  should  like 
to  know  what  events  Mr.  Jackson's  instructions 
woM  call  for,  to  take  place  between  his  posi- 
tive power  to  receive  and  discuss,  and  hi^  even- 
tual power  to  conclude  a  convention,  dbc. — 
Why,  sir.  I  suppose  the  proposals  on  the  part  of 
this  Govemmput  must  exactly  fit  his  iostruetions 
mthout  the  Government's  knowing  what  they 
were;  and  in  case  of  such  a  lucky  hit,  these  pro- 
posals might  be  transmitted  to  the  British  Oov- 
!roment.  and  if  there  also  approved,  why,  then, 
Mr.  Jackson  mi^ht  eventuaUy  be  invested  with 
powers  to  conclude  a  convention,  dbc.  So  much 
)y  way  of  conjecture,  as  to  Mr.  Jackson's  even- 
ual  Dowers.  Wow,  sir,  let  me  ask  vou,  what 
lues  be  tell  us  are  his  positive  powers  ?  A  power 
nerely  to  receive  and  discuss.  Why,  air,  every 
pntleman  here  present  has  that  power ;  and,  in- 
lecd,  every  lady  too,  sir,  has  the  power  to  receive 
ind  discuss,  and  eventually  to  conclude  a  eon- 
rention,  Ac.  But^  sir,  the  power  merely  to  re- 
vive and  discuss,  is  what  is  very  properly  called, 
lod  if,  in  fact,  no  power. 
I  am  apprized  that  Mr.  Jacksoti  places  this  snb- 
ect  upon  a  ground  somewhat  different  in  his 
leit  letter ;  or,  at  least,  it  would  appear  so  if  that 
etter  were  taken  by  itself;  but,  io  fact,  I  appre- 
lend  there  is  no  material  difference  in  the  two 
tatements.  Let  me,  however,  call  your  atten- 
ion  to  his  own  words,  which  will  be  found  in 
Age  71,  of  the  printed  documents.  In  addressing 
^r.  Smithy  Mr.  Jackson  says : 

"  I  am  surprised  at  the  transition  by  which  it  aj^ 
«tri  to  you  that  this  part  of  the  subject  is  connected 
nth  the  authority  empowering  me  to  negotiate  with 
'oa.  It  will  not,  I  dare  say,  have  escaped  your  recol- 
ection  that  I  infimned  you,  at  a  very  eariy  period  of 
nt  eommnnica^ns,  that,  in  addition  to  the  usual 
tcdentiel  letter,  Hii  Majesty  had  been  pleased  to  in- 
ett  me  with  a  fiiH  power,  under  the  great  seal  of  his 
Ungdom,  for  the  express  purpose  of  concluding  a 
'eaty  or  convaiitioB." 


Here,  air,  Mr.  Jackson,  in  a  pectiltarity  of  style 
and  manner,  says,  that  His  Majesty  has  beeo 
pleased  to  invest  him  with  a  full  power,  and  for 
th«  express  purpose  of  concluding  a  treaty,  dbc. 
But  here  Mr.  Jackson  omits  the  mode  of  conduct- 
ing the  negotiation,  and  the  conditions  upon 
which  he  would  be  authorized  to  conclude,  d^« 
But,  sir,  he  had  been  very  explicit  uoon  those 
points  before ;  and  this  sentence,  therefore,  must 
be  taken  in  connexion  with  his  previous  explicit 
declarations  in  this  respect^  or  Mr.  Jaokson  would 
be  reduced  to  the  dilemma  of  a  direct  contradie* 
tion ;  therefore,  sir,  this  new  deeiaration  ia  n6thiM 
Bftore  than  as  eqnivoqaa  apoo  the  fermer,  aai 
makes  no  material  variatioD  in  the  first  annnn- 
ciatioo  of  hk  powers,  and  the  mode  painted  out 
for  eondacting  the  negofiatioDB  under  them; 
eapeeially^  sir,  aa  he  took  the  precaution  to  un- 
derscore the  word  eventually,  and  therefore  can** 
tioned  Mr.  Smith  to  regard  it  as  the  most  im- 
portant and  si^ificant  word  in  the  sentence.  Let 
me  here  inquire,  sir,  whether  there  is  a  single 
ffentieman  in  the  United  States  whonow bellevea 
tnat  a  negotiation  commenced  and  condneted  un^ 
der  such  auspices  could  be  highly  interesting  to 
the  United  States  or  to  Qreat  Britain  7  Or,  that 
It  promised  the  smallest  advanti^  to  either? 
Still  less  could  any  gentleaaan  eonclede  that  it 
was  causelessly  or  capriciously  broken  off  by  the 
Bxeevtive  of  the  United  States.  And  if  impres- 
sions  to  this  effect  were  intended  to  have  been 
made  on  the  Amecicen  pseplie,  as  is  most  obvious, 
then  I  am  warranted  in  concluding  that  if  this 
part  of  the  appeal  is  not  both  felse  and  fallaoiom^ 
It  ia,  at  leaet,  false  or  faliaeioas,  and  thus  juatrfiea 
to  the  full  extent  the  expressions  in  the  resoiutieiii 

I  beff  now,  sir,  to  turn  your  attention  to  another 
part  of  this  insidious  appeal,  in  the  foUowiftf 
words: 

''One  of  the  facts  alluded  to  has  been  admitted  bjr 
the  Secretary  of  State  himself,  in  his  letter  of  the  19th 
of  October,  via.,  that  the  three  conditions,  ibrming 
the  substance  cf  Mr.  Eiskine's  original  instmotteny 
were  submitted  to  him  by  that  gentleman.  The  other, 
vis.,  that  that  instruction  is  the  only  .one  in  whieh  the 
conditisns  were  prescribed  to  Mr.  Erskine  lor  the  ooi»* 
dosion  of  an  anangement  on  the  matter  to  whiidi  It 
related,  is  known  to  Mr.  Jaokson  by  the  instiuotiooi 
wUch  he  has  himself  received.'' 

I  now  assert  that  the  fitets  here  stated  are  not 
true.  If  Mr.  Jackson  had  never  made  any  other 
statement  than  the  preoeding,  I  do  not  know  that 
any  offence  would  have  been  taken  at  it  by  the 
Executive  Qovernment.  The  offensive  insinuap 
tions  of  Mr.  Jackson  are  fully  explained  by  Mr. 
Smith,  in  his  letter  of  the  8th  of  November,  in  the 
following,  which  could  not  have  been  misunder- 
stood by  Mr.  Jackson : 

"In  my  letter  of  the  19th  ultimo,  I  stated  to  you 
that  the  declaration  in  your  letter  of  ^e  llth,  that  the 
despatdi  ih>m  Mr.  Canning  to  Mr.  Erskine,  of  the  S8d 
of  January,  was  the  only  despatch  by  whi;h  the  con- 
ditions wers  preecribed  to  Mr.  Erskine  for  the  oonchH 
sion  of  an  arrangement  on  the  matter  to  which  it  re- 
lated was  then  for  the  fint  time  made  to  this  Qovern- 
BMnt    And  itwaa  added,  that  if  that deiipaloh bad 
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been  communicated  at  the  time  of  the  arrangement,  or 
if  it  had  been  known  that  the  propositions  contained 
in  it  were  the  only  ones  on  which  he  waa  authorized 
to  make  an  arrangement,  the  arrangement  would  not 
have  been  made. 

"In  my  letter  of  the  Ist  instant,  adverting  to  the  re- 
petition in  your  letter  of  the  23d  ultimo  of  a  language 
implying  a  knowledge  in  this  Government  that  £e  in- 
structions of  your  predecessor  did  not  authorize  the 
arrangement  formed  by  him,  an  intimation  was  dis- 
tinctly given  to  you  that,  alter  the  explicit  and  per- 
emptory asseveration  that  this  Government  had  not  any 
such  knowledge,  and  that  with  euch  a  knowledge, 
such  an  arrangement  would  not  have  been  made,  no 
such  insinuation  could  be  admitted  by  this  Government. 

^Finding  that  in  your  reply  of  the  4th  instant,  you 
have  used  language  which  cannot  be  understood  but 
as  reiterating  and  even  aggravating  the  same  gross  in- 
sinuation, it  only  remains,  in  order  to  preclude  oppor- 
tunities which  are  thus  abused,  to  inform  you  that  no 
further  communications  will  be  received  from  you,  and 
that  the  necessity  of  this  determination  will,  without 
delay,  be  made  known  to  your  Government." 

Now,  sir.  is  it  not  most  obvious  that  the  grounds 
of  complaiDt  against  Mr.  Jackson,  which  caused 
the  rupture  in  the  neffotiation,  are  very  different 
from  what  he  states  them  to  have  been  in  his  in* 
sidious  appeal  to  the  people ;  and  if  so,  sir,  is  not 
the  appeal  false  or  fallacious?  or  both? 

Sir,  another  part  of  this  insidious  appeal,  de- 
serves some  animadversions.  It  is  in  the  folio w- 
ing  words — 

"In  stating  these  facts  and  adhering  to  them,  as 
his  duty  imperiously  enjoined  him  to  do,  Mr.  Jackson 
could  not  imagine  that  oflence  would  be  taken  at  it 
by  the  American  Government,  as  most  certainly  none 
pould  be  intended  on. his  part." 

Sir,  it  is  painful  for  me  to  be  so  often  compelled 
to  question  the  candor  of  any  gentleman,  particu- 
larly one  clothed  with  the  high  functions  of 
Minister  Plenipotentiary  of  His  Britannic  Ma- 
jesty ;  but  permit  me  to  ask  you,  sir,  how  it  is 
possible  for  Mr.  Jackson  not  to  conceive  that 
offence  would  be  taken  at  his  oflfensive  insinua- 
tions after  M  p.  Smith's  letter  of  the  1st  of  Novem- 
ber, telling  him  in  strong  and  decisive  terms  that 
offence  had  been  taken  at  them  ?  or  how  can  Mr. 
Jackson  reconcile  it  to  himself  to  say  that  in  ad- 
hering to  these  gross  insinuations,  he  did  not  in- 
tend to  ffive  offence?  Let  me  ask  you,  sir,  what 
else  he  did,  or  could  intend?  For  my  part,  I  can 
see  nothing  else  that  he  could  either  rationally 
intend  or  expect.  Here  then,  sir,  is  another  false 
or  fallacious  disflfuise  thrown  out  before  the  people 
of  the  United  States,  as  will  alwavs  be  the  case 
in  every  appeal  to  them,  calculateu,  or  evidently 
intended,  to  excite  their  resentments  and  distrusts 
against  their  own  Government. 

Now,  sir,  upon  the  most  critical  review  of  this 
exposition,  is  there  a  single  gentleman  present, 
who  is  not  prepared  to  say,  that  the  facts  stated 
in  the  resolution  are  fuHv  justified  by  the  corres- 
pondence? Andif  they  De,  sir,  what  inducement 
can  possibly  prevent  unanimity  on  the  present 
occasion?  Surely  those,  who  wish  peace  with 
Great  Britain,  will  find  unanimitj  upon  this  oc- 
casion the  moat  likely  to  deter  from  war;  and 


surely,  sir,  every  gentleman  must  feel  and  see 
that  the  declarations  contained  in  the  resolution 
are  imperiously  due  to  the  dignity  and  hoDor  of 
our  own  Government,  as  weU  as  to  oar  respect 
for  the  people  and  onrselres.  Sir,  what  would 
be  the  effect  of  passing  by  unnoticed  these  |ross 
and  insidious  insults  to  both  the  people  and  Got- 
ernment  ?  Why,  sir,  foreign  Ministers  would  be* 
gin  to  conceive,  that  an  appeal  to  the  people  wu 
amongst  the  most  sacred  of  their  privileges  and  i 
immunities.  The  frequency  of  them  already  is, 
almost  sufficient  to  establish  and  sanctifj  the  rule. 
The  cases  of  Genet,  Yrujo,  the  pubhcatton  o( 
Mr.  Canning's  letter  in  one  of  the  Boston  newt- 
papers,  tf&c»  never  received  sufficient  aoimadrer- 
sions  from  Congress;  and  if  this  most  aggravated 
case  of  all  should  pass  over  unnoticed,  I  should 
not  be  surprised  to  see  Mr.  Jackson  during  the 
present  Winter  set  himself  up  as  a  British  Presi- 
dent in  New  York,  contesting  the  point  of  juris* 
diction  before  the  people,  with  the  Americaa 
President  at  Washington;  whilst  Congress,  re* 
gardless  of  their  own  Constitutional  powers,  &^ 
should  stand  by  and  behold  the  extraordiattj 
scene  in  a  state  of  perfect  neutrality.  Sir,  is  it 
possible,  that  Congress  can  so  far  forget  their 
duties  to  the  people  and  their  respect  for  them- 
selves ?  Independently  of  the  obvious  propriety 
of  this  proceeding  in  itself,  have  we,  sir,  do  ex- 
amples of  the  course  of  conduct  recommended 
by  the  resolution?  Let  me  remind  you,  sir,  of 
the  case  of  Count  De  Palm  in  the  British  Par- 
liament. In  that  case,  sir,  the  Count  De  Palm 
presented  a  memorial  to  the  British  King  by  the 
express  order  of  his  Government,  complaioipgof 
the  misrepresentation  of  facts  made  in  the  Kiog^ 
speech  to  Parliament,  which  complaint  Briiisk 
historians  admit  was  well  founded.  After  pr^ 
senting  the  memorial,  he  caused  it  to  be  published 
and  circulated  through  the  country,  etc.  What, 
sir,  was  the  conduct  of  the  British  Parllameut 
and  nation  upon  that  occasion?  Sir,  the  Parlia- 
ment unanimously  entered  into  resolutions  ex- 
pressing the  highest  indignation  at  the  iiisolent 
procedure ;  and  presented  an  address  to  His  Ma- 
jesty requesting  him  to  order  the  Count  De  Palm 
ogt  of  the  country  immediately.  Sir,  I  will  not 
trouble  the  Senate  with  reading  the  proceediogs 
of  the  House  of  Commons  upon  this  memorable 
occasion ;  because  I  presented  them  to  the  Senate 
last  Winter  in  the  case  of  the  publication  of  Mr. 
Canning's  letter  in  the  Boston  paper,  and  I,  there- 
fore, presume  they  are  now  fresh  in  the  recollec- 
tion of  every  ffentleman.  And  what,  sir.  was 
the  conduct  of  the  opposition  in  the  British 
House  of  Commons,  when  their  King  and  country 
were  insulted  by  a  foreign  Minister?  Did  they 
hold  back,  did  they  attempt  to  paralyze  the  pro- 
ceedings of  their  Government  in  resenting  this 
conduct  and  retrieving  its  wounded  honor  and 
dignity?  No,  sir,  they  were  Englishmen  and 
felt  the  indignity  to  themselves  1  They  were  patri- 
ots, and  could  not  see  their  Government  and  na- 
tion insulted  with  indifference!  They  stepped 
forward,  sir,  and  were  the  first  to  move  the  reso- 
lution and  address.    The  proceeding  was  uotni- 
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moas ;  and  what  benefit  did  the  British  nation 
receive  from  this  ananimous  and  prompt  proceed- 
iflg?  Why,  sir,  from  the  year  1726  to  the  present 
time,  the  insalt  has  not,  I  believe,  been  repeated, 
and  probably  never  will  again. 

Sir,  how  honorable,  how  patriotic,  was  this 
course  of  conduct  to  the  British  opposition !  How 
honorable  and  laudable  would  be  its  imitation 
here  I  Especially,  sir,  when  union  is  all  that  is 
wanting  to  make  us  happy  and  victorious.  Why 
then,  sir,  should  we  not  nave  union,  when  it  is  so 
easy  and  efficacious  a  remedy  for  all  our  difficul- 
ties? Sir,  the  nation  expects  it ;  the  nation  has  a 
right  to  demand  it.  May  I  not  then  hope,  sir, 
that  the  hitherto  dominant  spirit  of  party  will 
DOW  yield  to  an  occasion,  so  obvious,  so  urgent, 
so  honorable!  Sir,  I  cannot  express  to  you  the 
pleasure  I  should  feel  at  my  heart,  if  1  could  see 
all  irritations  banished,  and.  harmony  and  mu- 
tual good  will  universally  pervading  all  political 
scenes  and  ail  social  intercourse.  That  tne  pres- 
ent occasion  may  be  improved  to  this  desirable 
end,  is  the  most  fervent  prayer  of  one,  who,  in  the 
present  delicate,  interesting  crisis  of  the  nation, 
feels  a  devotion  for  his  country  beyond  everything 
else  on  this  side  of  Heaven  1 

After  Mr.  Giles  concluded,  the  question  was 
talen  on  the  passage  of  the  resolution  to  a  third 
reading.  There  were  twenty-four  members  pres- 
ent, besides  the  President  pro  tern, ;  of  whom  twen- 
ty voted  in  favor  of  it.  It  was  ordered  to  be  read 
a  third  time  on  Monday  next. 

PRIVILEGBS  OF  FOREIGN  MINI8TBR8. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill  to  prevent  the  abuse  of  the  priv- 
ileges and  immunities  enjoyed  by  foreign  Minis- 
ters within  the  United  Slates ;  which  was  read 
the  second  time. 

The  question  having  been  put  on  its  passage  to 
a  third  reading — 

Mr.  HiLLBOusE  said  he  could  have  no  objection 
to  the  passage  of  such  a  bill  if  he  were  satisfied 
of  the  necessity  of  it.  It  was  not  a  novel  subject. 
for  it  had  been  agitated  three  or  four  years  ago 
in  the  case  of  the  Spanish  Minister,  and  there 
was  a  very  unanimous  opinion  in  the  Senate  in 
favor  of  such  a  provision,  if  it  were  necessary  to 
carry  the  object  into  effect.  But  the  Senate  had 
been  informed  that  the  Executive  did  not  think  it 
necessary.  Mr.  H.  said  that  he  himself  had  been 
of  the  same  opinion ;  he  could  scarcely  suppose 
that  the  Qovernment  would  have  remained  so  long 
without  a  competent  provision  to  enable  the  Ex- 
ecutive to  send  away  foreign  Ministers  conduct- 
ing themselves  improperly.  He  believed  for  his 
pan  that  the  Qovernment  had  already  competent 
authority  to  send  them  away ;  and  as  to  the  means, 
undoubtedly  the  proper  means  were  within  the 
direction  of  the  President  of  the  United  States. 
who  had  the  control  of  the  military  and  naval 
force.  A  civil  officer  could  only  imprison  a  per- 
son, and  had  no  power  over  him  but  in  his  own 
district ;  therefore,  any  authority  given  by  the  bill 
to  civil  officers  would  be  incompetent  to  the  pur- 
pose.   A  marshal  could  not  remove  a  foreign  Min- 


ister out  of  the  country;  for  the  moment  he  stepped' 
beyond  his  jurisdiction  his  power  ceased.  Such 
a  service  peculiarly  belonged  to  the  military  and 
naval  force,  of  which  the  President  had  already 
the  entire  direction.  .He  therefore  thought  that 
the  passage  of  this  bill,  instead  of  adding  to  the 
weight  and  character  of  the  President,  would  be 
declaring  that  he  is  not  possessed  of  the  power 
which  the  Constitution  has  given  him.  He  knew 
not  whj  this  bill  should  be  now  introduced.  If 
it  was  in  relation  to  the  subject  under  considera* 
tion  this  morning,  he  presumed  that  the  President 
would  now  as  heretofore  conceive  that  he  had  the 
power,  and  wanted  no  legislative  assistance.  Mr. 
H.  said  he  certainly  must  vote  against  the  bill, 
unless  some  necessity  were  shown  for  passinff  it. 
On  the  former  occasion  alluded  to  (the  condact 
of  d'Vrujo)  every  one  was  convinced  that  the 
Executive  had  been  insulted,  and  there  was  but 
one  sentiment,  that  if  the  President  had  not  the 
power  of  sending  away  a  foreign  Minister,  he 
should  be  invested  with  it.  And  yet  a  bill  for 
giving  him  that  power  had  been  rejected  almost 
unanimously,  upon  the  ground  that  no  legislative 
provision  was  necessary ;  and  if  he  was  not  much 
mistaken,  information  was  giver  to  the  Senate 
through  those  who  were  in  the  confidence  of  the 
Executive,  that  he  did  not  want  an  investiture  of 
the  power  by  Congress;  conceiving  that  he  pos- 
sessed it  from  a  higher  source,  the  Constitution  of 
the  United  States,  which  authorized  him  to  re- 
ceive foreign  Ministers,  in  which  power  was  in* 
eluded  everything  necessary  to  carry  it  into  ex- 
ecution. Could  It  have  been  expected  by  the 
framers  of  the  Constitution,  that,  in  case  of  col- 
lision with  a  foreign  Minister,  the  President  was 
to  wait  for  the  passage  of  a  law  by  Congress  be- 
fore he  could  act?  This  subject  liad  never  es- 
caped the  attention  of  Conjp^ress;  but  the  Presi- 
dent had  always  been  conceived  to  possess  ample 
fower  for  the  purpose  contemplated  by  the  bill, 
f  such  a  provision  however  were  necessary,  a  law 
for  the  purpose  ought  to  have  been  passed  long 
ago.  Under  present  impressions,  Mr.  H.  said,  he 
should  consider  this  bill  as  an  atteinpt  to  express 
the  opinion  of  Congress  that  the  President  did 
not  possess  a  power  which  he  believed  to  be  vested 
in  him  by  the  Constitution;  and  therefore  he  must 
vote  against  it. 

Mr.  QiLEs  said  that  he  did  not  feel  himself  at 
this  time  qualified  to  go  into  anv  observations  on 
the  bill.  It  certainly  was  not  his  wish  to  press 
through  the  Senate  a  bill  without  its  being  well 
considered,  particularly  when  it  involved  a  Con- 
stitutional question.  He  did  not  know  that  the 
President  might  not  have  been  supposed  to  possess 
the  power  proposed  to  be  given  to  him  by  tne  bill ; 
but  he  knew  very  well  that  the  President  never 
had  ventured  to  exercise  it.  Not  wishing  to  press 
the  bill,  he  had  no  objection  that  it  should  he  on 
the  table,  if  any  gentleman  should  think  proper 
to  make  a  motion  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  Pope  said  he  had  been  forcibly  struck  with 
the  remarks  of  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut, 
not  that  he  deemed  the  bill  unnecessary,  even  al- 
though the  President  might  already  have  such  m 
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.power;  for,  as  so  much  Jealousy  existed  in  this 
country  of  Ezecative  power,  perhaps  Congress 
should  nevertheless  express  its  opinion  on  this 
point.  He  was  of  opinion  also  that  that  part  of 
the  bill  which  related  to  civil  officers  should  be 
stricken  out.  The  natural  agent  of  the  Execu* 
tive  authority  was  the  naval  or  military  power* 
To  e^ive  further  time  for  the  consideration  of  the 
bill  he  moved  to  postpone  it  till  Monday  next. 

The  motion  for  postponement  was  agreed  to ; 
and  the  Senate  adjourned  till  Monday  nexL  . 

Monday,  December  11. 

Mr.  Oilman,  from  the  committee,  reported  the 
resolution  relating  to  the  official  correspondence 
between  the  Seeretary  of  State  and  Francis  J. 
Jackson,  Minister  Plenipotentiary  of  His  Britan- 
nic Majesty,  correctly  engrossed ;  and  the  resola- 
tion  was  read  the  third  time. 

On  the  question,  Shall  this  resolution  pass  ?  it 
was  determined  in  the  affirmative — yeas  20,  nays  4, 
as  follows : 

YxAs-— MesBis.  Bradley,  Brent,  Condit,  Crawlbid, 
ChuUard,  German,  Giles,  Gilman,  Gregg,  Griswoid, 
Lambert,  Lcib,  MattheWson,  Meigs,  Parker,  Pope, 
Reed,  Smith  of  Maryland,  Sumter,  and  Tmner. 

Nats — Memn.  Goodrich,  Hillhouse,  Uoyd,  and 
Pickering. 

Mr.  LiiB,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred,  on  the  6th  instant,  the  petition  of  Joseph 
Joshua  Dyster,  reported  a  bill  to  extend  certain 
privileges  therein  mentioned  to  Joseph  Joshua 
Dyster ;  and  the  bill  was  read,  and  passed  to  the 
second  readinff. 

Mr.  Pope,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  bill,  entitled  *'An  act  supplemental 
to  an  act,  entitled  *An  act  extending  the  right  of 
suffrage  in  the  Indiana  Territory,  and  for  other 
purposes,"  reported  the  bill  without  amendment ; 
and  on  motion,  by  Mr.  Bbaolby,  the  bill  was 
amended. 

Ordered,  That  it  pass  to  the  third  reading  as 
amended. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill  to  prevent  the  ahnse  of  the  priv- 
ileges and  immunities  enjoyed  by  foreign  Minis- 
ters within  the  United  States;  and  no  amend- 
ment having  been  offered,  on  the  question,  Snail 
this  bill  be  engrossed  and  r?ad  the  third  time?  it 
was  determined  in  the  affirmative. 

Mr.  Brsnt  presented  the  petition  from  the 
committee  of  the  board  of  trustees  of  the  institu- 
tion  for  the  education  of  youth  in  the  City  of 
Washington,  praying  an  act  of  incorporation  for 
the  establishment  of  a  college  therein  $  which  was 
read,  and  referred  to  a  select  committee,  to  consider 
and  report  thereon  by  bill  or  otherwise;  and 
Messrs.  Baent,  Qooorich,  and  Braoley,  were 
appointed  the  committee. 

Mr.  PoPB,  agreeably  to  notice,  presented  a  bill 
in  addition  to  an  act  regplating  the  laying  out 
and  making  a  turnpike  road  from  Cumberland  in 
the  State  of  Maryland,  to  the  State  of  Ohio.  [The 
bill  contemplates  an  additional  appropriation  of 
$50,000  for  this  object.]  The  bill  was  read  and 
passed  to  a  second  reading. 


KECBITmNO  BBRVICE. 

The  bill  to  repeal  an  act,  entitled  '^Ao  act  to 
suspend  for  a  limited  time  the  recroiting  service,' 
was  read  a  second  time. 

Mr.  Leib  observed  that  it  was  the  usual  course 
of  business  to  refer  a  bill  introduced  by  a  member 
to  a  select  committee  on  its  second  reading.  Not 
wishing  to  travel  out  of  the  usual  routine  of  bu- 
siness, he  made  that  motion  in  relation  to  this  bill. 

Mr.  Giles  observed  that  if  he  could  ascertain 
the  object  of  a  commitment,  he  should  have  no 
objection  to  it;  but  that  this  was  a  bill  not  sus- 
ceptible of  modification,  containing  but  one  prin- 
ciple, and  the  sooner  it  was  acted  on  the  better. 
He  was  therefore  opposed  to  commitment. 

Mr.  LeiB  said  he  had  only  made  the  motion  in 
deference  to  the  usual  pitictice  of  the  Senate.  He 
was  also  of  opinion  that  the  sooner  it  was  acted 
on  the  better ;  andj  on  the  suggestion  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Virginia,  he  withdrew  the  motion 
for  reference. 

The  bill  was  then  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for 
a  third  reading. 


TuEsnAT,  Deeember  12. 

The  Pbebident  laid  before  the  Senate  a  report 
of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  prepared  in  obe-| 
dience  to  the  airections  of  the  act,  entitled  "An 
act  regulating  the  currency  of  foreign  coins  in  the 
United  States,"  passed  April  10th,  1806;  which 
was  read,  and  ordered  to  he  for  consideration. 

The  bill  to  extend  certain  privileges  therein 
mentioned  to  Joseph  Joshua  Dyster  was  read  the 
second  time.  On  the  question,  Shall  this  bill  be 
engrossed  and  read  a  third  time  1  it  was  deter- 
mined  in  the  affirmative. 

The  bill  in  addition  to  the  act  to  regulate  the 
laying  out  and  making  a  road  from  Cumberland, 
in  the  State  of  Maryland,  to  the  State  of  Ohio. 
was  read  the  second  time.  On  the  question,  Sbaii 
this  bill  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time?  it  was 
determined  in  the  affirmative. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatires 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  passed 
a  bill,  entitled  ^An  act  extending  the  time  for 
issuing  and  locating  military  land  warrants  f  in 
which  thev  request  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 

The  bill  last  mentioned  was  read,  and  passed 
to  the  second  reading. 

The  bill,  entitled  "An  act  supplemental  to  an 
act,  entitled  'An  act  extending  the  right  of  suf- 
frage in  the  Indiana  Terntory,  and  for  other  par- 
poses,''  was  read  the  third  time  as  amended,  and 
passed. 

The  bill  to  repeal  the  act,  entitled  ^An  act  to 
suspend,  for  a  limited  time,  the  recruiting  ser- 
vice," was  read  the  third  time,  and  the  farther 
consideration  thereof  postponed  until  the  1st  day 
of  August  next. 

The  bill  to  prevent  the  abase  of  the  privilegei 
and  immunities  enjoyed  by  foreign  Ministers^ 
within  the  United  States,  was  resumed,  and  the 
further  consideration  of  the  bill  postponed  until 
tOHOAorrow. 
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Wbdi»8Dat,  December  13. 

The  bill,  entitled  ^Aa  act  extending  the  time 
br  issuing  and  locating  military  land  warrants." 
ras  read  the  second  time,  and  passed  to  the  thiiil 

Mr.  PoPB-  presented  the  petition  of  the  infaab- 
tants  of  the  Mississippi  Territory  east  of  Pearl 
iver,  stating  that  their  remote  situation  renders  it 
lifficait,  if  not  impracticable  for  them  to  participate 
D  the  benefits  of  the  Territorialgovernment ;  and 
graying  a  dirision  of  the  said  Territory,  for  rea- 
oQs  stated  at  large  in  the  petition;  which  was 
tad. 

Mr. Meigs  gave  notice  that  to-morrow  he  should 
isk  lesTe  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  authorize  the  sur- 
reyin^  and  making  of  certain  roads  in  the  State 
)f  Ohio,  as  contemplated  in  the  treaty  of  Browns- 
owQ.  io  the  Michi^n  Territory. 

The  bill  in  addition  to  the  ^Act  Co  regulate  the 
tying  out  and  making  a  road  from  Cumberland, 
la  the  State  of  Mary^land,  to  the  State  of  Ohio,'' 
vasread  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

The  bill  to  extend  certain  privileges  therein 
Beotioned  to  Joseph  Joshua  Dyster,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 

The  bill  to  prevent  the  abuse  of  the  privileges 
ttd  immunities  enjoyed  by  foreio^n  Ministers, 
within  the  United  States,  was  read  the  third  time, 
ud  it  was  agreed  further  to  postpone  the  consid- 
eration thereof  antil  to-morrow. 


TannsDAY,  December  14. 

The  bill,  entitled  ''An  act  extending  the  time 
for  issuing  and  locating  military  land  warrants," 
WKtread  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  bill  to  prevent  the 
those  of  the  privileges  and  immunities  enjoyed 
Vy  foreign  Ministers  within  the  United  States. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Qiles, 

Mmd^  That  the  bill  be  recommitted  to  the 
original  committee,  further  to  consider  and  report 
^btreon. 

Mr.  Meigs  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  bring 
i&tbillto  authorize  the  surveying  and  making 
of  certain  roads  in  the  State  of  Ohio,  as  contem- 
plated in  the  treaty  of  Brownstown,  in  the  Michi« 
Sm  Territorv ;  and  the  bill  was  read,  and  passed 
<othe  second  reading. 

Mr.  Lmb  submitted  the  following  motion  for 
ttftsidenition : 

Jodhtd,  That  the  President  of  the  United  States 
Mnqaeated  to  cause  to  be  laid  before  the  Senate  a  copy 
^the  eorrefpondence  between  lum  and  the  Governor 
<f  Peinsylvuui^  in  the  ease  of  Gideon  Olmstead. 

.  Mr.  BaADLBT  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  bring 
IB  a  hill  to  incorporate  religious  societies  in  the 
Strict  of  Columbia ;  and  the  bill  was  read,  and 
P»"«d  to  the  second  reading. 


pRiDAT,  December  15. 
Tbe  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
ooUon  madeyesterday  on  the  subject ;  and 

HeiolDed^  That  the  President  of  the  United 
etitct  be  requested  to  cause  to  be  laid  before  the 
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Senate  a  copy  of  the  correspondence  between  him 
and  the  Governor  of  Pennsylvania,  in  the  case  of 
Gideon  Olmstead. 

Ordered,  That  the  Secretary  lay  this  resolution 
before  the  President  of  the  United  States. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
bill  to  incorporate  religious  societies  in  the  Di»- 
triet  of  Columbia ;  and  on  motion,  by  Mr.  Brad- 
ley, it  was  agreed  that  the  further  consideration 
thereof  be  the  order  of  the  day  for  the  first  Monday 
in  January  next. 

Mr.  SmitH)  of  Maryland,  gave  notice  that  on 
Monday  he  should  ask  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  for 
the  relief  of  Joseph  Summerl,  Simon  Philipson, 
William  Hamon,  Archibald  McCall,  and  iBaac 
Clason. 

The  bill  to  authorize  the  surveying  and  making 
of  certain  roads  in  the  State  of  Ohio,  as  contem- 
plated bv  the  treaty  of  Brownstown,  in  the  Ter- 
ritory or  Michigan,  was  read  the  second  time,  and 
referred  to  a  select  committee,  to  consider  and 
report  thereon ;  and  Messrs.  Meigs,  Bradley,  and 
Pope,  were  appointed  the  committee. 

Mr.  Bradley  submitted  the  following  resolu- 
tion : 

Ruohed,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be, 
and  hereby  is,  requested  to  lay  before  the  Senate  a 
statement  of  the  payments  which  have  been  made  by 
the  respective  States,  of  the  direct  tax ;  designating, 
as  far  as  may  be,  what  sums  have  been  paid  into  the 
Treasury ;  what  sums  are  unaccounted  for  by  the  su- 
pervisors ;  what  sums  are  in  the  hands  of  collectors ; 
and  the  persons  in  whoee  hands  such  moneys  are ;  and 
what  Slims  are  still  due  from  any  ofxthe  reipective 
States. 


Monday,  December  18. 

John  Smith,  from  the  State  of  New  York,  at- 
tended. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  passed 
the  bill,  entitled  "An  act  to  revive  an  act,  entitled 
*An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  refugees  from  the 
British  provinces  of  Canada  and  Nova  Scotia,  and 
for  other  purposes ;"  in  which  they  request  the 
concurrence  of  the  Senate. 

The  bill  last  mentioned  was  read,  and  passed 
to  the  second  reading. 

Mr.  Smith,  of  Maryland,  asked  and  obtained 
leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  for  the  relief  of  Joseph 
Summerl,  Simon  Philipson,  William  Hamon, 
Archibald  McCall,  and  Isaac  Clason ;  and  the 
bill  was  read,  and  passed  to  the  second  reading. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
motion,  made  on  the  15th  instant,  respecting  the 
direct  tax ;  and 

Resolved^  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
be,  and  hereby  is,  requested  to  lay  before  the  Sen- 
ate a  statement  of  the  payments  which  have  been 
made,  by  the  respective  States,  of  the  direct  tax ; 
designating,  as  w  as  may  be,  what  sums  have 
been  paid  into  the  Treasury ;  what  sums  are  un- 
accounted for  by  the  supervisors ;  what  sums  are 
in  the  hands  of  col  lee  tors,  and  the  persons  in  whose 
hands  such  moneys  are ;  and  what  sums  are  still 
due  from  any  of  the  respective  States. 
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Mr.  QiLESy  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
recommitted  the  bill  to  prevent  the  abase  of  the 
privileges  and  immunities  enjoyed  by  foreign 
Ministers  within  the  United  Slates,  reported 
amendments ;  which  were  read  for  consideration. 

The  President  comraanieated  a  letter,  of  this 
date,  from  the  honorable  Bdgkner  Thruston, 
stating  that  he  had,  this  dav,  by  letter  to  his  Ex- 
cellency the  Qovernor  of  the  State  of  Kentuclcy, 
resigned  bis  seat  in  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States. 

Whereupon,  on  motion,  b^  Mr.  Pope, 

Resolved^  That  the  President  of  the  Senate 
notify  the  Executive  of  the  State  of  Kentucky 
that  the  honorable  Buckner  Thruston,  late  Sen- 
ator of  that  State,  bas  resigned  his  seat  in  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States. 


Tuesday,  December  19. 

The  Vice  President  attended. 
The  following  Message  was  received  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States  : 

To  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  : 

Agreeably  to  the  request  in  the  resolution  of  the  15th 
instant,  I  transmit  a  copy  of  the  correspondence  with 
the  Governor  of  Pennsylvania,  in  the  case  of  Gideon 
Olmstead.  JAMES  MADISON. 

DxcxMBXB  16,  1809. 

The  Message  and  papers  therein  referred  to 
were  read,  and  ordered  to  be  printed  for  the  use 
of  the  Senate. 

Tbe  bill  for  the  relief  of  Joseph  Summerl,  Simon 
Philipson,  William  Hamon,  Archibald  McCall, 
and  Isaac  Clason,  was  read  the  second  time ;  and 
the  further  consideration  thereof  postponed  until 
to-morrow. 

The  bill  to  revive  an  act.  entitled  '*An  act  for 
the  relief  of  the  refugees  from  the  British  Prov- 
inces of  Canada  and  Nova  Scotia,  and  for  other 
purposes,''  was  read  the  second  time. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  consideration  of  the  amendments  re- 
ported by  the  select  committee,  to  whom  was  re- 
committed the  bill  to  prevent  the  abuse  of  the 
Privileges  and  immunities  enjoyed  by  foreign 
linisters  within  the  United  States;  and,  having 
agreed  to  the  report,  the  President  reported  the  bill 
to  the  House  accordingly.  On  tbe  question.  Shall 
this  bill  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time  as 
amended?  it  was  determined  in  the  affirmative. 

Mr.  Brent  presented  the  petition  of  the  stock- 
holders of  the  Bank  of  Washington,  praying  a 
charter  of  incorporation,  for  teasons  stated  at  large 
id  the  petition ;  which  was  read,  and  referred  to 
a  select  committee,  to  consist  of  five  members; 
and  Messrs.  Brent,  Greoo,  Pope,  Smith  of  New 
York,  and  Bradley,  were  appointed  the  com- 
mittee, to  consider  and  report  thereon,  by  bill  or 
otherwise. 


Wednesday,  December  SO. 

Mr.  Oilman,  from  the  committee,  reported  that 
they  had  examined  and  found  correctly  engrossed 
the  bill  to  prevent  the  abuse  of  the  privileges  and 
immunities  enjoyed  by  foreign  Ministers  within 


the  United  States;  and  tbe  bill  was  read  aibird 
time.  On  the  question,  Shall  this  bill  pass  ?  it  was 
determined  in  the  affirmative — yeas  20.  Days  2, 
as  follows: 

YxAs — Messrs.  Bradley,  Condit,  Gaillard,  German^ 
Giles,  Gilman,  Goodrich,  Gregg,  Lambert,  Leib,  Lloyd, 
Mathewson,  Meigs,  Parker,  Pope,  Robinson,  Smith  (tf 
Maryland,  Smith  of  New  York,  8amter»  and  Turaer. 

Nats — Messrs.  Hillhouse,  and  Pickering. 

So  it  was  resolved  that  this  bill  pass,  and  that 
the  title  thereof  be  "An  act  to  prevent  the  abosc 
of  the  privileges  and  immunities  enjoyed  by  fot- 
eign  Ministers  within  the  United  States." 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
bill  for  the  relief  of  Joseph  Summerl,  Simon  Phil- 
ipson, William  Hamon,  Archibald  McCall,  aod 
Isaac  Clason ;  and  it  was  agreed  further  to  post- 
pone tbe  consideration  thereof  until  to-morrow. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
bill  to  revive  an  act,  entitled  *'An  act  for  the  re- 
lief of  the  refugees  from  the  British  provinces  of 
Canada  and  Nova  Scotia,  and  for  other  purposes  f 
and,  on  motion  by  Mr.  Bradley,  it  was  referred 
to  a  select  committee;  and  Messrs.  Bradlct, 
Goodrich,  and  Lloyd,  were  appointed  the  com* 
roittee,  to  consider  and  report  thereon. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatires 
informed  the  Senate  that  they  have  passed  a  bill 
entitled  "An  act  for  the  relief  of  William  and  Ellas 
Rector,"  in  which  they  desire  the  concurrence  of 
the  Senate. 

The  bill  laM  brought  up  for  concurrence  was 
read,  and  passed  to  tbe  second  reading.  The  bill 
was  read  a  second  time,  by  unanimous  conseot. 
and  referred  to  a  select  committee.  Aod  Messrs 
Pope,  Meios,  and  Bradley,  were  appointed  the 
committee,  to  consider  and  report  thereon. 

The  President  communicated  a  letter  from 
the  Secretary  of  War,  enclosing  his  report  on  the 
subject  of  fortifications. 

On  motion  bv  Mr.  Smith,  of  Maryland,  the 
galleries  were  cleared,  and  the  letter  and  report 
having  been  read,  they  were  ordered  to  lie  for 
consideration. 

Mr.  Qaillard  presented  the  petition  of  a  Dam- 
her  of  the  inhabitants  of  tbe  City  of  Washiogtoo, 
signed  Daniel  Carroll  of  Dnddington,  and  others, 
praying  to  be  incorporated  for  the  purpose  of 
completing  a  road  as  far  as  the  line  of  tne  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia,  in  the  most  direct  route  from 
the  Capitol,  by  Montgomery  court-house  to  Fred- 
ericktown,  and  also  a  road  passing  over  tbe 
Washington  bridge,  in  the  proper  direction  to 
Staunton,  in  Virgmia,  for  reasons  stated  in  the 
petition ;  which  was  read,  and  referred  to  a  select 
committee. 

Ordered,  That  Messrs.  Gaillard,  Brent,  and 
Bradley,  be  the  committee,  to  consider  and  re- 
port thereon,  by  bill  or  otherwise. 

Mr.  Bradley  gave  notice  that,  to-morrow,  he 
should  ask  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  making  further 
provision  for  the  corps  of  engineers. 

Tbursday,  December  21. 

Joseph  Anderson,  from  the  State  of  Tenoes- 
see,  attended. 
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Mr.  Pope,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
?ferred  the  bill,  entitled  "An  act  for  the  relief  of 
rilliam  and  Blias  Rector,''  reported  the  bill  with- 
Qt  amendment,  and  it  was  ordered  to  the  third 

The  President  communicated  the  report  of 
le  Secretary  of  War,  on  the  petition  of  Richard 
Hand  Lee,  made  in  obedience  to  the  resolution 
f  the  Senate  of  the  21st  of  June  last ;  which  was 
sad.  and  ordered  to  lie  for  coniideration. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
ill  for  the  relief  of  Joseph  Sommerl,  Simon 
^bilipson,  William  Hamon,  Archibald  McCall, 
nd  Isaac  Clason ;  and,  on  motion  bv  Mr.  Smitb 
f  Maryland,  it  was  referred  to  a  select  commit- 
!e;  and  Messrs.  Smith  of  Maryland,  Llotd,  and 
Iradlet,  were  appointed  the  committee  to  con- 
ider  and  report  tnereon. 

Reeolvedy  That  a  committee  of  three  members 
f  the  Senate  be  appointed,  who,  with  three 
members  of  the  House  of  Representatires,  to  be 
ppointed  by  the  fold  House,  shall  have  the  ap- 
licarioQ  of  the  money  appropriated  by  the  "Act 
laking  a  further  appropriation  for  the  support  of 

library,"  passed  the  21st  of  February,  1806 ;  and 
hat  the  Secretary  give  information  tnereof  to  the 
louse  of  Represenutives. 

Ordered^  That  Messrs.  Llotd,  LEiB,and  Sm it^ 
)f  Maryland,  be  the  committee  on  the  part  of  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  Bradley  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  bring 
Q  a  bill  making  further  provision  for  the  corps  of 
!Ogioeers ;  and  the  bill  was  read,  and  passed  to 
be  second  reading. 


Friday,  December  22. 

The  bill,  entitled  ''An  act  for  the  relief  of  Wil- 
iam  and  Blias  Rector,''  was  read  the  third  time, 
lod  passed. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Leib, 

Raolved^  That  a  committee  be  appointed  agree- 
ible  to  the  42d  rule,  for  conducting  business  in 
ihe  Senate;  and 

Ordered^  That  Messrs.  Goodrich,  Leib,  and 
CoKDtT,  be  the  committee. 

Mr.  MEioa,from  the  committee  to  whom  were 
referred  the  bill  to  authorize  the  sorveving  and 
nuking  of  certain  roads  in  the  State  or  Ohio,  as 
coDtemplated  by  the  Treaty  of  BrownstowD,  in 
the  Territory  of  Michigan,  reported  amendments; 
which  were  read  for  consideration. 

Tbe  following  Message  was  received  from  the 
Pbesident  of  the  United  States: 

To  the  Senate  and  Houte  of 

Repretentaiives  of  the  United  Statee,- 
I  tranimit  to  both  Houses  of  Congress  a  report 
from  the  Surveyor  of  the  Public  Buildings,  of  the  pro- 
pen  made  on  them  during  the  last  season,  ana  of 
other  explanations  relative  Siereto. 

JAMES  MADISON. 
DxctvBim  16, 1809. 

The  Message  and  report  were  read,  and  ordered 
to  lie  for  consideration. 

The  bill  making  further  provision  for  the 
corps  of  engineers  was  read  a  second  time;  and  it 


was  agreed  that  the  further  consideration  thereof 
be  the  order  of  the  day  for  the  first  Thursday  in 
January  next. 

Tuesday,  December  26. 

Jesse  Franklin,  from  the  State  of  North 
Carolina,  attended. 
Mr.  Bradlbt  submitted  the  following  motion : 

Refohed,  That  the  President  of  the  United  States 
be,  and  hereby  is,  requested  to  cause  to  be  laid  before 
the  Senate  the  amount  of  all  the  moneys  disbursed 
from  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States,  in  their  rel»» 
tion  or  intercourse  with  the  Barbarj  Powers,  subse- 
quent to  the  signing  of  the  Treaty  of  Peace  with 
Tripoli,  in  June,  1805,  including  the  moneys  paid  to 
that  Regency  at  the  signing  thereof.  And  to  cause  to 
be  noted  (where  the  same  can  be  ascertained)  the 
agent  or  consul  to  whom  the  respective  disbursements 
were  made,  the  time  when,  and  place  where,  the  re- 
spective sums  were  drawn  for  or  received  by  said 
•gents  or  consuls,  and  the  particular  purposes  to  which 
the  same  have  been  applieci;  and  what  sums  have  been 
retained  in  the  bands  of  said  agents  or  consuls,  for 
compensation,  salary,  commiisions,  or  for  any  other 
purpose. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  consideration  of  the  amendments  re- 
ported by  the  select  committee,  to  whom  was  re- 
ferred the  bill  to  authorize  the  surveving  and 
making  of  certain  roads  in  the  State  of  Ohio,  as 
contemplated  by  the  Treaty  of  Brownstown.  in 
the  Territory  of  Michigan;  and  having  aereed  to 
the  report,  the  President  reported  the  bill  to  the 
House  amended  accordingly.  On  the  questiooi 
Shall  this  bill  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time 
as  amended?  it  was  determined  in  the  affirmative. 


Wednesday,  December  27. 

Mr.  Oilman,  from  the  committee,  reported  that 
they  had  examined  and  found  correctly  engrossed 
the  bill  to  authorize  the  surveying  and  making  of 
certain  roads  in  the  State  of  Ohio,  as  contempla- 
ted by  the  Treaty  of  Brownstown,  in  the  Terri- 
tory of  Michigan;  and  the  bill  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
motion  made  yesterday  on  the  subject; and. 

JResolved^  That  the  President  of  the  United 
be,  and  hereby  is,  requested  to  cause  to  be  laid 
before  the  Senate  the  amount  of  all  the  moneys 
disbursed  from  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States, 
in  their  relation  or  intercourse  with  the  Barbery 
Powers,  subsequent  to  the  signing  of  the  Treaty 
of  Peace  with  Tripoli,  in  June,  1805,  including  tbe 
moneys  paid  to  that  Regency  at.  the  signing 
thereof.  And  to  cause  to  be  noted  (where  the 
same  can  be  ascertained)  the  agent  or  consul  to 
whom  the  respective  disbursements  were  made, 
the  time  when,  and  place  where,  the  respective 
sums  were  drawn  for  or  received  by  said  agents 
or  consuls,  and  the  particular  purposes  to  which 
the  same  have  been  applied;  and  what  sums  hare 
been  retained  in  tbe  hands  of  said  agents  or  con- 
suls, for  compensation,  salary,  commissions,  or 
for  any  other  purpose. 
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Ordered,  That  the  Secretary  lay  this  resolution 
before  the  President  of  the  United  States. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  chat  the  House  concar  in 
the  resolution  of  the  Senate,  for  the  appointment 
of  a  joint  committee  on  the  arrangements  for  the 
library,  and  appointed  a  committee  on  their  part. 

Thursday,  December  28. 

Charles  Tait,  appointed  a  Senator  by  the 
Legislature  of  the  State  of  Georgia,  in  the  place 
of  JoBN  MiLLEDGB,  resigned,  produced  his  cre- 
dentials; which  were  read,  and,  the  oath  pre- 
scribed b>[  law  haying  been  administered  to  bim, 
be  took  his  seat  in  the  Senate. 

The  President  communicated  a  report  of  the 
Se<?retary  of  the  Treasury,  made  in  obedience  to 
the  resolution  of  the  Senate,  of  the  18ib  instant, 
resp^ctiog  the  direct  tax ;  which  was  read,  and 
ordered  to  lie  for  consideration. 

Mr.  Pope  gav«  notice  that  on  to-morrow  be 
ijbu>uld  ask  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  concerning 
C4^al9  i^nd  roads  in  tbe  United  States. 


Friday,  December  29. 

Mr.  Bradley,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  letter  from  the  Surveyor  of  the 
Public  Buildioffs,  of  the  28th  of  November  last, 
reported  the  following  resolution : 

Reaolvedf  Tbat»  from  and  after  the  first  day  of  Jan- 
nary  next,  the  Senate  will  hold  their  session  in  the 
new  Senate  Chamber  lately  provided  in  the  nortb 
wing  of  the  Capitol. 

On  motion^  by  Mr.  Anderson,  it  was  agreed 
that  the  consideration  of  the  report  be  postponed 
to  Tuesday  next. 


Tuesday,  January  2, 1810. 

Jambs  A.  Bayard,  from  the  State  of  Delaware) 
attended. 

The  President  communicated  the  report  of 
the  Secretary  of  War,  teade  iD  obedience  to  the 
first  section  of  the  act,  ^further  to  amend  the 
several  acta  for  tbe  establishment  of  the  Treasury, 
War,  and  Navy  Departments,"  passed  the  third 
day  of  March,  1809,  which  was  read,  and  ordered 
to  lie  for  consideration. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill  to  incorporate  religious  societies 
in  the  District  of  Columbia.  On  the  question, 
Shall  this  bill  be  engrossed  and  read  the  third 
time?  it  was  determined  in  the  affirmative. 

M«.  Mbios  presented  the  petition  of  Daniel 
Boone,  an  inhaoitant  of  the  Territory  of  Lonisi* 
ana,  stating  that  he  has  spent  a  long  life  in  ex- 
ploring the  wilds  of  North  America ;  and  that  he 
has,  by  his  own  personal  exertions,  been  greatly 
instrumental  in  opening  the  road  to  civiliaation 
io  the  immense  territories  now  attached  to  the 
United  States,  and,  in  some  instances,  matured 
into  independent  States ;  and  praying  a  grant  of 
aome  reasonable  portion  of  land,  within  the  Ter- 
ritory of  Louisiana,  as  a  compensation  for  his  ser- 
vices ;  and  the  petition  was  read. 


'  Wednesday,  January  3. 

Mr.  Smith,  of  Maryland,  presented  tbe  peiltioa 
of  the  President  and  Uirectors  of  the  UnioD  &Qk 
of  Georgetown,  praying  a  charter  of  incorporip 
tion,  for  reasons  stateoat  large  in  the  petiiioa;| 
which  was  read,  and  referred  to  Messrs.  Brekt, 
Gregg,  Pope,  Smith  of  New  York,  and  Bbid* 
LEY,  the  committee  to  whom  was  referred,  on  tbt 
19th  December  last,  a  similar  petition  of  theDi* 
rectors  of  the  Bank  of  Washington,  to  co&sidtt 
and  report  thereon,  by  bill  or  otherwise. 

The  following  Message  was  received  from  tki 
Presioent  of  the  United  States: 

To  ikt  Senate  and  House  of 

Repreaentativee  of  the  VhiUd  SU»i€$: 

Tbe  act  anthorizing  a  detachment  of  one  hondnl 
thousand  men  from  the  militia,  will  expire  on  tbe  306 
of  March  next.  Its  early  revival  is  reoomAeaded,  in 
order  that  timely  steps  may  be  taken  for  anangementi 
Bach  as  the  act  contemplated. 

Without  interfering  with  the  modifications  rendend 
necessary  by  the  defects  or  inefiiQacy  of  the  laws,  r^ 
fetrictive  of  commerce  and  navigation,  or  with  the  polkj 
of  disallowing  to  foreign  armed  vessels  the  use  of  oor 
waters,  it  falls  within  my  duty  to  recommend,  alio^ 
that,  in  addition  to  the  precautionary  measure  author* 
ized  by  that  act,  and  to  the  regular  troops,  for  comply 
ting  the  legal  establishment  of  which  eolistmeDts  arc 
renewed,  every  necessary  provision  may  be  made  for  ^ 
▼olunteer  force  of  twenty  thousand  men,  to  be  enlistd 
for  a  short  period,  and  held  in  a  state  of  organiiatios 
and  readiness  for  actual  service  at  the  shortest  waniing. 

I  submit  to  the  conaideraiion  of  Congress,  moeeoTerj 
the  expediency  of  such  a  daasification  and  otguuai 
tion  of  the  miUtia,  as  will  best  insure  prompt  and  safr 
cessive  aids  from  that  source,  adequate  to  emergendei 
which  may  call  for  them. 

It  will  retft  with  them,  also,  to  determine  bow  fio 
further  proviaion  mav  be  expedient  for  putting  into  a& 
tual  service,  if  necemiy,  any  part  oC  the  aaTsl  ann» 
ment  not  now  employed. 

At  a  period  presenting  fealurea  in  the  oondnet  (A 
foreign  Powers  towards  Uie  United  Statea^  which  im< 
pose  on  them  the  necessity  of  precautionary  measan 
involving  expense,  it  ia  a  happy  consideration  thalsud 
is  the  soUd  state  of  the  public  credit,  that  reliance  ma] 
be  justly  placed  on  any  legal  proviaion  that  may  Im 
made  for  resorting  to  it  in  a  convenient  form  and  to  ai 
adequate  amount. 

XAME8  MADISOX. 

Jahuabt  3, 1810. 

The  Message  was  re^d,  and  referred  to  Messrs 
Giles,  Pope,  Bradley,  Goodrich,  Leib,  Sum 
TER,  and  GiLM AN,  the.  committee  to  whom  wa 
referred,  on  the  1st  December  last,  so  muchof  thi 
Message  of  the  President  of  the  United  States  a 
respects  the  relations  existing  between  tbe  Uoitei 
States  and  Gh-eat  Britain  and  France,  to  conside 
and  report  thereon  by  bill  or  otherwise. 

Mr.  GiLMAN,  from  the  committee,  reported  tha 
they  had  examined  and  found  correctly  eogrosse 
the  bill  to  incorporate  religious  societies  in  tb 
District  of  Columbia ;  and  the  bill  was  read  th 
third  time. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Gilman,  it  was  agreed,  b 
unanimous  consent,  to  amend  the  bill,  after  th 
proriso  in  the  6th  section,  and  to  strike  oat  th 
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rords,  "  in  this  act ;"  and,  on  motionj  b^  Mr. 
viLES,  it  was  agreed  that  the  further  considera- 
ion  of  this  bill  be  postponed  to  the  first  Monday 
)  Febrnarf  next. 

Oo  motion  by  Mr.  Meios, 

Resolvedf  That  the  petition  of  Daniel  Boone, 
resented  yesterday,  be  referrecl  to  a  select  com- 
nlttee;  and  Messrs.  Mbegs,  Andbbson,  and 
^OPB,  were  appointed  the  committee,  to  consider 
nd  report  thereon  by  bill  or  otherwise. 


Thursoat,  January  4« 

Jenkin  Whitesidb,  from  the  Stat^  of  Tennea- 
ee,  attended. 

The  Senate  resbmed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Vbole,  the  bill  making  further  appropriations  for 
he  corps  of  engineers;  and  on  motion,  by  Mr. 
ivEROiAif,  it  was  agreed  that  the  further  cbnsider- 
itioQ  thereof  be  postponed  to  the  last  Tuesday  of 
fsDoary  instant. 

Oo  motion  by  Mr.  PickerinOj  the  following 
resolation,  having  been  amended,  was  agreed  to. 

Resolved^  That  the  Secretary  of  War  be  di- 
luted to  lay  before  the  Senate  a  return  of  the 
corps  of  engineers  and  cadets  belonging  to  the 
Hilitary  Academy. 

The  President  communicated  the  report  of 
Ae  Secretary  of  War  on  the'expenditures  of  the 
boDeys  appropriated  for  the  contingent  expenses 
of  the  Military  Establishment  for  the  year  1809, 
iu  conformity  to  the  fifth  section  of  the  act  of  the 
3d  March,  1809,  further  to  amend  the  several  acts 
tor  the  establishment  of  the  Treasury,  War,  and 
Nary  Departments ;  which  was  read  for  consid- 
eraiioD. 

TkepRESiDSNT,  also,  communicated  the  report 
»/  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  on  the  expenditures 
ifid  application  of  the  moneys  drawn  from  the 
Treasury  from  the  4th  of  March,  to  the  30th  of 
September,  1809,  inclosive ;  made  in  obedietirce 
to  ibe  first  section  of  the  same  act ;  which  was 
md  for  consideration. 

Tbe  Senate  resumed  the  report  of  the  commit- 
tee to  whom  was  referred  the  letter  from  the  Sur- 
veyor of  Public  Buildings,  of  the  28th  November 
^ ;  and  it  was  agreed  further  to  postpone  the 
(ODsideration  thereof  until  Monday  next. 

Fribat,  January  5. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Bayard, 

Resolved,  That  the  reports  of  the  Attorney 
Gnetal  of  the  United  States,  made  to  the  Sen- 
ile, in  pursuance  of  their  order  of  the  6th  Febru- 
try,  1807,  be  referred  to  a  select  committee,  and 
t^it  the  said  committee  have  power  to  report  by 
Wl  or  otherwise. 

Ordered,  That  Messrs.  Bayard,  Crawtoiid, 
ttd  HiLLHOtJBE.  be  the  committee. 

Mr.  QiLES  submitted  the  following  motion : 
^Rt^tlved,  (tbe  House  of  Representatives  concorring 
therein,)  Thst  a  joint  committee  be  appointed  to  pre- 
ttot  to  the  President  of  the  United  States  the  joint 
ll^iitioii  of  the  two  JEIouses  respecting  the  conduct 
^  FrtQcig  J.  JacK^on,  His  Britannic  Majesty's  Min- 
<^  I^nipotantiary  near  the  United  States ;  and  that 


the  Committee  on  the  part  of  the  Senate  oonaist  of 
'  members. 

PUBLIC  ROADS  AND  CANALS. 

Mr.  Pope  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  bring  in 
a  bill  for  the  improvement  of  the  United  States 
by  public  roads  and  canals ;  which  was  read,  and 
passed  to  the  second  reading.  The  bill  is  as  fol- 
lows: 

A  Bill  for  the  improvement  of  the  United  States,  bj 
public  roads  and  canals. 

Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  ondH&aeeofRepreeentiB^ 
iivee  of  the  United  States  of  Ameriea,  tii  Oongrese  as- 
aembiedt  That,  in  all  cases  in  which  any  company  or 
companies  shall  iiave  been  ber^tbfore  incorporated, 
or  shall  in  future  be  incorporated,  under  the  authority 
of  any  State,  or  the  concurring  authorities  of  any  two 
or  more  States  within  which  the  canals  and  roads  hei«« 
inafter  enumerated  and  described  shall  lie,  or  through 
which  they  shall  pass,  for  the  catting,  constructing, 
and  making  such  canals  and  roads,  and  of  the  capital 
stock,  of  which  at  least  one-half  shall  have  been  eab^ 
scribed,  either  by  individuals,  bodies  politic  and  eorpo« 
rate,  or  by  States,  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
on  the  application  of  such  company  or  companiei, 
shall  be  authorized,  and  is  hereby  authorized,  to  sub* 
scribe  unto  the  capital  stock  of  such  company  or  com- 
panies, but  in  the  manner  and  under  the  restrictions  in 
this  act  contained,  to  the  amount  which  may  be  defif 
cient  in  the' subscriptions  to  the  said  stock,  not  exceed- 
ing the  one-half  of  the  whole  capital  stock  of  such  com* 
pany  or  companies,  to  wit : 

1.  To  the  capital  stock  of  any  company  or  compsp 
nies  which  may  be  incorporated  by  the  States  of  Maa* 
sachusetts  and  Rhode  Island,  for  the  purpose  of  cutting 
a  canal  from  the  harbor  of  Boston  to  the  navigable 
waters  of  Newport  Bay,  in  the  State  of  Rhode  Island* 

2.  To  the  capital  stock  of  any  company  which  may 
be  incorporated  by  the  State  of  New  Jersey,  for  tha 
purpose  of  cutting* a  canal  from  the  navigable  wateia 
of  Raritanto  the  navigable  waters  of  the  Delaware. 

d.  To  the  capital  stock  of  the  Chesapeake  and  IkJ* 
aware  Canal  Company. 

4.  To  the  capital  stock  of  the  Dismal  Swamp  Qanal 
Companies  of  Virginia  and  North  Carolina,  or  of  any 
other  company  or  companies  incorporated  for  the  pur- 
pose of  cutting  a  canal  from  the  navigable  waters  of 
James  river  to  Albemarle  Sound,  sufficiently  deep  for 
sloop  navigation. 

6.  To  the  capital  stock  of  any  company  or  oomp^ 
nies  incorporated  by  the  State  of  New  York,  for  tha 
purpose  of  cutting  a  canal  from  the  Hudson  or  ito 
waters,  to  the  waters  of  Lake  Ontario,  or  af  Laka 
Erie. 

6.  To  the  capital  stock  of  any  company  incorporated 
by  the  State  of  New  York,  for  the  purpose  of  cutting  a 
canal  for  vessels  drawing  ten  foot  water,  to  pass  tha 
Falls  of  Niagara. 

7.  To  the  capital  stock  of  any  company  incorporated 
by  the  State  of  New  York,  for  the  purpose  of  cutting 
a  canal  from  the  river  Hudson  to  the  waters  of  Laka 
Champlain. 

8.  To  the  capital  stock  of  any  company  incorporated 
by  the  States  of  Ohio  or  Pennsylvania,  for  the  purpose 
of  cutting  a  canal  from  the  waters  of  the  Ohio  to  ttiosa 
of  Lake  Erie. 

0.  To  the  capital  stock  of  any  company  incorporated 
by  the  Stote  of  Kentucky,  for  the  purpose  of  euttinc  a 
canal  to  pass  the  Falls  of  Ohio. 
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10.  To  the  capital  stock  of  any  company  or  compa- 
niea  which  shall  be  incorporated  by  the  States  of  Vir- 
ginia or  Nort&  Carolina,  for  the  purpose  of  cutting  a 
canal  from  the  waters  of  the  Roanoke,  above  the  Great 
Falls,  to  the  waters  of  the  Appomattox. 

11.  To  the  capital  stock  of  afy  company  or  compa- 
nies which  shall  be  incorporated  for  the  purpose  of  cut- 
ting a  canal  from  the  waters  of  the  Tennessee  river  to 
the  waters  of  the  Tombigbee. 

12.  To  the  capital  stock  of  any  company  or  compa- 
nies which  may  be  incorporated  by  any  of  the  States 
for  the  purpose  of  making  turnpike  roads  from  the 
highest  navigable  waters  of  the  Atlantic  to  the  nearest 
navigable  waters  of  the  Western  States. 

13.  And  to  the  capital  stock  of  any  company  or  com- 
panies which  may  be  incorporated  by  any  one  or  more 
etates,  for  the  purpose  of  making  a  turnpike  road  or 
roads,  in  the  most  proper  direction,  for  carrying  the 
general  mail  from  and  through  the  District  of  Maine,  in 
the  State  of  Massachusetts,  to  and  through  the  State 
of  Georgia. 

14.  And  to  the  capital  stock  or  stocks  of  any  com- 
pany or  companies  which  may  be  formed  by  any  one 
or  more  States,  for  the  purpose  of  cutting  such  canals, 
opening  and  clearing  such  rivers,  or  making  such  turn- 
pike  roads,  as  may  hereafter  be .  approved  of  by  Con- 
gress. 

Ssc.  2.  And  be  it  further  enacted.  That  when- 
ever application  by  any  of  the  companies,  in  this  act 
onumerated,  which  are  now  incorporated,  or  may  here- 
after be  incorporated,  for  the  purpose  of  cutting,  con- 
■tmcttng,  and  making  the  said  canals,  or  roads,  shall 
be  made  as  aforesaid,  an  authentic  map  and  description 
of  such  canal  or  road,  explaining  the  manner  in  which 
the  same  is  proposed  to  be  carried  into  effect,  shall  be 
deposited  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  together 
with  a  correct  list  and  account  of  all  the  subscriptions 
and  payments  which  shall  have  been  made  to  the  cap- 
ital stock  of  such  company  or  companies,  and  abo  a 
copy  of  the  law  under  which  the  company  or  companies 
ahaU  have  been  incorporated  and  empowered  to  act ; 
and,  also,  if  the  said  company  have  already  commenced 
their  operation,  have  a  clear  and  detailed  statement  of 
all  the  expenses  they  shall  have  incurred,  of  all  the 
moneys  due  to  them  by  stockholders  and  others,  and 
of  the  debts  due  by  them,  and  also  a  complete  schedule 
of  all  the  lands,  effects,  and  rights,  belonging  to  said 
company  or  companies ;  and  if  it  shall  appear  to  the 
■atlafaction  of  the  President  that  all  the  provisions  of 
this  act  have  been  and  aje  fully  satisfied,  and  complied 
with,  and  that  competent  provision  has  been  made  for 
cutting  or  making  the  said  canals  or  roads,  and  effi- 
cient provision  for  the  payment  of  the  shares  subscrib- 
ed therofor,  and  for  the  recovery  of  any  arrears  thereon, 
•o  as  that  the  portion  actually  payable  by  the  United 
States,  shall  never  exceed  one-half  of  the  capital  stock 
actually  paid  or  payable  for  such  work ;  and  that  the 
canal  or  road  for  effecting  which  such  company  or  com- 
panies have  been  incorporated,  is  one  of  those  enume- 
rated and  described  in  this  act ;  and  that,  in  his  opin- 
ion, there  is  no  sufficient  objection  to  the  line  or  lines, 
on  which  the  said  companies  propose  to  carry  the  said 
canals  or  roads,  then  the  said  subscription  on  the  part 
ei  the  United  States  shall  be  made  in  the  form  and 
manner  in  this  act  authorized.  But,  if  any  objection 
as  aforesaid,  occur  to  the  line  or  lines,  on  which  the 
aaid  companies  propose  to  carry  their  canals  or  roads, 
then  it  shall  be  lawful  for  the  President  to  withhold  the 
ion  on  behalf  of  Uie  United  States,  until  the 


line  of  said  canals  or  roads  shall  be  located  in  sadi 
manner  as  to  him  may  appear  proper. 

Ssc.  3.  And  be  it  further  enacted,  Tktt  the  Regis. 
ter  of  the  Treasury  shall,  under  the  direction  of  tht 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  issue  certificates  for  the  , 
amount  of  the  instalments  of  that  part  of  the  capital 
stock  of  the  company  or  companies  aforesudjsabsaib. 
ed  on  the  part  of  the  United  mtteM,  as  the  said  instal- 
ments shall,  from  time  to  time,  become  payable  under 
the  several  laws  of  incorporation  of  such  oompanies;  j 
which  said  certificates  shall  bear  interest,  at  the  rate  of 
six  per  cent,  a  year,  from  the  time  and  times  r«pect- 
ively  at  which  the  instalments  above  mentioned  sbsU 
become  payable  as  aforesaid,  and  shall  be  issignable 
and  transferable  as  other  certificates  of  the  United 
States  stock ;  but  the  principal  of  said  certificates  ihaft 
be  redeemable  at  the  will  of  the  United  States,  and  psja- 
ble  out  of  the  proceeds  of  the  tract  of  land  hereintitcr 
designated  ;  and  the  proceeds  of  the  sales  of  thepaUic 
land  contained  in  the  said  tract,  shall,  from  time  to> 
time,  be  applied  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  vitk 
the  approbation  of  the  President,  to  the  payment  of  the 
principal  of  such  subscription,  by  either  purchasing  or 
redeeming  the  certificates  issued  aa  aforesaid,  as  maj 
be  most  convenient 

Sac.  4.  And  be  it  further  enacted.  That,  in  order  t» 
make  good  and  secure  the  payment  of  the  interut  oa 
the  certificates  issued  as  by  this  act  provided,  so  modi 
of  the  money  arising  from  the  aale  of  the  public  lands 
of  the  United  States, .  as  may  be  necessary,  shall  be, 
and  is  hereby,  appropriated,  the  said  interest  to  be  paid 
in  the  same  manner  as  the  interest  of  the  public  debt 
of  the  United  States,  and  at  such  place  or  places  aa  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  ishall  direct 

Ssc.  5.  And  be  it  further  enacted.  That  it  ahaU 
and  may  be  lawful  ror  the  President  to  cause  tbe 
shares  which  shall  belong  to  the  United  States,  of  the 
capital  stock  of  any  of  the  companies  to  which  sob* 
scription  may  be  made  on  the  part  of  the  United  States 
aa  aforesaid,  to  be  sold,  provided  the  aame  ahall  not  be 
sold  under  par,  and  the  moneys  arising  from  socb  sales 
and  also  from  dividends  of  the  profits  on  the  stock  of 
any  of  the  said  companies  belonging  to  the  United 
States,  may  be  applied  to  the  payment,  redemption,  or 
purehaae  of  th^  interest,  or  principal,  of  any  certificate* 
issued  by  the  United  States  under  the  provisions  of 
this  act. 

Sec  6.  And  be  it  further  enacted,  That,  in  order  to 
make  provision  for  the  purchase  or  redemption  of  the 
certificates  issued  under  this  act,  the  proceeds  of  all  the 
public  land  of  the  United  States,  contained  in  a  tract, 
bounded  on  the  east  by  the  western  boundary  of  the 
Connecticut  reserve ;  on  the  south  by  the  forty-firat  de- 
gree of  north  latitude ;  on  the  west  by  that  meridian 
which  forms  the  western  boundary  of  the  State  of  Ohio, 
continued  northwardly  to  the  Lake  Michigan;  and 
northwardly  and  eastwardly  by  the  Lakes  Michigan, 
Huron,  St.  Clair,  and  Erie,  and  the  straito  by  which 
they  are  connected,  or  so  much  thereof  as  may  be  ue- 
cessary,  is  hereby  appropriated. 

Sac.  7.  And  be  it  further  enacted.  That,  with  re- 
spect to  the  companies  which  may  be  already  incorpo- 
porated  for  any  of  the  purposes  above  recited,  the  shares 
constituting  the  subscription  which  may  be  made  on  the 
part  of  the  United  States,  as  by  this  act  provided,  shall 
be  vested  in  the  United  States,  and  it  shall  and  maj  be 
lawful  for  the  President  to  appoint  a  proxy  to  vote  at 
any  stated  or  other  meeting  of  the  stockholden  on  be- 
half of  the  United  Sutes.    But  that  no  subscriptioD 
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to  the  capital  stock  of  any  company  to  be  hereafter  in- 
corporate^],  for  any  of  the  purposes  by  this  act  enume- 
rated, shall  be  made  by  the  President,  unless  it  be  spe- 
cially provided  by  such  act  of  incorporation,  that  the 
subscription  which  shall  be  made  on  the  part  of  the 
United  States  to  the  capital  stock  of  such  company, 
shall  giTs  to  the  President  a  number  of  votes,  equal  to 
one-third  of  all  the  votes  to  which  the  shares  of  such 
company  are  entitled,  and  no  more,  and  also  that  the 
boolu  and  papers  of  such  companies  shall  be  at  all 
times  open  to  inspection  and  examination,  by  any  per- 
son or  persons  to  be  appointed  by  the  President,  on  be- 
half of  the  United  States  for  that  purpose. 


Monday,  January  8. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Mcioa, 

Reicloed^  That  a  eoannittee  be  appointed  to 
inquire  iuto  the  expediency  of  establishing  by  law 
a  Land  DeparlnieDt  of  the  United  States,  and 
that  they  hare  leave  to  report  by  bill  or  other- 
wise; and 

Ordered^  That  Messrs.  Meigs,  Grbgo,  Ander- 
son, Crawford,  and  Pope,  be  the  committee. 

On  request,  by  Mr.  Giles,  it  was  agreed  that 
he  have  leave  to  withdraw  bis  motion,  made  on 
the  9ib  instant,  for  the  appointment  of  a  joint 
committee. 

The  President  comraanicated  a  letter  from 
the  Secretary  of  War,  in  obedience  to  a  resolu- 
tion of  the  Senate  of  the  4th  instant,  enclosing  a 
return  of  the  Corns  of  Engineers  and  Cadets  be- 
loDging  to  the  Military  Academy;  and  the  letter 
apd  return  were  read,  and  ordered  to  lie  for  con- 
sideration. 

The  bill  for  the  improvement  of  the  United 
States,  by  public  roads  and  canals,  was  read  the 
second  time,  and  referred  to  a  select  committee, 
to  consider  and  report  thereon  ;  and  Messrs.  Pope, 
Batard,  Anderson,  Crawford,  and  Hillbouse, 
were  appointed  the  committee. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Pope, 

Ordered,  That  the  report  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  on  the  subject  of  public  roads  and 
canals,  made  in  pursuance  of  the  resolution  of  the 
Senate  of  March  2, 1807,  be  referred  to  the  same 
committee.  • 

The  Senate  resumed  the  report  of  the  com- 
mittee to  whom  was  referred  the  letter  from  the 
Surveyor  of  the  Public  Buildings  of  the  28ih  of 
November  last;  and  it  was  agreed  further  to  post- 
pone the  consideration  thereof  to  the  first  Mon- 
day in  February  next. 


Tuesday,  January  9. 

Mr.  Gaillard,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  on  the  20ih  December  last,  the  peti- 
tion of  a  num,ber  of  the  iohabitanU  of  the  City 
of  Washington,  praying  to  be  incorporated  for 
1°^  Rl{rpo8e  of  completing  certain  roads  in  the 
District  of  Columbia,  reported  a  bill  to  incorpo- 
nte  a  company  for  making  certain  turnpike  roads 
in  the  District  of  Columbia;  which  was  read, 
%Dd  passed  to  the  second  reading. 
.  A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
iQformed  the  Seaate  that  the  House  ha?e  passed  a 


bill  entitled  "An  act  tocevive  and  continue  in  force 
for  a  further  time,  th6  first  section  of  the  act,  en- 
titled ^An  act  further  to  protect  the  commerce 
and  seamen  of  the  United  States  against  the  Bar- 
bary  Powers;"  in  which  they  desire  the  concur- 
rence of  the  Senate. 

The  bill  last  brought  up  for  concurreBce 
read,  and  passed  to  a  second  reading. 


Wednesday,  January  10« 

The  bill,  entitled  ^'An  act  to  reyiye  and  coo^ 
ttnue  in  force,  for  a  further  time,  the  first  section 
of  the  act,  entitled  *Ad  act  further  to  protect  the 
commerce  and  seamen  of  the  United  States 
against  the  Barbary  Powers,'-  was  read  the  second 
time ;  and,  on  motion  by  Mr.  Smith  of  Mary- 
land, the  bill  was  read  the  third  time  by  unani- 
mous consent,  and  passed. 

Mr.  Giles,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  Message  of  the  President  of  the  Uni- 
ted States  of  the  third  instant,  reported,  in  part,  a 
bill  authorizing  the  fitting  out,  officering,  and 
manning,  the  frigates  belonging  to  the  united 
States ;  which  was  read,  and  passed  to  a  second 
reading. 

Mr.  Meigs,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred,  on  the  3d  instant,  the  petition  of  Daniel 
Boone,  reported  a  bill  for  the  relief  of  Daniel 
Boone :  which  was  read,  and  passed  to  a  second 
reading. 

The  following  Message  was  received  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States  : 

To  the  Senate  and  House  of 

Repreeeniativee  of  ike  United  States,' 
The  Director  of  the  Mint  having  made  to  me  his 
report  of  the  operations  of  the  Mint  for  the  year  1809, 
I  lay  the  same  before  you  for  your  information. 

JAMES  MADISON. 
Januabt  9,  1810. 

The  Message  and  communications  were  read, 
and  ordered  to  lie  for  consideration. 

The  bill  to  incorporate  a  company  for  making 
certain  turnpike  roads  in  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia was  resumed ;  and  the  consideration  thereof 
postponed  until  to-morrow. 

Thursday,  January  11. 

The  bill  for  the  relief  of  Daniel  Boone  was 
read  the  second  time,  and^  on  motion  of  Mr.  Brad* 
LEY,  the  bill,  together  with  the  petition  of  Daniel 
Boone,  was  recommitted  to  a  select  committee,  to 
consider  and  report  a  state  of  facts  thereon.  And 
Messrs.  Anderson,  Meigs,  and  Pope,  were  ap*' 
pointed  the  committee. 

The  bill  authorizing  the  fitting  out,  officering, 
and  manning  the  frigates  belonging  to  the  Udited 
States,  was  read  the  second  time.  On  the  ques- 
tion, Shall  the  bill  be  engrossed  and  read  the  third 
time  ?  it  was  determihed  in  the  affirmative. 

The  bill  to  incorporate  a  company  for  the  pur- 
pose of  making  certain  turnpike  roads  in  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  was  read  the  second  time,  and 
considered  as  in  Committee  of  the  Wbofe ;  and, 
after  progress,  the  further  consideration  thereof 
was  postponed  until  to-morrow. 
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Mr.  Bradlet  gare  notive  that,  to-morrow,  he 
•bould  ask  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  auffment  the 
compennation  to  the  circuit  jad^es  of  the  circuit 
eoort  of  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Mr.  Meios  presented  the  resolution  of  the  Le- 
gislature of  the  State  of  Ohio,  instructinff  their 
xepresemtation  in  Congress  to  use  their  endeavors 
to  procure  an  extension  of  the  time  of  payments 
for  public  lands  in  certain  cases ;  which  was  read : 
WhereuDon,  Mr.  M.  submitted  the  following 
motion  for  consideration : 

Rewlved,  That  a  committee  be  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  expediency  of  extending  by  law  the  times  of 
jpayment  for  public  lands  in  certain  cases. 


Friday,  January  12. 

Alexander  Campbell,  appointed  a  Senator  by 
ihe  Legislature  of  the  State  of  Ohio,  in  place  of 
Edward  Tiffin,  resigned ;  and  Christopher  G. 
Champlin.  appointed  a  Senator  by  the  Legisla- 
ture of  the  State  of  Rhode  Island,  in  the  place  of 
Francis  Malbone,  deceased;  severally  produced 
their  credentials,  which  were  read.  And  the  oath 
prescribed  by  law  having  been  administered  to 
them,  they  took  their  seats  in  the  Senate. 

Mr.  GiLMANjfrom  the  committee,  reported  that 
they  had  examined,  and  found  correctly  engrossed, 
the  bill  authorizing  the  fitting  out,  officerini?,  and 
manning,  the  fri&fates  belonffinff  to  the  United 
Slates ;  and  the  bill  was  read  the  tnird  time.  And, 
on  motion  by  Mr.  Giles,  it  was  agreed  that  the 
further  consideration  thereof  be  postponed  until 
Monday  next. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
motion  made  yesterday,  on  the  subject  of  public 
lands;  and, 

Beaolvedj  That  a  committee  be  appointed  to 
inquire  into  the  expediency  of  extending  by  law 
the  times  of  payment  for  public  lands  in  certain 
cases. 

Ordered^  That  Messrs.  Meios,  Franklin,  and 
Gregg,  be  the  committee. 

Ordered,  That  the  resolution  of  the  Legislature 
of  the  State  of  Ohio,  yesterday  communicated  to 
the  Senate,  be  referred  to  the  same  committee. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill  to  incorporate  a  compan^r  for  mak- 
ing certain  turnpike  roads  in  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia. And,  on  motion  by  Mr.  Anderson,  it 
was  agreed  further  to  postpone  the  consideration 
thereof  to  Tuesday  next. 

Mr.  Bradley  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  bring 
in  a  bill  to  augment  the  compensation  to  the  judges 
of  the  circuit  court  of  the  bistrict  of  Columbia: 
and  the  bill  was  read,  and  passed  to  the  second 
reading. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Gilm an, 

Ordered,  That  Mr.  Campbell  be  on  the  com- 
mittee, agreeably  to  the  twenty-second  rule  for 
conducting  business  in  the  Senate,  in  place  of  Mr. 
Griswolo. 

Mr.  Mbiob,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
recommitted  the  petition  of  Daniel  Boone,  to^ 
tker  with  the  bill  for  his  relief,  made  report ;  which 
was  read,  and  ordered  to  lie  for  consideration. 


Monday,  January  15. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  third  reading  of  the 
bill  authorizing  the  fittioj^  out,officerin^,aDd  man- 
ning, the  frigates  belonging  to  the  United  Sutea. 
And,  on  motion  by  Mr.  Giles,  the  bill  was  re-  I 
committed  to  the  original  committee,  further  to 
consider  and  report  thereon.  i 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  Daniel  Boone. 
And,  on  motion  by  Mr.  Bradley,  it  was  agreed 
that  the  further  consideration  thereof  be  postponed 
to  Tuesday  next. 

Tuesday,  January  16. 

Mr.  Bradley,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  Message  of  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  of  the  3d  instant,  reported,  in  part, 
a  bill  to  engage  a  corps  of  volunteers,  for  a  short 
period,  in  the  service  of  the  United  States;  which 
was  read,  and  passed  to  the  second  reading. 

The  Senate  reaamed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  second  reading  of  the  bill  to  incorpo- 
rate a  company  for  making  certain  turnpike  roads 
•in  the  District  of  Columbia ;  and,  after  progress, 
the  further  consideration  thereof  was  postponed 
until  to-morrow. 


Wednesday,  January  17. 

The  President  communicated  the  report  of  the 
Secretary  of  War,  in  compliance  with  the  fifib 
section  oi  the  "  Act  to  regulate  and  fix  the  com- 
pensation of  clerks,  and  to  authorize  the  laying 
out  certain  public  roads,  and  fur  other  purposes f 
and  the  report  was  read,  and  ordered  to  lie  for 
consideration. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  second  reading  of  the  bill  to  incorpo* 
rate  a  company  for  making  certain  turnpike  roads 
in  the  District  of  Columbia.  And,  on  motion  hj 
Mr.  Smith,  of  Maryland,  tbe  bill  was  recommit- 
ted to  a  select  committee,  to  consider  and  report 
thereon.  Messrs.  Smith  of  Maryland,  Brent, 
Goodrich,  Bradley,  and  Gaillard,  were  ap- 
pointed the  committee.   « 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill  authorizing  the  fitting  out, officer- 
iogj  and  manning,  the  frigates  belonging  to  the 
United  States,  together  with  the  amendment  yes- 
terday reported  thereon.  And  the  President  har- 
ing  reported  the  bill  to  the  House  amended,  on 
the  question.  Shall  this  bill  be  engrossed  and  read 
a  third  time  as  amended  1  it  was  determined  io 
the  affirmative. 

VOLUNTEER  CORPS. 

The  bill  to  edffage  a  corps  of  volunteers,  for  a 
short  period,  in  tne  service  of  the  United  States, 
was  read  the  aecond  time ;  and  the  further  coo- 
sideretion  therecf  was  made  the  order  of  the  day 
for  Monday  next. 

[By  this  bill,  the  President  of  the  United  States 
is  authorized  to  engage  in  the  service  of  the  Uni- 
ted States,  for  one  year,  the  following  military 
force,  to  be  engaged  as  volunteer  companies : 

From  YeraMmt  30  companies,  New  Hampsyre  M, 
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Cuncfausettfl  40,  Rhode  Uand  10,  Connecticat  20, 
lew  York  40,  New  Jersey  20,  PeDnsyWania  40,  Del- 
ware  10,  Maryland  30,  Virginia  50,  North  Carolina 
0,  South  Carolina  30,  Georgia  9Q,  Tennessee  20, 
[entncky  30,  and  from  Ohio  10  companies;  each  to 
imtistof  one  captain,  one  fiehtenant,  one  ensign,  four 
rrgeants,  four  corporals,  two  -mnsicians,  and  not  less 
ban  forty  nor  more  than  sixty  privates*  One  inspector 
0  be  appointed  for  each  State,  from  the  offieers  of  the 
kroiy  now  in  serriee*  whope  daty  it  shall  be  to  repair 
0  the  State  for  which  he  is  appointed,  and  receive  the 
rritten  engagement  of  the  companies,  dtc.  The  corps 
>f  Tolanteers  to  be  liable,  daring  the  period  for  which 
hej  sre  engaged,  to  be  ordered  into  actual  service  by 
be  President  of  the  United  States,  and,  whilst  in  ser> 
iee,  to  be  entitled  to  the  same  pay,  rations,  forage,  and 
imoloment,  of  every  kind,  (bounty  and  clothing  ex- 
xpted,)  with  the  regular  troops  of  the  United  States. 
RtThen  these  volunteer  corps  shall  be  engaged,  mus- 
cred,  and  accepted  by  (he  President,  they  shall  be 
mtitled  to  the'  following  bonnties :  To  each  commis- 
lioned  officer,  one  monk's  pay ;  to  each  non-commis- 
noned  officer,  musician,  and  private,  of  such  companies 
Rrho  ire  dressed  in  complete  nniform,  and  armed  and 
Eqoipped  fit  for  service  in  the  field,  twenty«five  dollars ; 
Isearh  private,  &c,hi  complete  nniform,  and  not  armed, 
ifteen  doUais,  and  one  musket  and  bayonet,  and  one 
cartridge-box.  The  corps  to  be  formed  into  regiments, 
ttiuuting  of  ten  companies  each,  from  the  same  State 
—one  colonel  or  lieutenant  colonel,  and  two  majors,  to 
flMh  regiment,  to  be  selected  by  the  President  of  the 
United  States.    If  a  sufficient  number  to  fill  the  quota 

from  each  State  ahali  not  engage  by  the day  ot 

— y  the  President  is  to  accept  so  many  supemumer 
luy  companies  from  the  State  nearest  to  it  as  may  be 
necessary  to  supply  the  deficiency;  but,  when  more 
companies  shall  engage  than  the  quota  required,  those 
»hoK  written  engagements  were  firat  received  shall 
be  icoepted  in  preference.    The  office  of  Inspector  of 

tolonteen  to  be  discontinued  from  and  after  the 

hj  of ,  and  the  officers  appointed  shall  return 

home;  or  sooner,  if  the  President  shall  think  proper. 
A  snm  of  -— —  dollars  is  proposed  to  be  appropriated 
to  etrry  the  plan  into  effeet.] 


Thursday,  January  18. 

Mr.  GiLMAif,  from  the  eommittee,  reported  that 
they  had  examined  and  found  correctly  engrossed 
the  bill  authorizing  the  fitting  out,  officering,  and 
nanoing,  the  fiipttes  belongbg  to  the  United 
States;  and  the  bill  was  read  the  third  time,  and 
the  blanks  having  been  filled,  as  follows: 
The  1st  with  the  word  *^  four." 
2d.  With  the  word**  four." 
3d.  With  the  word  «  fourteen." 
4ih.  With  the  words  **two  years." 
5th.  With  the  words  **m  hundred  thoa- 
asd  dollars." 

On  motioD,  by  Mr.  Crawford,  it  was  agreed 
thtt  the  question  on  the  final  passage  of  the  bill 
be  postponed  amil  to-morrow. 
,  The  bill  to  augment  the  compensation  to  the 
judges  of  the  circuit  court  of  the  District  of  Co- 
lombia was  read  the  second  time ;  Imd,  on  motion 
^  Mr.  Bbadlet,  it  was  agreed  that  the  consid- 
eration thereof  be  the  order  of  the  day  for  Taes- 
"^y  next. 


The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  \h% 
Whole,  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  Daniel  Boone; 
and,  on  motion  bj  Mr.  Bradley,  the  further  con- 
sideration thereof  was  postponed  to  the  first  Mon- 
day in  December  next. 

Mr.  Reed  submitted  the  following  resoltrtioa 
for  an  amendment  of  the  Constitution ;  which 
was  read  for  consideration : 

Reaohed  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representor 
tives  of  the  united  States  of  America^  in  Congress 
assemokdy  two-thirds  of  both  Houses  coneurringJrhaX 
the  following  section  be  submitted  to  the  Legislatures 
of  the  several  States,  which,  when  ratified  by  the  Le- 
gislatures of  three-fourths  of  the  States,  shall  be  valid 
and  binding  as  a  part  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
SUtea: 

<<  If  any  citixen  of  the  United  States  shall  accept  of 
any  title  of  nobility  from  any  King,  Prince,  or  foreign 
State,  audi  dtixen  shall  thenceforth  be  incapable  of 
holding  any  office  of  honor  or  profit  under  the  Untied 
States." 

Mr.  Pope,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred,  on  the  8th  instant,  the  bill  for  the  im- 
provement of  the  United  States  by  public  roads 
and  canals,  reported  the  bill  amended;  add  the 
bill  was  read  accordingly. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  passed 
a  bill,  entitled  "An  act  for' the  relief  of  Harry 
Caldwell  and  Amasa  Jackson,  Jeremiah  Rey- 
nolds, and  Levin  Jones;"  also,  a  bill,  entitled  "An 
act  for  the  relief  of  John  N.  Stout;"  and  a  bill, 
entitled  "An  act  to  authorize  the  removal  of  slaves 
from  one  part  of  the  District-of  Columbia  to  an- 
other;" in  which  several  bills  they  request  the 
concurrence  of  the  Senate. 

The  bills  last  mentioned  were  read,  and  passed 
to  the  second  reading. 


Friday,  January  19. 

The  bill,  entitled  "An  act  for  the  relief  of  Harry 
Caldwell  and  Amasa  Jackson,  Jeremiah  Rey- 
nolds, and  Levin  Jones,"  was  read  the  second 
time ;  and  referred  to  a  select  c6mmittee,  to  con- 
sider and  report  thereon,  atid  Messrs.  Smith,  of 
Maryland.  Pope,  and  Bradley,  were  appointed 
the  committee. 

Mr.  Smith,  of  Maryland,  presented  the  petition ' 
of  Levin  Jones,  of  the  city  of  Baltimore,  stating 
that  he  is  owner  and  master  of  the  schooner  Wolf, 
which  vessel  was  seized  some  time  in  October 
last  at  Norfolk,  in  Virginia,  for  having  brought 
certain  French  slaves  to  that  place  without  pre- 
viously complying  with  the  requisites  enjoined  by 
law.  and  praying  relief;  and  the  petition  was 
read,  and  referred  to  the  committee  last  men- 
tioned. 

The  bill,  entitled  "An  act  for  the  relief  of  John 
N.  Stom,"  was  read 'the  second  time ;  and  referred 
to  a  select  committee  to  consider  and  report  there- 
on ;  and  Messrs.  Pope,  Goodrich,  and  Fran RLiifj 
were  appointed  the  committee. 

The  bill,  entitled  "An  act  to  authorize  the  re- 
moval of  slaves  from  one  part  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  to  another,"  was  read  the  second  time; 
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and  referred  to  «  select  committee,  to  consider 
and  report  thereon.  Messrs.  Giles,  Reed,  and 
Bradley,  were  appointed  the  committee. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  bill  authorizing  the 
fitting  out,  officering^,  and  manning,  the  frigates 
belonging  to  the  United  States;  and  the  consid- 
eration thereof  was  postponed  until  Monday  next; 
and 

Ordered^  That  the  letters  from  the  committee 
.to  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  on  this  subject, 
together  with  his  replies  thereto,  -be  printed  for 
the  use  of  the  Senate. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  motion  submitted  yes- 
terday for  an  amendment  to  the  Constitution  of 
the  United  States;  and,  on  motion  by  Mr.  Reed, 
it  was  agreed  that  the  consideration  thereof  be 
the  order  of  the  day  for  Wednesday  next. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill  authorizing  a  subscription  on  be- 
half of  the  United  States  to  the  capital  stock  ef 
the  Chesapeake,  and  Delaware,  and  Ohio  Canal 
Companies,  as  amended ;  and,  on  motion  by  Mr. 
Lloyd,  it  was  agreed  that  the  further  considera- 
tion thereof  be  postponed  to  the  first  Monday  in 
February  next. 


Monday,  January  22. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,. the  bill  to  engage  a  corps  of  volunteers 
for  a  short  period  in  the  service  of  the  United 
States ;  and,  after  progress,  it  was  agreed  that  the 
further  consideration  thereof  be  postponed  until 
to-morrow. 

The  following  Message  was  received  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States: 

To  the  Senate  and  House  of 

Representatives  of  t lie  United  States  : 
I  now  transmit  to  Congress  an  account  of  the  con- 
tingent expenses  of  the  Government  for  the  year  1809. 

JAMES  MADISON. 
Jaxuabt  22,  1810. 

The  Message  and  account  were  read,  and  then 
ordered  to  lie  for  consideration. 

The  following  Message  was  also  received  from 
the  President  of  the  United  States  : 

To  the  SenaU  of  the  United  States  .• 

I  transmit  to  the  Senate  a  report  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury,  complying  with  their  resolution  of  the 
27th  of  December,  on  the  subject  of  disbursements  in 
the  intercourse  with  the  Barbary  Powers. 

Jakuart  22,  1810.  JAMES  MADISON. 

The  Message  and  report  were  read,  and  ordered 
to  be  printed  for  the  use  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  Anderson  presented  the  petition  of  the 
clerks  in  the  Treasury  Department,  stating  that 
the  provision  made  by  law  for  clerk-hire  in  that 
department  is  less  in  proportion  than  that  made 
for  other  accounting  officers,  praying  an  investi- 
gation into  their  duties,  and  to  be  nlaced  in  situa- 
tions equally  eligible  with  those  ot  the  gentlemen 
belonging  to  the  other  departments ;  and  the  peti- 
tion was  read,  and  referred  to  a  select  committee, 
to  consider  and  report  thereon;  and  Messrs.  An- 
derson, Qreqg,  and  Brbnt,  were  appointed  the 
committee. 


Tuesday,  January  23.  | 

NAVAL  ARMAMENT. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  third  reading  of  the  I 
bill  authorizing  the  fitting  out,  officering;,  and' 
manning,  the  frigates  belonging  to  the  United 
States.  I 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Bradley,  to  postpone  the 
consideration  of  the  bill  to  Monday  next,  the  8^ 
nate  was  divided,  13  in  the  affirmative  and  13ia ! 
the  negative,  and  the  President  determined  the 
question  in  the  negative. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Anderson,  to  postpone  the 
consideration  of  the  bill  to  the  second  Moodario 
February  next,  it  was  determined  in  the  negative— 
yeas  13,  nays  18.  as  follows : 

Nats — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bradley,  Campbell,  Con- 
dit,  Crawford,  Franklin,  Gregg,  Lambert,  Meigs,  Bob- 
inaon,  Sumter,  Turner  and  Whiteside. 

Nats — Messrs.  Bayard,  Brent,  Champlin,  Gaillardi 
German,  Giles,  Gilman,  (Goodrich,  Hillhouse,  Leib, 
Lloyd,  Parker,  Pickering,  Pope,  Reed,  Smith  of  Miry- 
land.  Smith  of  New  York,  and  Tait. 

On  the  question.  Shall  this  bill  pass  ? 

Mr.  Giles  observed  that,  from  the  papers  pre- 
sented by  the  committee  to  the  Senate,  and  the 
explanations  already  ffiven  of  them,  he  had  hoped 
that  the  expediency  of  the  measure  proposed  by 
the  bill,  would  have  been  so  obvious  to  every 

? gentleman  of  the  Senate,  as  to  have  relieved  him 
rom  the  necessity  of  making  anv  farther  exposi- 
tion in  its  favor.  He  said  be  felt  himself  per- 
fectly exempt  from  the  fashionable  rage  of  debate, 
which  he  feared  was  extended  so  far  as  to  tend. 
at  least,  to  impede  the  necessary  operations  o/ 
the  Government,  if  not  to  paralyze  all  its  energies; 
and  he  regretted  now  to  be  placed  under  an  obli- 
gation of  extending  or  participating  in  its  iofiu- 
ence.  But,  as  gentlemen  had  call^  on  him  for 
further  expositions  of  the  inducements  of  the 
committee  for  reporting  the  bill,  he  would  at- 
tempt to  state  them  as  briefly  as  possible ;  and  be 
begged  to  be  excused  for  confining  himself  to  gen- 
eral observations,  without  descending  to  very 
minute  details. 

Mr.  G.  said  the  bill  under  consideration  grew 
out  of  the  President's  Message  of  the  3d  iosuot. 
In  that  Message,  the  President  recommends  a  sys- 
tem of  preparatory  measures  to  meet  any  exigen- 
cies that  may  await  this  country ;  of  which  sys- 
tem, the  measure  proposed  by  the  bill  forms  one 
essential  part.  The  President  commences,  by  re- 
minding Congress  that  the  law  authorizing  a  de- 
tachment of  one  hundred  thousand  men  from  the 
militia,  will  expire  on  the  30th  of  March  next, 
and  recommends  its  continuance  for  a  longer  pe- 
riod. A  bill  to  that  effect  would  long  since  hare 
been  reported  by  the  committee,  but  a  committee 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  had  anticipated 
them  in  the  report,  and  it  was  thought  unneces- 
sary to  bring  the  same  subiect  before  the  Senate 
at  the  same  time.  The  President  then  recom- 
mends a  military  force  of  twenty  thousand  men, 
to  be  raised  and  placed  in  a  state  of  readiness,  to 
be  called  into  service  at  the  shortest  waroiog. 
Some  difference  of  opinion  existed  as  to  the  par- 
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licular  description  of  force  iatended  by  the  Mes- 
sage; bat  a  majority  of  the  committee  thought 
that  the  call  of  the  President  would  best  be  an- 
swered by  the  bill  reported  by  the  honorable  ffen- 
ilemaofrom  V-ermont,  (Mr.  Bradley,) and  which 
was  yesterday  under  consideration.  The  Presi- 
dent then  proceeds  in  the  following  words: 

"  It  will  rest  with  them,  (Congress,)  also,  to  deter- 
mine how  far  further  provision  may  be  expedient,  for 
pnttiog  into  actual  service,  if  necessary,  any  part  of  the 
oaval  annament  not  now  employed. 

*' At  a  period  presenting  features  in  the  conduct  of 
fi)reign  Powers  towards  the  United  States,  which  im- 
pose on  them  the  necessity  of  precautionary  measures 
inTolTuig  expense,  it  is  a  happy  consideration  that 
Kich  ia  the  lolid  state  of  the  public  credit,  that  reliance 
can  be  justly  placed  on  any  legal  provision  that  may  be 
made  for  resorting  to  it,  in  a  convenient  form,  and  to  an 
tdeqoate  amount." 

From  this  recommendation,  as  well  as  from  the 
papers  and  other  information  obtained  from  the 
Nary  Department  in  relation  to  this  subject,  the 
measure  was  addressed  to  the  committee  by  two 
obrioas  and  powerful  considerations. 

The  oue,  to  preserve  the  frigates  proposed  to 
be  repaired  from  entire  destruction. 

The  other,  to  employ  them  as  instruments  of 
protection  and  defence  in  the  event  of  war,  dtc. 

With  respect  to  the  first  object,  it  is  to  be  re- 
marked, the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  informs  you — 
aod  this  informatioD,  he  believed,  founded  upon 
ao  actual  examination  of  the  vessels — that  tney 
required  material  repairs,  that  they  would  proli- 
ably  be  damaged  thirty  per  cent,  by  delaying  the 
repairs  for  ooe  year,  and  shortly  thereafter,  oe  to- 
tally unworthy  of  repair.  That  the  present  cost 
of  repairs  would  be  about  equal  to  one-half  of  the 
original  cost  of  new  vessels ;  and  that,  when  re- 
paired, they  would  be  better  vessels  than  could 
be  built  of  green  timber.  That  the  repairs  of  the 
whole  of  them  could  be  completed  by  next  Fall, 
if  the  work  was  all  to  be  done  at  this  place. 
Whereas,  to  fell  timber  for  new  frigates,  and  to 
complete  them  out  of  timber  now  to  be  procured, 
vould  require  two  or  three  year^,  dbc. 

Under  these  circumstances,  the  committee  were 
left  to  the  alternative,  either  of  giving  up  these 
frigates  to  entire  waste  and  destruction,  or  to  sub- 
stitute new  ones  in -their  stead,  under  all  the  dis- 
adraoiages  of  increased  expense,  delay  in  time, 
ud  the  inconvenience  of  buildiog  them  of  un- 
seasoned timber,  d&c.j  or  to  provide  for  repairing 
the  frigates  now  in  being,  as  contemplated  in  the 
bill.   They  preferred  the  last  alternative ;  and, 
surely,  it  is  recommended  by  every  consideration 
of  economy  in  expense,  economy  in  time,  and  the 
luoerior  quality  of  the  vessels  when  completed,  dec. 
Mr.  G.  said,  he  knew  there  were  gentlemen 
vbo  thought  that  it  would  be  better  policy  to  let 
ihese  frigates  go  to  destruction  altogether ;  and 
^hat  the  money  expended  upon  their  repair  was 
QODey  thrown  away,  or  worse,  as  involving  con- 
l^uential  expenses,  &c. ;  and  that  imputations 
had  been  thrown  out  against  those  who  now  fa- 
vored naval  establishments  even  to  a  very  limited 
extent,  and  who  formerly  opposed  them.    He  had 


reason  to  believe,  also,  that  these  imputations, 
however  unmerited,  had  not  been  altogether  with<> 
out  their  efifecL 

He  would,  therefore,  endeavor  to  put  this  sub- 
ject in  its  true  point  of  view,  by  bestowing  a  few 
observations  on  it. 

In  the  first  place,  he  would  call  to  the  recollec- 
tion of  gentlemen,  for  they  appear  to  have  forgot- 
ten  or  overlooked  the  circumstance,  that  the  pres- 
ent Naval  Establishment  was  fixed  in  the  yeara 
1800  and  1801,  under  the  Administration  of  Mr. 
Jefierson,  with  the  approbation  and  consent  of 
himself,  and,  he  believed,  of  every  other  Repub- 
lican then  in  Congress.  That,  at  that  time,  the 
establishment  was  thought  a  proper  and  reason- 
able one;  and  (hat,  after  completing  the  frigatea 
now  proposed  to  be  repaired,  the  establishment 
will  then  be  less  by  three  fri sates,  than  was 
thought  proper  and  reasonable  by  the  Republi- 
cans at  that  time.  He  asked,  what  circumstancea 
had  taken  place  since  1800  and  1801,  to  justify  a 
further  extension  of  the  Naval  Establishment,  or 
with  what  propriety  can  those  who  (hen  consented 
to  that  establishment  be  accused  of  inconsistency 
of  conduct,  or  change  of  political  principles,  for 
consenting  to  an  establishment  now,  less  by  three 
frigates,  than  they  then  thought  both  reasonable 
and  proper  ? 

Since  that  time,  the  United  States  have  been 
blessed  with  a  vast  increase  of  population,  a  vast 
increase  of  wealth,  particularly  mercantile  wealth, 
and  increase  of  revenue,  dbc.  At  the  same  time, 
with  an  unexampled  diminution  of  public  debt, 
and,  withal,  they  have,  in  the  meantime,  had  their 
rights,  commercial  rights  particularly,  assailed  by 
both  the  great  belligerents  of  Europe,  without  any 
prospects  of  relaxation  from  either.  He  asked 
whether  they  could  find,  in  any  of  these  circum- 
stances, causes  to  justify,  at  the  present  moment, 
dismantling  their  Navy,  or  cutting  off  or  unnerv- 
ing the  naval  arm  of  their  Government  ?  He  pre- 
sumed the  whole  of  them  would  naturally  pro- 
duce a  contrary  tendency.  He  said,  these  impu- 
tations had  been  thrown  out  by  some  gentlemen, 
for  whom  he  had  the  highest  respect,  and^  he  be- 
lieved, with  the  most  candid,  though  mistaken, 
convictions  on  their  minds ;  but  their  errors  would 
be  easily  corrected  by  an  attentive  review  of  the 
events  which  preceded  the  causes  which  pro- 
duced,and  the  events  which  followed  the  change 
of  Administration  in  1800.  During  the  Federal 
Administration,  the  Federal  party  conceived  the 
erroneous  opinion,  and  acted  under  the  mistaken 
impression,  that  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States  wanted  energy ;  and  to  supply  this  want, 
they  undertook  to  legislate  energy  into  it.  For 
this  purpose,  they  devised  expedients  to  justify  it, 
and  resorted  to  physical  force,  armies  and  navies, 
to  supply  this  misconceived  fatal  defect  in  the 
Constitution,  and  to  form  the  essential  substitute 
for  energy ;  which  was,  in  their  view,  the  great 
desideratum  of  the  Government. 

These  measures  required  enormous  expenses; 
taxes  were  imposed  on  the  people  to  defray  them ;. 
and  when  they  were  informed  that  these  expensea 
were  intended  to  procure  energy,  they  did  not 
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believe  that  they  were  ia  want  of  any  sach 
energy.     They  round  their  ralers.  were  acting 
under  a  mistaken  vision';  that  th^y  had  departed 
from  the  necessary  practical  objects  of  the  Qov- 
ernment,  and  gone  in  quest  of  visionary  theories, 
which  existed  only  in  their  own  deluded  imagi- 
nations, which  could  be  of  BO  practical  use  to  the 
people,  and  which  cost  them  vast  sums  of  money, 
ioQ.    They  therefore  took  the  Gk)vernment  out 
of  Federal  handstand  put  it  into  the  hands  of  their 
opponents — the  Republican  party.    The  vision* 
ary  theory  of  energy  was,  therefore,  the  fatal  error 
of  the  Federal  party  ;  and  that  error  deprived  it 
of  the  power  of  the  nation.    The  Government 
being  thus  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  Republi- 
cans, whilst  heated  with  the  zeal  of  opposition  to 
the  Federal  doctrines,  and  flushed  with  their  re- 
cent triumph,  it  was  natural  for  them,  with  the 
best  intentions,  to  run  into  the  opposite  extreme; 
to  go  too  far  in  the  relaxations  or  the  powers  of 
the  Gtov^rnment,  and  to  indulge  themselves  in 
the  delightful  visions  of  extending  the  range  of 
individual  liberty.    They  were,  therefore,  in  dan- 
ger of  relaxing  the  powers  of  the  Government  so 
far  as  to  deprive  it  of  the  means  of  its  own  preser- 
vation and  execution  for  domestic  objects,  and 
impair  or  destroy  its  efficacy  in  resisting  foreign 
aggressions.    The  theory,  therefore,  of  the  Repub- 
licans, as  opposed  to  that  of  the  Federalists,  t^as  the 
relaxation  of  governmental  restraints,  or  the  ex- 
tension of  individual  liberty.   It  was  natural  that, 
in  the  vibration  of  the  political  pendulum,^  it 
should  go  from  one  extreme  to  another ;  and  that 
this  has  been  too  much  the  case  with  the  Repub- 
lican Administration,   he  regretted  to  say,  he 
feared,  would  be  demonstrated  by  a  very  super- 
ficial review  of  the  events  of  the  last  two  or  three 
years.    He  said  it  had  been  his  fortune  to  oppose 
both  of  these  extremes ;  that  he  thought  the  true 
policy  of  the  United  States  would  be  found  in 
the  medium  between  these  two  extremes ;  that 
he  had  steadfastly  placed   his  footing  on  that 
^ound ;  and  that  he  should  not  be  driven  from 
It,  until  he  was  convinced  he  had  assumed  an 
unwise  position.    He  said  he  was  equally  averse 
from  incurring  expense,  or  devising  expedients, 
merely  to  procure  ideal  energy  for  the  Govern- 
ment ;  and  from  an  undue  relaxation  of  its  pow- 
ers, stimulated  by  a  visionary  philanthropy,  in  a 
vain  pursuit  of  the  extension  of  individual  liberty 
beyond  the  susceptibilttv  of  human  nature;  or, 
in  other  words,  irreconcilable  with  the  imperfec* 
tions  of  the  human  character.    He  always  had 
been,  and  still  was,  willing,  to  call  info  action  the 
whole  Constitutional  powers  of  the  Government, 
for  the  purpose  of  effecting  all  its  practicable, 
legitimate,  and  expedient  objects,  whether  of  a 
foreign  or  domestic  character.    And  he  believed 
the  Governtpent  had  powers  sufficient  for  all  its 
objects,  if  wisely  and  efficiently  applied.     He 
said,  if  any  example  were  wanted  to  illustrate 
the  truth  and  correctness  of  these  observations,  it 
would  be  found  in  the  case  under  consideration : 
In  the  objections  to  a  Naval  Establishment  at  this 
time,  less  by  three  frigates  than  was  deemed  rea- 
sonable in  1800  and  1801;  and  in  the  intimated 


inconsistency  in  the  conduct  of  those  who  then 
approved  that  establishment,  and  who  now  ap- 
prove of  one  of  less  extent.  Perhaps  the  traih  is, 
that  ffentlemen  have  gone  so  far  in  the  pleasing 
and  laudable  effort  to  improve  the  happiness  ct 
man,  by  extending  the  scope  of  individual  libertf, 
that  they  suppose  those  who  stand  still  are  re- 
ceding from  them  in  an  opposite  direction,  while 
they  are  not  sensible  of  their  own  motions. 
He  said,  under  the  view  of  this  part  of  the  sub- 
ject, he  would  vote  for  the  bill ;  and  if  circam- 
stances  should,  in  his  judgment,  hereafter  render 
it  expedient,  he  would  vote  for  a  still  further  ex- 
tension of  naval  equipments.  He  said  there  was 
no  danger,  in  his  judgment,  in  having  a  navy  ia 
this  country  beyond  a  very  limited  extent;  bt- 
cause  the  agricultural  and  mechanical  interesu 
were  greatly  superior  to  the  commercial ;  aod 
they  would  always  afford  a  complete  security 
against  a  too  great  extension  of  a  navy. 

Mr.  G.  said  the  second  consideration  which  ia- 
duced  the  committee  to  report  the  bill,  was  to 
employ  t^e  frigates  as  instruments  of  protectfoa 
aod  defence,  and  even  of  annoyance,  in  the  event 
of  war.  Gientlemen  have  asked  whether  ihe 
whole  of  the  frigates  are  competent  to  resist  the 
British  fleet,  or  even  a  small  squadron  of  it?  To 
which  it  is  answered,  no,  they  are  not.  Bat 
it  by  no  means  follows,  that  because  they  are  ia- 
competent  to  achieve  that  splendid  exploit,  that, 
therefoire,  they  cannot  be  of  any  use  at  all.  He 
conceived  they  might  be  materially  useful  in  d^ 
fending  a  town  in  case  of  a  naval  attack.  Thef 
would  form  an  essential  part  of  a  combined  force 
for  that  object.  Fortifications  on  land  have  been 
erected  at  an  immehse  expense,  gunboats  hare 
been  provided  for  the  defence  of  the  seaport 
iownsj  &c.,  and  frigates  are  in  many  respects 
essential  to  their  combined  of>eration.  Thev  are, 
besides,  important  in  furnishing  officers  and  men 
for  the  gonboatS;  dtc. ;  and  it  has  always  beea 
understood  that  their  operations  must  be  incom- 
plete without  the  operations  of  vessels  of  war. 
He  therefore  considered  it  incorrect  to  single  out 
this  particular  part  of  the  naval  force,  and  to 
ask  what  it  can  achieve  singly  and  alone.  It 
would  be  more  just  and  proper  to  consider  it  as 
part  of  a  combined  system  of  force.  In  that 
point  of  view,  he  believed  it  would  not  be  ioefiS- 
cient.  He  believed  tbe^  might  also  be  occasioo- 
ally  employed  in  harassing  the  commerce  of  an 
enemy  with  considerable  effect,  particularly  if 
Great  Britain  should  be  that  enemy. 

Mr.  G.  said  he  should  avail  himself  of  that  oc- 
casion to  be  explicit  In  stating  his  views  of  the 
question  of  peace  or  tvar.  He  was  induced  to  do 
this  because  his  views  upon  that  question  had 
been  misunderstood,  or  at  least  misrepresented  to 
the  public,  and  pretended  to  be  derived  from  con- 
versations and  other  sources  of  information  easily 
to  be  misconceived,  and  more  easily  to  be  misrep- 
resented, and  for  which  he  did  not  feel  himself  at 
all  responsible.  He  had  always  been  in  the  habit 
of  franxly  exposing  his  views  without  reserve,  in 
his  place  on  that  floor,  upon  all  subjects,  when  re-  , 
quired  by  the  duties  or  hu  station ;  he  should  now 
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do  so,  aad  for  th«ir  correcloeas  in  that  fdace  he 
acknowledged  himffelf  to  be  responsible  to  the 
public. 

He  said,  with  respect  to  peace  or  war,  it  should 
be  observed,  that  in  a  dispute  betweeii  nations, 
war  was  at  the  option  of  either  party — peace  was 
not  i  peace  required  the  consent  of  both.   Whilst, 
therefore,  war  may  be  in  our  power,  peace  may 
be  beyond  our  control.    Great  Sri^n  may  make 
war  opon  us,  and  it  is  oar  most  imperious  duty  to 
be  prepared  to  meet  it.    He  said.#s  to  the  proba- 
bility of  that  event,  he  had  no  certain  data  to 
guide  his  judgment ;  biit  if  it  be  even  uncertain, 
preparations  ought  to  be  made  to  mee^it  with 
ciiect  and  advantage.    He  was.  therefore,  in  favor 
of  every  preparation,  both  by  land  and  by  sea,  to 
meet  war ;  out  he  considered  the  question  of  mak- 
iog  preparations  to  meet  war  a  very  differeni 
thing  from  a  question  to  declare  or, to  make  war ; 
10  much  so,  that  resorting  to  the  one.  has  always 
been  considered  as  the  best  expedient  to  avoid  the 
other  alternati  ve ;  whilst,  therefore,  he  was  against 
declaring  for  making  war  under  present  circum- 
iiaoces,  and  at  this  time,  he  was  in  favor  of  pre  pa- 
ntio&s  to  meet  it,  which  might  hereafter  renoer 
I  resort  to  it  unnecessary.    But  he  would  at  the 
ame  time  say,  explicitly,  that  if  Great  Britain 
vonld  continue  her  course  of  hostility  a^inst  us, 
lie  would,  i^t  a  convenient  and  proper  time,  be  de« 
cidedlv  in  favor  of  war,  rather  than  submit  to  her 
lawleA  pretensions  and  aggressions.    He  believed 
that  rather  than  submit,  the  United  States  ought* 
must,  and  will  eo  to  war  for  the  preservation  ana 
maioteoance  of  their  rights^  4^c.    He  drew  this 
coQclosion  with  confidence  and  certainty  from 
the  character  of  the  dispute  between  the  two 
countries.    What  is  the  real  character  of  that 
dispute,  particularly  as  it  respects  commercial 
rights?   Independently  of  aggressions  vitally  af- 
fecting the  chiaracter  and  interests  of  the  United 
Slates,  contiiiued  without  atonement  or  relaxa- 
tion, and  which  are  too  well  known  to  require 
repetition  here,  the  real  character  of  the  dispute 
leipectiag  cogimercial  rights,  when  stripjjed  of 
all  its  disguises  and  embellishmients,  consists  in 
this:  whether  the  United  States  or  Great  Britain 
ihall  regulate  the  commerce  of  the  United  Siatesi 
Or,  rather,  whether  the  United  States  shall  regu- 
lue  their  own  commerce  consistentljr  with  the 
|av  of  nations  1   Or,  shall  Great  Biritam  regulate 
it  in  contravention  of  the  law  of  nations?    The 
nght  to  regulate  commerce  is,  perhaps,  the  most 
imporuint  right  confided  to  Congress  under  the 
Constitation ;  and  that  Congress  might  possess 
^t  power  was  certainly  the  primary  induce- 
BKiu  to  the  formation  of  the  Constitution. 

It  is  known  that  the  inefficiency  of  the  com- 
Qtercial  regulations  of  the  several  States,  and  the 
extremely  inconvenient  influence  of  the  conflict- 
ing systems  of  the  different « States  upon  each 
^her,  first  suggested  the  necessity  of  a  General 
Goremment,  &t  the  purpose  of  regulating  com- 
toerce  by  one  uniform  and  efficient  system  ^  of 
course  the  power  to  r^ulate  commerce  may  be 
considered  as  the  foundation  of  the  Constitution 
Itself.  The  people  of  the  United  States  have 


delegated  a  Congress  charged  with  the  sacred 
trust  of  protecting  and  exercising  this  great  Con* 
stitutional  power.  How,  then,  can  that  Congreas 
abandon  it  to  the  exercise  of  a  foreign  Power, 
without  an  almost  treasonable  infidelitv  to  the 

SK>ple,  by  whom  they  are  delegated?  Great 
ritain  not  only  claims^  but  actually  exercises 
the  power  of  regulating,  and  even  of  restraining 
and  prohibiting  your  commerce  at  pleasure ;  and 
so  far  has  she  carried  the  exercise  of  this  power 
as  to  substitute  her  own  illicit  commerce  in  the 
place  of  your  lawful,  but  prohibited  commerce  I 
Yes,  in  utter  contempt  of  your  rights  and  author* 
ity,  and  in  utter  disregard  of  her  own  charaeteri 
she  is  now  in  the  daily  habit  of  granting  licevkset 
to  her  own  subjects  to  commit  treason  agaiaal 
the  comnaon  law  of  the  land,  by  authorixing  them 
to  carry  on  an  illicit  commerce  with  her  enemy, 
in  substitution  o(  your  lawful  commerce.  He  be- 
lieved it  impossible  for  the  United  States  to  sub* 
mit  long  to  this  unexampled  state  of  things ;  and, 
therefore,  that  they  ought,  must,  and  will,  ere 
long,  go  to  war  to  assert  and  maintain  their  vio- 
lated rights^  their  injured  interests,  dbc.,  if  no 
other  expedient  will  answer  the  object. 

Mr.  G.  said  that  this  view  of  the  subject  was 
addressed  with  peculiar  force  to  the  commercial 
parts  of  the  United  States;  and  this  slate  of 
things,  if  persevered  in  by  Gfeat  Britain,  must 
and  will  awaken  them^  in  spite  of  all  their  preju- 
dices, to  a  sense  of  their  own  danger  and  interest ; 
and  whenever  that  shall  be  the  case,  they  must  and 
will  unite  in  measures  of  protection  and  redress. 

Mr,  G.  said  it  was  astonishing  to  him  huw  een- 
tlemen  representing  the  commercial  parts  of^tha 
United  States  could  ever,  for  a  moment,  suppose 
that  himself,  or  the  people  in  the  scene  of  oountrf 
from  which  he  came,  could  desire  to  enter  into  an 
unnecessary  war  with  Great  Britain.  That  pari 
of  the  country,  above  all  others,  found  an  interest 
in  an  intercourse  with  Great  Britain,  particularly 
at  the  present  moment ;  the  articles  it  furnished 
were,  at  this  time,  particularly  suited  to  the  Brit- 
ish market.  They  were  principally  tobacco,  flour, 
and  wheat.  The  whole  of  which  were  now  in 
brisk  demand  for  the  British  market,  particularly 
the  best  JaiAes  river  tobacco,  which  was  so  pecu- 
liarly suited  to  the  market,  as  now  to  commnnd 
from  seven  to  nine  dollars  per  cwt.;  whereae 
Maryland  tobacco,  which  was  consumed  in  thyt 
prohibited  markets  of  the  Continent,  was  in  little 
demand,  and  comparatively  low  in  price*  Indeed, 
from  these  causes,  there  has  been  a  peeuliar  ac- 
tivity in  the  commercial  scene  in  that  part  of  the 
country  for  some  months  past:  and  gentlemen, 
who  supposed  him  disposed  to  plunge  into  an  un- 
necessary war  with  Great  Britain,  could  not  give 
him  credit  for  even  the  most  superficial  consid- 
eration of  his  own  interest,  or  the  interest  of  that 
part  qf  the  country.  But,  notwithstanding  these 
considerations,  he  was  not  willing  himself,  nor 
were  the  people  of  thi^t  part  of  the  country  willing 
to  submit  to  the  abandonment  of  a  single  attri- 
bute of  national  sovereignty ;  still  less  were  they 
disposed  to  abandon  the  great  Constitutional  right 
in  question. 
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Mr.  G.  said  he  thought  war  justifiable  only  in 
case  of  self-defence.  That,  as  ne  had  often  done 
before  on  that  floor,  he  now  solemnly  protested 
against  war  merely  for  the  acquisition  of  terri- 
tory,^ or  any  other  object  of  aggrandizement  or 
ambition.  But  what  is  a  war  of  self-defence? 
When  any  attribute  of  national  sovereignty  what- 
ever is  attacked  bv  a  foreign  Power,  it  then  be- 
comes a  case  of  self-defence  to  the  party  attacked. 
In  the  case  between  the  United  States  and  Great 
Britain,  not  only  is  a  national  attribute  assailed, 
but  the  highest  national  attribute  sanctioned  by 
the  Constitution  of  the  United  States — the  corner 
stone  of  the  Constitution  itself.  This,  then,  is 
strictly  a  case  of  self-defence,  aggravated  with  all 
the  circumstances  of  a  continued  claim,  and  con- 
temptuous insult.  But,  allhouffh  he  deemed  a  war 
purely  defensive  alone  justifiable;  yet  he  thought 
it  perfectly  correct  to  carry  on  such  a  war  when 
undertaken  ofienstvely ;  and  that  it  was  perfectly 
justifiable  to  seize  on  territory,  and  appropriate  it 
as  a  just  retribution  for  the  evils  of  war  unjustly 
inflicted  by  the  culpable  assailant,  or  to  resort  to 
any  other  means  of  ofiensive  annoyance  what- 
ever, dbc.  Under  every  view  of  this  subject, 
therefore,  he  thought  the  measure  contemplatea 
by  the  bill  recommended  as  one  part  of  a  system 
of  preparations  for  war. 

Mr.  G.  said  he  would  now  bestow  some  obser- 
vations on  the  objection  of  expense.  This  point 
afibrded  an  argument  always  powerful,  and  for 
some  years  past  irresistible.  It  is  said  $600,000, 
the  contemplated  expense  for  equipping  all  the 
frigates,  is  enormous.  He  said  it  was  so ;  and  no 
gentleman  regretted  the  necessity  of  incurring 
this  and  other  similar  expenses  more  than  him- 
self. But  the  correct  and  proper  question  is  not — 
is  this  sum  not  erroneous?  ft  is:  how  can  it  be 
avoided,  and  save  the  rights  and  interests  of  the 
nation?  The  real  object  of  this  expense  is  to 
save  the  United  States  against  the  rapacity  and 
mad  ambition  of  the  rulers  of  other  nations ;  and 
hence  arises  its  indispensable  necessity.  It  no 
doubt  will  appear  wonderful  to  a  speculative, 
philosophic  mmd.  to  contemplate  the  enormous 
expenses  incurred  by  nations  for  the  purpose  of 
self-protection  aj^inst  the  rapacity  and  ambition 
of  the  rulers  of  other  nations.  In  this  respect, 
however,  the  United  States  have  been  at  all  times 
peculiarly  fortunate,  compared  with  any  other 
nation  with  which  they  have  any  intimate  rela- 
tions. Take  Great  Britain,  for  instance,  and  cal- 
culate the  enormous  expenses  she  incurs  to  pro- 
tect herself  from  the  ambition  of  her  own  and  the 
rulers  of  other  nations,  and  compare  them  with 
those  incurred  by  the  United  States  for  the  same 
object,  and  the  latter  would  be  to  the  former  as  a 
droff  in  the  ocean.  This  would  be  the  result  in 
some  degree  in  a  comparison  with  any  other  na- 
tion. But  the  question  is,  whether  it  is  not  bet- 
ter to  incur  this  expense,  than  to  yield  to  the  fatal 
influence  of  this  unbounded  rapacity  and  ambi- 
tion ?  Independently  of  exchanging  the  attributes 
of  freedom  and  independence  for  the  degradation 
of  slavery,  would  not  this  submission  cost  vou 
more  in  money  upon  the  most  economical  calcu- 


lation ?  Could  you  purchase  ofi*  its  griping  iofta- 
ence  for  $600,000  ?  Would  not  your  proud  con- 
queror take  all  you  had,  and  think  he  had  left 
you  too  much,  as  long  as  you  had  a  comfort  re- 
maining? The  same  speculative  reflections  maf 
be  applied  to  the  enormous  sums  expended  in  the 
most  perfect  political  associations  for  the  protec- 
tion of  society  against  the  violence  and  deprarity 
of  individuals.  To  count  up  ail  the  costs  ex- 
pended, to  i>rotect  the  virtuous  and  the  good 
against  the  violence  and  depravity  of  the  vicioas 
and  the  bad,  would  doubtles.<  be  a  subject  of  won- 
der to  a  philosophic  mind.  Take  the  United 
States  for  example^  and  imagine  all  the  costs  of 
all  the  courts  of  criminal  jurisdiction,  the  grand 
and  petit  juries,  witnesses,  d&c.,  and  add  to  them 
the  costs  of  the  dungeons,  the  jails,  the  bolts,  the 
bars,  the  chains,  dbe.,  and  the  amount  would  be 
enormous ;  and  if  you  should  choose  to  indol^ 
yourself  in  the  speculation  still  further,  count  the 
costs  of  all  the  locks  and  keys  in  the  United 
States,  which  would  be  useless  if  there  were  no 
such  thiuff  as  human  vice  and  depravity,  and  the 
mind  would  be  left  in  a  state  of  astonishment  tt 
the  enormous  result,  at  the  immense  sums  neces- 
sarily expended  for  the  proteqtion  of  societf 
against  the  baneful  and  destructive  influence  of 
human  vices.  But  did  ever  any  man  doubt  of 
the  propriety  of  this  expenditure?  Did  heerer 
pause  and  ask  himself,  whether  these  sums  were 
not  enormous?  No;  he  knew  they  were  great  in 
themselves,  but  nothing  compared  with  the  ob- 
ject to  be  obtained  by  them  ;  nothing  compared 
with  the  preservation  of  society  from  the  destrnc- 
tive  influence  of  human  violence  and  depravitf. 
And  is  this  result  to  be  wondered  at,  when  yon 
reflect  for  a  moment  on  the  horrible  effects  of 
giving  them  the  triumph,  and  yielding  submis- 
sion to  their  influence?  The  same  olntervatioDs 
will  apply  with  greater  force  to  the  society  of 
nations ;  the  same  injurious  consequences  would 
result  from  submission  by  one  nation  to  the  de- 
mands of  the  rapacious  and  ambitions  rulers  of 
another  nation ;  he  was  therefore  willing  to  resist 
and  repel  them  when  directed  by  any  nation 
against  the  rights  and  interests  of  the  United 
States,  and  for  that  purpose  was  willing  to  inear 
the  proposed  expense,  or  any  other  within  the 
ability  of  the  Government,  rather  than  to  yield 
submission  to  the  desTruetive  influence  of  these 
ambitious  and  rapacious  demands. 

Mr.  G.  said  he  could  not  help  reminding  gen- 
tlemen here  of  the  unfortunate  consequences  of 
the  successful  influence  of  this  argument  of  econ- 
omy at  no  distant  period.  He  feared  that  from 
the  want  of  a  timely  expenditure  of  monef,  to 
enforce  a  great  and  wise  measure  of  the  Gorern- 
ment,  we  were  now  reduced  to  our  present  em- 
barrassed situation ;  and  to  be  relieved  from  it 
might  probably  cost  us  much  more  money  than 
was  then  necessary  for  the  object;  and  in  addi- 
tion to  this  economical  waste  of  treasure  might 
also  be  a  waste  of  blood. 

Mr.  G.  then  begged  to  jresent  another  aspect 
of  the  proposed  measure  to  the  view  of  the  Sen- 
ate.   He  said  t^at  the  aggressions  of  the  bellig- 
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rfDts  upon  oar  rights  and  interests  were  so  uni- 
enally  known  and  felt  throughout  the  United 
)tates,  that  the  people  were  almost  uniyersaliy 
ookiDg  np  to  Congress  for  some  measures  of 
irfparation  for  meeting  any  crisis  which  may 
lefall  us.  The  present  measure  goes  to  put  into 
I  stale  of  readiness  for  service  all  the  naval  force 
if  the  United  States.  It  is  therefore  believed, 
bat,  io  this  respect,  the  measure  would  satisfy 
he  JQst  expectations  of  the  people,  and  when 
^ombiDed  with  other  preparatory  measures  <pon- 
emplated  for  the  land  service,  would  afford  such 
votection  and  security  as  would  justify  the  con- 
ideoce  of  the  people  m  Congress.  He  said  that 
be  measnre  of  the  first  importance,  in  his  judg- 
iDeDt«  for  this  object,  was  a  provision  for  procur- 
ing eTerjr  species  of  munitions  of  war,  to  be  de- 
[losued  in  convenient  places  of  security  near  the 
rorioQs  parts  of  the  United  States,  most  liable  to 
radden  attacks  from  an  enemy.  This  measure 
woold  probably  shortly  be  brought  forward  by 
the  committee  on  the  President's  Message.  And 
if,  io  addition  to  this  20,000  men,  either  volun- 
teers or  regulars  could  be  placed  at  the  disposal 
of  the  President,  with  a  power  to  call  out  100,000 
meo  from  the  militia,  he  thought  the  system 
would  answer  all  existing  exigencies,  would 
place  the  nation  in  a  respectable  attitude,  would 
do  justice  to  the  character  of  Congress,  and  insure 
(beeeDeral  confidence  of  the  people. 

m.  Chawford  said,  before  he  entered  on  the 
discussion  of  the  bill,  he  felt  it  his  duty  to  declare, 
that  in  the  observations  he  had  made  upon  the 
Doiioo  for  postponement,  he  had  not  the  most 
disiaot  intention  of  intimating  that  the  gentle- 
man  from  Virginia  wished  to  involve  the  nation 
in  a  war,  that  he  did  not  conscientiously  believe  to 
be  necessary  for  the  preservation  of  the  honor  or 
imerei»t  of  the  country. 

Mr.  C.  said  that  he  bad,  by  his  own  refieetions, 
been  led  to  conjecture  that  this  additional  naval 
force  was  intended  to  protect  our  commerce  in 
time  of  peace,  or  to  prepare  the  nation  for  a 
declaration  of  war,  which  we  intend  to  issue,  or 
npect  to  be  issued  against  us,  by  one  or  both  of 
the  great  belligerent  nations.  The  observations 
of  the  ^ntleman  from  Virginia  had  satisfied  him 
^at  his  conjectures  are  well  founded.  These 
are  the  objects  of  this  bill.  But  when  a  measure 
iorolriog  a  considerable  expense  is  under  con- 
sideration, it  is  necessary  and  proper  to  inquire 
vheiher  the  means  to  be  employed  are  adequate 
to  the  attainment  of  the  object.  The  inadequacy 
of  the  naval  force  of  the  United  States  to  the  pro- 
^lion  of  its  commerce,  is  so  glaring  as  to  strike 
tbe  most  superficial  observer  at  the  first  blush.  If 
trery  frigate,  sloop,  and  bomb  ketch,  was  a  first 
nteship-of-the-line,'it  would  even  then  be  wholly 
mcompetent  to  that  object.  If  the  United  States 
vere  to  invest  9100,000,000  in  vessels  of  war, 
and  expend  one  fourth  of  that  sum  annually  by 
employing  it  for  the  protection  of  our  commerce, 
>UoQld  still  be  unprotected,  or  the  nation  in- 
yolved  in  war.  As  this  additional  naval  force  is 
inadequate  to  the  protection  of  our  commerce, 
>Bd  has  never  been  employed  for  that  purpose,  it 


is  but  reasonable  to  suppose  that  it  is  intended  to 
prepare  the  nation  for  a  declaration  of  war,  which 
we  intend  to  issue  against  France  or  Qreat  Bri- 
tain.   In  the  examination  of  this  question  we 
can  only  reason  from  analogy.    From  our  past 
conduct,  we  may  judge  with  some  deffree  of  cor* 
rectness,  what  we  shall  do  under  similar  circum- 
stances.   What  was  the  situation  of  the  United 
States  in  March  last?    The  British  Orders  in 
Council  of  the  11th  November,  1807,  were  then 
unmodified,  and  in  full  operation ;  every  port  in 
Europe  which  was  shut  against  British  vessels, 
was  aeclared  to  be  in  a  state  of  blockade;  all  ves« 
sels  attempting  to  enter  them  were  subject  to 
capture  and  condemnation;  the  right  to  trade  to 
those  ports  could  not  be  exercised,  until  the  neu- 
tral vessel  had  touched  at  a  British  port,  and  paid 
a  transit  duty,  which,  in  some  cases  exceeded  the 
original  value  of  the  cargo.    Our  commercial 
intercourse  with  France  was  not  more  auspicious. 
Our  vessels  tfnd  cargoes  had  been  placed  in  a 
state  of  sequestration,  with  an  intimation,  that 
their  final  disposition  would  depend  upon  the 
course  which  this  nation  should  adopt  towards 
Great  Britain.    To  relieve  the  nation  from  the 
pressure  of  these  accumulated  wrongs,  the  em- 
barffo  was  imposed — it  was  voluntarily  submitted 
to  for  fourteen  months,  and  was  then  abandoned 
in  a  panic.    When  this  measure  was  repealed, 
did  we  declare  war?    Did  we  issue  letters  of 
marque  and  reprisal;  or  did  the  other  House 
strike  from  the  non-intercourse  act,  a  provision 
which  authorized  the  President  to  issue  them 
upon  a  specified  contingency?    Sir,  if  this  na- 
tion ever  intended  to  declare  war  for  any  cause 
short  of  thd  invasion  of  its  territory,  or  the  bom- 
bardment of  its  cities,  last  March  was  the  time 
which  ought  to  have  been  seized  for  its  com- 
mencement.    We  had  cause,  and  more  than 
cause  for  war,  if  war  would  have  procured  redress. 
Our  ships  were  then  in  our  own  ports — our  sea- 
men were  at  home — the  property  of  the  nation 
had  been  gathered  in  from  the  four  winds  of 
heaven,  and  we  were  prepared  to  strike,  where 
the  enemy  was  vulnerable.    We  did  l^ot,  how 
ever,  declare  war.    Mr.  C.  said  he  was  not  con- 
vinced but  that  it  is  fortunate  for  the  nation  that 
we  did  not,  although  he  thought  and  felt  differ- 
ently upon  the  repeal  of  the  embargo.    He  was 
opposed  to  its  repeal,  but  for  war,  when  it  was 
repealed.    What,  sir,  is  our  situation  now,  when 
compared  with  March,  1809?    The  embargo, 
although  vilified  and  abandoned  here,  proved 
efficacious.    The  arrangement  of  the  19ih  of 
April  last  was  the  offspring  of  the  embargo.    The 
abandonment  of  the  embargo  produced  the  disa- 
vowal of  that  arrangement.    The  order  of  the 
26th  of  April,  1809,  is  still  in  force,  and  although 
it  falls  very  short  of  the  arrangement  niade  at 
this  place,  yet  it  abandons  the  two  most  import- 
ant and  obnoxious  principles  of  the  orders  of  the 
11th  November,  1807.    The  transit  duty  is  given 
up,  and  the  blockade  of  commercial  Europe  is 
restrained  to  Holland,  France,  and  the  Kingdom 
of  Italy.    By  this  modification  our  trade  to  all 
the  rest  of  the  world  is  unmolested  by  British 
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Orders  in  Council.  If  tbe  comparison  between 
our  present  situation  and  that  of  March  last,  be 
fairi/  drawn,  there  can  be  no  difficulty  in  de- 
ciding, that  as  we  did  not  then  declare  war,  we 
shall  not  do  it  now.  But  it  will  be  said  that,  to 
all  the  injuries  which  Great  Britain  has  com- 
mitted against  us,  she  has  added  the  grossest  in* 
suit  Mr.  C.  said  that  no  man  was  more  sensibly 
affected  by  the  conduct  of  the  British  Minister 
towards  this  Government  than  he  was.  He  felt 
compassion  for  those  who  could  not,  and  con- 
tempt for  those  who  would  not,  discover  the  io* 
suit. 

But,  sir,  are  we  to  merge  the  aggravated  and 
accumulated  wrongs  of  the  nation,  in  the  quar- 
rel between  the  negotiators  of  the  two  coun- 
tries ?  If  we  are  to  have  war,  will  any  rational 
man  be  willing  to  rest  it  on  the  insult  offered  by 
'  Jackson  to  the  Government,  instead  of  the  long 
list  of  atrocious  injuries,  which  we  have  suffered 
from  the  injustice  and  rapacity  of  Great  Britain  7 
Certainly  not.  But,  waiving  all  the  arguments 
against  our  declaring  war,  which  may  be  drawn 
from  our  past  conduct,  Mr.  C.  said,  he  would  ask 
this  honorable  body,  whether  the  present  situatiou 
of  the  world  does  not  solemnlv  admonish  this 
nation  to  stand  aloof  from  the  dreadful  convul- 
sions with  which  Europe  for  jrears  past  has  been 
agitated  to  its  centre  ?  Yes,  sir,  the  character  of 
the  war,  and  the  prixMiple  upon  which  it  is  con- 
ducted, admonish  us  in  the  most  solemn  manner 
to  remain  quiet  until  its  stormy  billows  shall  sub- 
side into  a  calm.  In  the  wars  which  were  be^n 
and  carried  on  anterior  to  the  French  Revolution, 
the  conquest  of  a  town  or  province  was  generally 
the  object  and  end  of  hostilities.  Now,  a  battle 
decides  the  fate  of  a  Kingdom ;  and  the  mightiest 
empires  are  overthrown  in  a  single  campaign. 
The  change  in  nautical  warfare  has  not  been  less 
than  that  upon  land.  Formerly,  the  capture  or 
destruction  of  a  small  part  of  tbe  adverse  squad- 
ron, was  esteemed  a  glorious  victory.  Te  Deum 
^s  sung  in  their  churches^  or  the  Tower  guns 
were  fired.  Now,  if  anypart  of  the  hostile  fleet 
escapes,  the  victorious  officer  is  punished.  This 
contest,  so  sanguinary  in  its  progress,  and  de- 
structive in  its  consequences,  must  ere  long  be 
brought  to  an  end.  Let  it  then  be  the  wisdom  of 
this  nation  to  remain  at  peace^  as  long  as  peace 
is  within  its  option. 

Having  shown  from  our  past  coadoct,  that  we 
do  not  mean  to  declare  war,  and  also  that  sound 
policy  forbids  us  to  do  it,  it  is  necessary  to  in- 
quire into  the  nrobability  of  its  being  declared 
asainst  us.  Will  France  declare  war  against  the 
United  States?  In  what  relation  do  we  stend  to 
France  1  She  captures  and  condemns  all  our 
vessels  which  have  been  visited  by  a  British  ves- 
sel, or  are  bound  to  a  British  port.  Is  this  all  1 
Does  not  France,  under  some  pretext  or  other, 
sequester  the  most  of  our  vessels  which  have  the 
temerity  to  enter  French  ports?  How  would 
war  affect  this  relation  ?  It  would  put  an  end  to 
sequestration,  and  would  greatly  diminish  the 
number  of  captures,  because  our  vessels  ia  that 
oaaa  would  arm  in  their  defence.    It  is  not  the 
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interest  of  France  to  declare  war  against  us— she 
will,  therefore,  avoid  it.  But,  admitting  thit 
France  should  declare  war — this  additional  osral 
force  would  be  unnecessary,  as  long  as  England 
continues  tbe  war  and  preserves  her  naval  sape- 
riority.  If  this  should  be  lost,  it  is  notapona 
fleet  of  tenfold  tbe  efficient  force  of  our  whole 
Naval  Establishment,  that  we  most  rely  for  de- 
fence against  tbe  Gallic  legions  of  Napoleon.  No, 
sir,  we  must  rely  upon  our  own  internal  streogth^ 
upon  ouir  union  and  patriotism,  which  will  ao&wer 
every  demand  that  can  be  made  upon  it  by  the: 
most  trying  emergency — ^the  dreams  of  the  timidj 
and  the  predictions  of  madmen,  to  the  contrary 
notwithstanding. 

But  it  is  possible  that  Great  Britain  will  d^ 
clare  war  against  us.    Let  us  examine  this  sob* 
ect.    Has  Great  Britain  any  interest  which  caa 

subserved  by  war  with  the  United  States?  h 
thecommeroe  of  this  country  beneficial  to  berl 
She  enjoys  all  of  it  which  she  wishes.  She  gtta 
by  purchase  or  capture  all  which  she  wants  fron 
us.  For  the  first  she  pays  a  moderate  price,  and 
for  the  last  she  pays  nothing.  Bat  what  is  of 
equal  importance  to  her,  we  purchase  her  maoo- 
factures.  In  the  full  enjoyment  of  all  the  benefits 
of  our  commerce,  she  restrains  her  adversary  frooi 
all  participation  with  her  in  those  benefits.  Bat 
admitting  there  is  danger  of  war  with  Eoghnd, 
of  what  service  will  these  few  additional  frigates 
be  against  tbe  1,000  ships  of  war  which  that 
nation  can  put  in  commission  ?  The  honorable 
chairman  of  the  committee  says,  they  will  an- 
swer the  twofold  purpose  of  defending  our  ports 
and  harbors,  and  of  annoying  the  ecmmerceof 
the  enemy.  To  this  it  may  he  answered,  that  if 
they  are  kept  in  our  ports  tor  their  defence,  tbef 
cannot  annoy  the  trad^  of  the  enemy.  If  tbef 
are  sent  out  to  prey  upon  the  commerce  of  the 
enemy,  but  few,  if  any  of  them,  wiU  ever  retaro 
to  dcKud  our  porta. 

The  President's  Message  of  the  3d  instant  has 
been  introduced  by  the  chairman  of  the  com' 
mittee  in  support  of  this  biU.  Feeble  must  be 
the  aid  which  this  measure  can  derive  from  tbat 
source.  This  Message,  in  point  <»f  obscariiy, 
comes  nearer  my  ideas  of  a  Delphic  oracle  than 
any  State  paper  which  has  come  under  my  io- 
spection.  it  is  so  cantiottsly  expressed  that  erery 
man  puts  what  construction  upon  it  he  pleases. 
Is  he  for  war  ?  The  Message  breathes  noibiag 
but  destruction  and  bloodshed.  Is  he  for  peace  ? 
The  Message  is  mere  nailk-and-water,  and  wholly 
pacific.  Is  he  for  the  hill  before  you?  The 
Message  calls  for  its  passage.  Is  he  a  friend  to  a 
laffge  standing  army?  Why  then  the  Message 
means  20,000  regular  troops.  Is  he  friendly  to 
the  militia  ?  The  Message  does  not  call  for  reg- 
ular troops — it  means  miliu'a.  Thus,  sir,  this 
Message  means  anytbiiijg  or  nothing,  at  tbe  vill 
of  the  commentator.  It  this  Message  i»  oracaiar 
in  its  meaning,  it  was  no  less  miracolous  in  ii> 
promulgation.  The  newspapers  to  the  east  of 
this,  stated  that  such  a  message  would  btdelirer' 
ed,  and  stated  its  contents  nearly  one  week  be 
fore  it  reached  the  two  Houses  of  Congress.   To 
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ecooot  for  this  phenomenoDi  is  neither  within 
Qf  power  or  province. 

The  geoireman  from  Virginia  has  reiterated 
be  old  maxim,  "  that  to  be  prepared  for  war  is 
le  best  method  of  preserving  peace/'  and  has  de- 
lated that  he  should  vote  for  this  bill  upon  that 
riociple.  This  maxim  has  ttie  aathority  of  great 
ames.  It  may  be  true  to  a  particular  extent. 
r  these  preparations  are  of  such  a  nature  as  to 
lake  ibe  nation  in  vulnerable,  it  is  true.  But,  sir, 
rbea  the  preparations  amount  to  the  equipment 
f  fire  frigates,  and  the  nation  against  whom 
bese  preparations  are  .made  can  launch  a  thou- 
lad  vessels  of  war  against  us,  who  can  seriously 
rge  this  maxim  as  a  justification  of  the  measure  1 
t  is  in  vain  for  os  to  contend  upon  the  ocean 
ritb  a  nation  who  ezfjends  annually,  more  than 
300,000,000;  a  sum  six  times  greater  than  the 
rbole  amount  of  oar  exports.  The  eharge  of  in- 
oosistency  against  those  who  oppose  the  passage 
f  this  bilh  has  been  but  feebly  supported.  By 
ray  of  enforcing  this  charge,  we  are  told  that 
rbeo  this  (Government  was  in  the  hands  of  Fede- 
kl  geDtlemen  they  fancied  it  was  too  weak,  and 
(tempted  to  legislate  energy  into  it,  by  creating 
aavy  and  increasing  the  standing  army.  The 
«ople  could  not  be  made  to  feel  or  perceive  this 
nat  of  energy,  and  turned  them  out  of  power* 
The  Republicans,  says  the  sentleman,  who  suc- 
Mded  them,  like  the  pendulum  of  a  clock,  very 
iturally  vibrated  to  the  other  extreme,  and  have 
nrly  succeeded  in  legislating  energy  out  of  the 
kvemment.  That  he  was  opposed  to  both  ex- 
Rmes.  Sir,  it  is  not  fur  me  to  decide  whether 
begeDtleman  from  Virginia  hasalone  been  con- 
Meat*  while  the  rest  of  his  friends  have  vibrated 
mm  one  extreme  to  the  other.  The  gentleman 
( certainly  incorrect,  wheif  be  says,  the  Naval 
titabiishment  was  reduced  and  nxed  upon  its 
Rseot  footing  by  a  Republican  Administration. 
rbe  Navy,  which  was  created  by  a  Federal  Ad- 
UQistration,  was  by  that  Administration  reduced 
0  wbat  tbey  called  a  Peace  Establishment.  In 
bis  titnation  it  was  found  hj  the  late  Adminis- 
^tioQ;  who,  so  far  from  runnmg  into  the  extreme, 
^ped  short  in  the  salutary  work  of  reform.  It 
m  be  recollected  that  at  the  downfall  of  the  Fede- 
^  Administration,  the  most  gloomy  predictions 
vere  ottered  by  the  advocates  of  a  sinking  cause — 
ffiryihinj  sacred — everything  venerable — every- 
aiftgitt  Uct  which  links  and  binds  society  to- 
piier,  was,  according  to  Federal  declaration,  to 
K  trodden  under  foot,  and  torn  asunder  by  their 
*6ceessors,  whom  they  branded  with  the  odious 
^tbet  of  Jacobins.  Unfortunately  for  the  cause 
<|^  reformation,  at  this  precise  time,  the  hopes  of 
^  pbilanthropist  and  patriot  were  blasted  in 
^Qce.  The  blind  Uxrj  of  their  unprincipled 
''■^gnes,  their  Jacobinical  leaders,  and  the 
'PceioQi  pretext  uf  reform,  had  trampled  upon 
^^  iostitntion  in  that  country,  which  was  held 
^;  by  the  people,  and  the  last  ray  of  hope,  that 
?UoQal  Ubertv  would  be  established  in  that  na* 
'•00,  bad  perished  forcTer.  Under  these  circum- 
•^Dces  the  new  Ad  ministration,  cau  tiousl  y  goard- 
H  ^tittst  the*  charge  of  innortition,  stopped 
nthCoN.  2d  8x88.-18 


short  of  their  doty.  They  ought  to  have  ampu- 
tated this  fungus  of  the  body  politic,  and  restored 
it  to  a  sound  and  healthy  state.  This  was  not 
done,  and  the  nation  has  consequently  spent  about 
$12,000,000  upon  it.  But  we  are  informed  that 
the  Navy  in  1800-1,  was  larger  than  it  now  is,  al* 
though  our  revenue  was  then  inferior  to  what  it 
is  now.  If  we  refuse  now  to  put  in  commission 
and  service  all  the  vessels  which  were  not  sold 
in  1800-1,  we  stand  convicted  of  inconsistency. 
But,  sir,  is  the  revenue  greater  now  than  at  that 
period,  or  has  the  whole  of  the  public  vessels  then 
retained,  ever  been  put  in  service,  from  that  year 
until  the  present  time?  Let  the  records  of  the 
nation  decide.  At  that  time  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy,  according  to  my  information,  consented  to 
manage  the  Naval  Establishment  with  $900,000, 
and  upon  that  consent  the  internal  taxes  were  re- 
pealed. If  we  are  at  liberty  to  contrast  the  ex- 
penses of  the  Navv  of  any  two  years  by  way  of 
establishing  the'cnarffe  of  inconsistency,  let  us 
take  the  present  and  last  year.  Did  we  call  into 
service  the  whole  of  the  Navy  last  year?  Is  the  ne- 
cessity for  this  measure  stronger  now  than  at  that 
time?  No  man  will  venture  the  assertion.  Theex- 
penditure  of  the  Navy  was  last  year  $2,379,267  and 
if  this  bill  passes,  it  will  rise  this  year  to  (3,500,000. 
The  gentleman  from  Maryland  (Mr.  S.  Smitb) 
has  no  apprehension  of  war,  and  yet  votes  for  the 
bill  upon  principles  of  economy — but  he  is  only 
for  repairing  the  vessels,  and  not  for  employing 
them,  while  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  intends 
to  repair  and  employ  them.  One  gentleman  says, 
the  sum  appropriated  includes  not  only  repairs, 
but  rigging,  d»;.,and  the  other  says,  that  the  sum 
is  more  than  sufficient.  The  report  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Navy  proves  that  this  sum  is  for  re- 
pairs only — and  another  report  shows  that  $150,- 
000  were  last  year  transferred  from  the  article  of 
provisions,  to  the  article  of  repairs.  If  the  same 
thing  does  not  happen  in  the  present  case,  it  ought 
to  excite  surprise. 

We  were  told  the  other  day,  by  the  gentleman 
from  Connecticut,  fMr.  HillboubeJ  that  he 
hoped  this  bill  would  receive  a  unanimous  vote. 
The  same  gentleman  objects  to  the  expense  of 
the  bill  for  the  organizing  twenty  thousand  vol- 
unteer militia.  This  expense  will  not  exceed 
$500,000,  while  the  frigates,  the  object  of  his  afiec* 
tion,  will  cost  more  than  aouble  that  sum.  To 
use  his  own  expression  in  relation  to  the  vol- 
unteers, a  hi^h-sounding  measure  might  receive 
my  vote,  if  it  was  not  an  expensive  one;  but 
91,200,000  or  91,500,000  is  too  large  a  sum  to  throw 
away  in  vaporing,  in  the  present  exhausted  state 
of  the  Treasury.  The  gentleman  from  Connec- 
ticut and  his  iriends  are  acting  consistently  in 
supportin£^  this  bill.  They  are  supporting  a  sys- 
tem which  owes  its  birth  to  them.  They  believed, 
and  no  doubt  honestly,  that  a  Government  which 
relied  for  support  only  on  the  utility  of  its  measures, 
would  be  weak  and  inefficient.  They  endeavored 
to  strengthen  it  by  creating  a  system  of  patronag^) 
and  for  that  purpose  the  Navy  was  built,  and  for 
that  purpose,  and  that  alone,  is  it  calculated. 
-But  th6  time  when  this  Navy  was  built,  and  the 
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purposes  for  which  it  wa9  ostensibly.  de:»tiDed,  en- 
abled them  to  reason  more  plausibly  in  its  lavor 
than  we  can  for  the  additional  expense  called  for 
by  this  bill.  They  intended  to  employ  it  against 
France,  where  it  would  be  efficient  to  a  particular 
extent.  We  intend  to  employ  ours,  if  it  is  to  be 
employed  at  ail,  against  Great  Britain^  where  it 
will  be  inefficient,  and  worse  than  inefficient. 

But,  sir,  our  naval  force  is  not  to  be  employed 
at  all.  if  the  two  positions  attempted  to  be  estab- 
lished in  my  previous  observations,  be  correct.  If 
we  do  not  intend  to  declare  war.  nor  expect  it  to 
be  declared  against  us,  what  apoWy  have  we  for 
incurring  this  enormous  expenses  What  apol- 
ogy have  we  to  embark  in  war  expenses,  when 
we  intend,  and  expect  to  be  at  peace?  Qentle- 
men  who  think  with  me,  who  believe  that  we 
shall  not  have  war,  and  that,  so  far  as  depends 
upon  our  own  actions,  we  ought  not  to  have  it, 
will  do  well  to  reflect  that  when  our  fleets  are 
equipped,  and  armies  raised,  we  must  employ 
them — we  must  go  to  war  to  justify  ourselves  to 
the  nation  for  the  exorbitant  expenses  which 
have  been  incurred  by  these  means. 

Mr.  C.  said  that  the  observations  he  had  made. 
as  to  the  expense  of  this  equipment,  rested  upon 
the  supposition  that  we  are  not  to  have  war.  In 
this  supposition  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  ac- 
quiesces, at  least  to  a  particular  extent.  If  the 
nation  snould  unfortunately  be  involved  in  war, 
it  oiJght  to  be  prosecuted  with  vigor,  as  Well  of- 
fensively as  defensively.  The  energies  and  re* 
sources  of  the  nation  ought  to  be  put  in  a  state 
of  requisition  ;  but,  until  this  event  snould  happen, 
he  was  opposed  to  measures  which  exhausted  the 
Treasury  without  adding  to  the  real  and  substan- 
tial defence  of  the  nation. 

The  quciition  was  taken  on  the  passage  of  the 
bill,  and  determined,  in  the  a$rmative — yeas  25, 
nays  6,  as  follows: 

YxAS — Measra.  Bayard,  Bradley,  Brent,  Champlin, 
Franklin,  Gaillard,  German,  Giles,  Giiman,  Goodrich, 
Gregg,  Hillhouse,  l^eib,  Lloyd,  Meigs,  Parker,  Pick- 
ering, Pope,  Beed,  Robinson,  Smith  of  Maryland,  Smith 
of  New  York,  Sumter,  Tait,  and  Whiteside. 

Nats — Messra.  Anderson,  Campbell,  Condit,  Craw« 
ford,  Lambert,  and  Turner. 

So  it  was  Resolved^  That  this  bill  pass,  and 
that  the  title  thereof  be  "An  act  authorizing  the 
fitting  out,  oSiceriog,  and  manning  the  frigates 
belonging  to  the  United  States." 


The  pRESioENT  commiinicated  a  letter  aii^ed 
James  Sykes,  Speaker  of  the  Senate  of  iJie  State 
of  Delaware,  enclosing  a  certificate  of  the  appoint- 
ment of  Outerbriooe  HoRBEY,  a  Senator  of  the 
United  States,  in  the  place  of  Samuel  White,  de- 
ceased \  and  the  certificate  was  read,  aikd  ordered 
to  lie  on  file. 


WfiDH  BBoay,  January  04. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill  to  augment  the  compensation  to 
the  judges  of  (he  circuit  court  of  the  District  of 
Columbia;  and,  after  debate,  on  motion,  by  Mr. 
Pope,  the  further  consideration  thereof  was  post- 
poned to  the 'first  Mondav  in  December  next. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  motion  submitted  on 
the  18th  instant,  for  an  amendment  to  the  Cou- 
atitution;  6nd  on  motion,  by  Mr.  Leib,  it  was 
referred  to  a  select  committee,  to  conMder  and 
report  thereon;  and  Messrs.  Reed,  Leib,  and 
Crahitford,  were  appointed  the  committee. 


Tbursdat,  January  25. 

The  Prbbiubht  communicated  a  report  from 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  on  the  moneys  ex- 
pended during  the  year  1809,  for  the  discharge  of 
miscellaBeoos  claims  not  otberwnie  provided  for, 
and  paid  at  the  Treasury ;  also,  a  statement  df 
all  the  contracts  made  during  the  mme  year,  by, 
or  under  the  direction  of,  foe  Secretary  of  the 
Treasitry ;  together  with  a  copy  of  the  contract 
made,  with  the  approbation  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury,  by  the  eolleetor  for  the  port  of  Bos- 
ton and  Charlaitown,  for  buildtnga  custom-house 
in  that  port ;  which  were'  read,  and  ordered  to 
lie  for  consideration. 

The  Senate  restimed.  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill  to  engage  a  corps  of  volunteers 
fur  a  short  period  in- the  service  of  the  United 
States;  and,  on  motion  by  Mr.  Leib,  it  was  agreed 
that  the  further  consideration  thereojf  be  postponed 
until  Monday  next. 


Frida.y,  January  26. 

Mr.  Smith,  of  Maryland,  from  the  committee 
to  whom  was  referred  the  bill,  entitled  ^An  act 
for  the  relief  uf  Harry  Caldwell  and  Amasa  Jack- 
son, Jereinis^h  Reynolds  and  Levin  Jones,"  report- 
ed it  without  amendment;  and  the  bill  was  con- 
sidered as  in  Commit  tee  of  the  Whole,  and  amend- 
ed ;  and  the  Presideift  having  reported  it  to  the 
House  accordingly,  the  bill  was  ordered  to  the 
third  reading  as  amended. 

Mr,  Msioa,  from  the  eommittee  to  vhom  the 
subject  was  referred,  reported  a  bill  granting  the 
right  of  pre-emption  to  purohasets  of  public  lands 
in  certain  oases ;  and  the  bill  was  read  a»d  passedi 
to  theaecond  reading. 


MoRDAT,  January  29. 

OtTTER0ili6GE  HotiSEY,  appointed  a  Senator  by! 
the  Legislature  of  the  State  of  Delaware,  in  th^ 
place  of  Samuel  White,  deceased,  attended,  and 
the  oath  prescribed  by  law  was  administered  io 
him,  and  ne  took  his  seat  in  the  Senate. 

Mr.  Oilman,  from  the  committee,  reported  the 
amendment  to  the  bill,  entitled  "An  act  for  the 
relief  of  Harry  Caldwell  and  Amasa  Jacksoo, 
Jeremiah  Reynolds  and  Levin  Jones,**  corrt'cily 
engrossed;  and  the  bill  was  read  the  third  time 
as  amended,  and  passed. 

The  bill  granting  a  right  of  pre-emption  to 
purchasers  of  public  lands,  in  certain  cases,  was 
read  the  second  time. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill  to  engage  a  corps  of  rolnnteers^ 
for  a  short  period,  in  the  service  of  the  United 
States:  and,  on  motion  by  Mr.  Bbadlsy,  it 
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agreed  that  tiie  contidenitioa  Ihcreof  be  furthttr 
podlpoDed. 

Mr.  Campbell  ])rcsen ted  the  petition  ofa  duiih 
ber  of  the  inbabitaots  of  ibe  State  of  Ohio,  signed 
John  Sbort  and  others,  praying  an  aheration  of 
the  law  regalatiBg  the  Miles  of  pubKe  iands,  for 
reasons  stated  in  the  petition ;  and  the  petition 
was  read,  and  ordered  to  lia  for  contideration. 

The  PaBBiDBsiT  oommonieated  a  report  of  the 
Seeretary  of  the  Treasoiy,  prepared  in  obedienee 
to  the  provisions  of  the  act,  entitled  ''An  act  to 
regulate  and  fix  the  eompensatioas  of  elerks,  and 
to  authorize  the  laying  out  certain  public  roads, 
and  for  other  purposes;"  which  was  vend,  and 
ordered  to  lie  for  consideration. 

Mr.  Bat  ABO  gaTe  notice  that  fo^iDorrow  he 
should  ash  leave  to  bring  in  «  bill  relative  to  the 
dislrtot  court  of  the  United  Siatee  established  in 
the  Territory  of  Orleans. 

Mr.  Rbbd,  ttom  the  comtnittee  to  whom  was 
referred,  on  the  24th  instant,  the  resolution  for  an 
oneodoient  to  the  Constitation  of  the  Ui»»ied 
■Suies.  reported  the  same  with  amendments; 
vhich  were  read  for  consideration.  The  resola 
tioo  as  ameaded  is  as  follows : 

''If  any  citizen  of  the  United  States  shall  accept  of 
My  tide  of  nobiKty,  or  of  any  other  title  of  diitiRetion, 
iN«n  any  Eaiperor,  King,  Pnoee,  Potentate,  or  fbrsign 
8ute,  or  diatt  hohl  the  same  by  deseent,  or  shall  inter- 
ntiry  with  way  descendant  of  sny  Sinpetor»  King,  or 
Prince,  or  with  any  person  of  the  blood  royal,  such 
citiien  shall  thenceforth  be  insapable  of  eaerciaiag  or 
tajoying  any  of  the  rights  and  immunities  *of  a  iiree 
citizen  of  the  United  States  or  of  the  individual  States ; 
and  thall  also  be  incapable  of  holding  any  office  of 
honor,  profit,  or  trusty  under  them,  or  either  of  them." 


TuESDAT,  January  30. 

Mr.  QiJUES.  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  nill,  entitled  ''An  act  to  authorise  the 
remoral  of  sJaves  from  one  part  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  to  another)"  reported  the  bill  without 
amendment* 
A  mensage  from  the  House  of  Representati?e5  in* 
formed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  p^sed  the 
bill,  entitled  "An  act  lo  extend  certain  privileges 
therein  mentioned  to  .Joseph  Joshua  Dyster,"  with 
s«Modment»;  in  which  they^quest  the  concur- 
reoce  of  the  Senate.  The  House  of  RepreAenta- 
tires  have  pi^aed  a  bill,  entitled  "An  act  respect- 
ing the  commercial  iotercourse  between  the  Uoi- 
lol  States  and  Great  Britain  and  France,  and  for 
other  purposes;"  a  bilL  entitled  "An  act  author- 
izing the  discharge  ot  William  Hawkins  from 
liis  imprisonment;"  and  a  bill,  entitled  ''An  act 
for  the  relief  of  Jared  Shattnck;"  also,  a  bill,  en- 
titled "An  act  for  the  appointment  of  an  addi- 
tional judge,  ai)d  extending  the  right  of  siufirage 
to  the  citizens  of  Madison  county,  io  the  Missjs- 
^ppi  Territory';"  in  which  several  bills  they  re- 
quest the  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 

The  bills  last  brought  up  for  concurrence  were 
'(S(i,and  passed  to  a  second  reading. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  biU  to  engage  a  corps  of  Tclunieers, 


for  a  short  period,  in  the  serriee  of  the 
States.;  and,  after  debate,  the  further  coneidera- 
tion  of  the  bill  was  poiitpooed  until  to-morrow. 

Mr.  PicksRiNO  submitted  the  fallowing  reso- 
lution: 

Resohed,  That  the  President  of  the  United  Stata^ 
be  requested  to  lay  before  the  Senate  the  information 
which  will  exhibit  those  features  in  the  conduct  of  fiii^ 
eign  Powers  towards  the  United  Btates^  referred  to  m 
his  Message  of  the  3d  instant,  which  impose  on  thrip 
the  necessity  of  the  precautionaiy  measures  t^eoem- 
mend^  in  that  Message,  of  providing,  by  law,  lor  d»> 
tsehing  one  hundred  theosand  of  the  militia,  and  fce 
raising  a  force  of  twenty  thousand  voiunteeia. 


Weidnesdat,  January  Zl> 

Mr.  Batabd  ashed  and  obtained  leave  lobtinf 
in  a  bill  relative  to  the  district  court  of  the  Uni- 
ted States  established  in  the  Territory  of  Qr* 
leans ;  and  the  bill  was  readj  and  passed  to  the 
second  reading. 

The  bill,  eutitled  "An  act  respecting  the  con^ 
mercial  intercourse  between  the  United  States 
and  Qreat  Britain  and  France,  and  for  other  par> 
poses,"  was  read  the  second  time,  and  referred  to 
a  select  committee,  to  consider  and  report  thereon; 
and  Messi;^  Smith,  of  Marylaod,  C£awporS| 
Giles,  Franklin,  and  Hillbodse,  were  appoint- 
ed the  com  mi  I  tee. 

The  bill,  entitled  "  An  act  for  the  relief  of 
Jared  Shaituck,"  was  read  the  second  time,  and 
referred  to  a  select  committee  to  consider  and 
report  thereon ;  and  Messrs.  Gasoo.  BraoleT| 
and  Fbanklin,  were  appointed  the  committee. 

The  bill,  entitled  "An  act  authorizing  the  din- 
charge  of  William  Hawkins  from  his  imprison- 
ment," was  read  the  second  time,  and  referred  to 
a  seUct  committee,  to  consider  and  report  thera- 
on ;  and  Messrs.  Gbegq,  Bradley,  and  Matuew- 
BON,  were  appointed  the  committee. 

Mr.  Pope,  from  the  committee  to  whom  wan 
referred  the  bill,  entitled  *'An  act  for  the  relief  of 
John  N.  Stout,"  reported  the  bill  without  amend- 
ment. 

The  bill,  entitled  "An  act  for  the  appoiqtmei^ 
of  an  additional  judp^c,  and  extending  the  right 
of  suffrage  to  the  citizens  of  Madison  county,  in 
the  Missitifiippi  Territory,"  was  read  the  second 
time;  and  reierred  to  a  select  committee,  to  con- 
sider and  report  thereon ;  and  Messrs.  Craw- 
ford, Whiteside,  and  Leib,  were  appointed  the 
committee. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  amend- 
ments of  the  House  of  Repreaeatatires  to  the 
bill,  entitled  *' Ad  act  to  extend  certain  priFilegea 
therein  mentioned  to  Joseph  Jo^ihua  Dyster,"aBd 
concurred  therein. 

Mr.  Gbrman  submitted  the  following  reaolor 
tions  for  consideration : 

Resolved,  That  provision  be  made  by  law  for  pio> 
tsdiag  and  defending,  by  convoy,  the  ahipoand  veasela 
belonging  to  citixens  of  the  United  States  loaded  with 
articles  of  the  growth,  produce,  or  maaufactnri^  of  the 
United  States,  or  Territories  thereof,  net  contFsbsnd  of 
waTi  hound  lo  any  fi»r^B  1^  9*  pl<^  ^  which  the 
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purposes  for  which  it  wa9  ostensibly,  destined,  en- 
abled tbem  to  reason  more  plausibly  in  its  lavor 
than  we  can  for  the  additional  expense  called  for 
by  this  bill.  They  intended  to  employ  it  against 
France,  where  it  would  be  efficient  to  a  particular 
extent.  We  intend  to  employ  ours,  if  it  is  to  be 
employed  at  all,  against  Great  Britain,  where  it 
will  be  inefficient,  and  worse  than  inefficient. 

But,  sir,  our  naval  force  is  not  to  be  employed 
at  all,  if  the  two  positions  attempted  to  be  estab- 
lished in  my  previous  observations,  be  correct.  If 
we  do  not  intend  to  declare  war.  nor  expect  it  to 
be  declared  against  us,  what  apolosy  have  we  for 
incurring  this  enormous  expenses  What  apol- 
ogy have  we  to  embark  in  war  expenses,  when 
we  intend,  and  ex])ect  to  be  at  peace*?  Qentle- 
men  who  think  with  me,  who  believe  that  we 
shall  not  have  war,  and  that,  so  far  as  depends 
upon  our  own  actions,  we  ought  not  to  have  it, 
will  do  well  to  reflect  that  when  our  fleets  are 
equipped,  and  armies  raised,  we  must  employ 
ihera — we  must  go  to  war  to  justify  ourselves  to 
the  nation  for  the  exorbitant  expenses  which 
have  been  incurred  by  these  means. 

Mr.  C.  said  that  the  observations  he  had  made 
as  to  the  expense  of  this  equipment,  rested  upon 
the  supposition  that  we  are  not  to  have  war.  In 
this  supposition  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  ac- 
quiesces, at  least  to  a  particular  extent.  If  the 
nation  snould  unfortunately  be  involved  in  war, 
it  ought  to  be  prosecuted  with  vigor,  as  Well  of- 
fensively as  defensively.  The  energies  and  re* 
sources  of  the  nation  ought  to  be  put  in  a  state 
of  requisition  ;  but,  until  this  event  should  happen, 
he  was  opposed  to  measures  which  exhausted  the 
Treasury  without  adding  to  the  real  and  substan- 
tial defence  of  the  nation. 

The  que^ition  was  taken  on  the  passage  of  the 
bill,  and  determined,  in  the  affirmative — yeas  25, 
nays  6,  as  follows : 

YxAS-^Messrs.  Bayard,  Bradley,  Brent,  Champlin, 
Franklin,  Gaillard,  German,  Giles,  GUman,  Goodrich, 
Gregg,  Hillhoufe,  Leib,  Lloyd,  Meigs,  Parker,  Pick- 
ering, Pope,  Reed,  Robinson,  Smith  of  Maryland,  Smith 
of  New  xork,  Sumter,  Tait,  and  Whiteside. 

Nats — Messrs.  AndersoUi  Campbell,  Condit,  Craw- 
ford; Lambert,  and  Turner. 

So  it  was  Resolved^  That  this  bill  pass,  and 
that  the  title  thereof  be  "An  act  authorizing  the 
fitiing  out,  officering,  and  manning  the  frigates, 
belonging  to  the  United  States." 

WfiDH  fisnay,  January  24. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill  to  augment  the  compensation  to 
the  judges  of  (he  circuit  court  of  the  District  of 
Columbia;  and,  after  debate,  on  motion,  by  Mr. 
Pope,  the  further  consideration  thereof  was  post- 
poned to  the  first  Mondav  in  December  next. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  motion  submitted  oa 
the  18th  instant,  for  an  amendment  to  (he  Con- 
stitution ;  6nd  on  motion,  by  Mr.  Leib,  it  was 
referred  to  a  select  committee,  (o  consider  and 
report  thereon ;  and  Messrs.  Keed,  Leib,  and 
Cbavford,  were  appointed  the  committee. 


The  PacaiOENT  coratauoicated  a  letter  si|^ 
James  Sykes,  Speaker  of  the  Senate  of  the  State 
of  Delaware,  enclosing  a  qertificate  of  theappoiot- 
mentof  OuTERBBiooB  Horbey,  a  Senator  of  like 
United  States,  in  the  place  of  Samuel  White,  (l^ 
ceased  \  and  the  certificate  waa  read,  and  ordered 
to  lie  on  file. 


Tbohsdat,  January  25. 

The  pRBSiDBKT  coramnnicaied  a  report  fros  i 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  on  the  moneys  a- 
pended  tfurtog  the  year  1809,  for  the  discharge  of  i 
misoeltaaeods  claiflis  not  otherwise  provided  fer, ; 
and  paid  at  the  Tre^sory ;  ako,  a  statement  i 
all  the  contracts  made  during  the  same  year,  by, 
or  under  the  diTectton  of,  the  Secretary  of  i&e 
Treasury;  together  with  a  copy  of  the  contneti 
made,  with  the  approbation  of  the  Secretary  tf 
the  Treasury,  by  the  collector  fot  the  port  of  Bo*- 
ton  and  Charlestown,  for  building  a  custom-hoosei 
in  that  port;  which  were  read,  and  ordered  toi 
lie  for  oonsrderation.  j 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  (he 
Whole,  the  bill  to  engage  a  corps  of  voluoteea 
for  a  short  period  in- the  service  of  the  Unii4 
States ;  and, on  motion  by  Mr.  Leib,  it  wasagreel. 
that  the  further  consideration  thereof  be  postpoorf 
until  Monday  next. 


FRinA.Y,  January  26. 

Mr.  Smitb,  of  Maryland,  from  the  coromiilf 
to  whom  was  referred  the  bill,  entitled  *'Ad  a| 
for  the  relief  of  Harry  Caldwell  and  Affla.«a  Jack 
son,  Jeremiah  Reynolds  and  Levin  Jones,"  repo* 
ed  it  without  amendment;  and  the  bill  wasc«ft 
sidered  as  in  Committee  of  the  WUole,  and  amesi 
ed ;  and  the  President  hariog  reported  it  to  ifai 
House  accordingly,  the  bill  was  ordered  totk 
third  reading  as  amended. 

Mr.  Msioa,  from  the  committee  to  whom  tk 
subject  was  referred,  reported  a  bill  granting  ti, 
right  of  pre-emption  to  purchasers  of  public  lani 
in  certain  oases;  and  the  bill  waa  read  and  pasMii 
to  the  aecond  reading. 


MoNDAT,  January  29. 

OtTTERBRi^GE  HoRBEY,  appointed  a  Senator  l^ 
the  Legislature  of  the  State  of  Delaware,  ia  tW 
place  of  Samuel  White,  deceased,  attended,  aiH 
the  oath  prescribed  by  law  was  admioisiered  ii| 
him,  and  he  took  his  seat  in  the  Senate. 

Mr.  Oilman,  from  the  committee,  reported  tb] 
amendment  to  the  bill,  entitled  "An  act  for  tb^ 
relief  of  Harry  Caldwell  and  Amasa  Jacksoc 
Jeremiah  Reynolds  and  Levin  Jones,'^  corrtcd; 
engrossed ;  and  the  bill  was  read  the  third  um 
as  amended,  and  passed. 

The  bill  granting  a  right  of  pre-emption  t 
purchasers  of  public  lands,  in  certain  cases,  m 
read  the  second  time. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  i^ 
Whole,  the  bill  to  engage  a  corps  of  vohintrer 
for  a  short  period,  in  the  service  of  the  Uoiiei 
Slates:  and,  on  motion  by  Mr.  Bbaolet,  it ws 
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Joab  Qarret,"  in  which  bills  they  desire  the  con* 
currence  of  the'Seoate. 

The  bills  last  brought  up  for  coocurrence  were 
read,  and  passed  to  the  second  reading. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill  to  engage,  for  a  short  period,  a 
corps  of  volunteers  in  the  serrice  of  the  United 
Stales;  and,  on  motion  by  Mr.  Gniioa,  to  strike 
oat.  from  section  third,  line  fourth,  the  words 
'^immediately  thereafter,"  for  the  purpose  of  iu- 
sertiog  "upon  enteriog  into  service,"  in  lieu 
thereof— 

Mr.  Bradley  called  for  a  division  of  the  ques- 
tioD,  and  the  question  was  taken  on  striking  out; 
and  passed  in  the  affirmative-— yeas  16,  nays  16, 
as  follows: 

Ykab — Menrs.  Bayard,  Ghamplin,  GaiUard,  Ger- 
maD,  Goodrich,  Graggi  HiUhoaie,  Horsey,  Lloyd, 
Mathewson,  Pickering,  Reed,  Smith  of  New  York, 
Sumter,  Tait,  and  Tomer. 

Nays— Messrs.  Anderson,  Bradley,  Brent,  Camp- 
bell, Clay,  Condit,  Crawford,  Franklin,  Giles,  Lam* 
bert,  Leib,  Parker,  Pope,  Robinson,  Smith  of  Maryland, 
and  Whiteside. 

On  the  question  to  insert  the  words  *'opon  en- 
teriog ioto  service,"  it  was  determined  in  the 
a%mative— yeas  21,  nays  12,  as  follows : 

Tiia— Messrs.  Bayard,  Champlin,  Clay,  Ghullaid, 
Gennan,  Giles,  Oilman,  Goodrich,  Gregg,  Hillhouse, 
Honey,  Lloyd,  Mathewson,  Parker*  Pickering,  Reed, 
Smith  of  Maryland,  Smith  of  New  York,  Sumter, 
Tait,  and  Turner. 

Natb — ^Messrs*  Anderson,  Bradley,  Brent,  Camp- 
bell, Condit,  Crawford,  Franklin,  Lainbert,  LeS>,  Pope, 
Robinson,  and  Whiteside. 

Oo  motion,  by  Mr.  Smith,  of  Maryland,  it  was 
agreed  that  the  consideration  of  the  bill  be  fur> 
ther  postponed. 

Mr.  Smith,  of  Maryland,  from  the  committee 
to  whom  was  recommitted,  on  the  17th  January, 
the  bill  to  iocorporate  a  company  for  making  cer- 
tain turnpike  roads  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
reported  amendments ;  which  were  read  for  con- 
sideration. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill,  entitled  ''An  act  for  the  relief  of 
John  N.  Stout." 

Order^  That  it  pass  to  a  third  reading. 


TuESOAT,  February  6. 

Oa  motion,  by  Mr.  Bayard, 

Resolved^  That  the  Attorney  General  be  re- 
qoired  to  lay  before  the  Senate,  a  statement  of 
the  number  and  nature  of  the  cases  depending 
before  the  Supreme  Court,  upon  writ  of  error  or 
appeal  from  the  district  court  of  Orleans;  and, 
also,  information  as  to  the  extent  and  nature  of 
the  jurisdiction  actually  exercised  by  the  said 
district  court. 

The  bill,  entitled  "An  act  to  prescribe  the  mode 
io  which  application  shall  be  made  for  the  pur- 
chase of  land  at  the  several  land  offices,  and  for 
the  relief  of  Joab  Qarret,"  was  read  the  second 
^ime,  aod  referred  to  a  seleet  committee,  to  con- 
aider  and  report  thereon ;  and  Messrs.  Qaaao, 


Campbell,  and  AMosaaoN,  w^re  appointed  thq 
committee. 

The  bill,  entitled  "An  act  making  appropria- 
tions for  the  support  of  Governmeot  during  the 
yeir  1810,"  was  read  the  second  time,  and  referred 
to  a  select  committee,  to  consider  and  report 
thereon  \  and  Messrs.  Smith  of  Maryland,  An- 
OERBON,  Crawford,  Franklin,  and  Goodricb, 
were  appointed  the  committee. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  th« 
Whole,  the  bill  to  engage,  for  a  short  period,  a 
corps  of  Tolunters  in  the  service  of  the  United 
States;  and,  on  motion  by  Mr.  Bayard,  it  was 
agreed  to  postpone  the  bill  for  the  purpose  of  con* 
sidering  the  report  of  the  committee  to  whom  waa 
referred  the  letter  from  the  Surveyer  of  the  Pub- 
lic Buildings,  of  the  28th  of  November  last ;  andi 
on  motion,  by  Mr.  Bayard,  the  report  having 
been  amendea,  was  agreed  to  as  follows  : 

Ruokedf  That,  from  and  after  Saturday,  the  10th 
instant,  the  Senate  will  hold  their  session  in  the  new 
Senate  Chamber,  lately  provided  in  the  north  wing  of 
the  CapitoL 

Mr.  Lloyd  submitted  the  following  motion. 

Ruoived,  That  the  President  of  the  United  States  be. 
and  hereby  is,  requested  to  cause  to  be  laid  before  tlie 
Senate  the  amonnt  of  duties  which  hss  accrued  on 
merchandise  imported  into  the  United  States  from  any 
port  or  place  in  the  Mediterranean,  since  the  80th  df 
June,  1804,  and  also  the  amount  of  duties  which  has 
accrued  in  consequence  of  the  duty  of  two  and  a  half 
per  centum  laid  on  all  goods,  wares,  and  menehandise» 
paying  a  duty  ad  valorem,  imported  into  the  United 
States ;  which  said  duty  was  laid  for  protecting  the  conk* 
merce  and  seamen  of  the  United  States,  for  carrying 
on  warlike  operations  against  any  of  the  Barbery  Pow- 
ers which  might  commit  hostilities  against  the  United 
States^  and  for  defraying  the  expenses  incidental  to  aa 
intercourse  with  the  said  Powers. 

The  consideration  of  the  bill  last  mentioned 
was  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whode ;  and 
sundry  amendments  having,  been  submitted  by 
Mr.  Bradley,  on  motion,  it  was  af^reed^that  the 
consideration  of  the  bill,  together  with  the  amend* 
menta,  be  postponed  until  to-morrow. 

The  bill,  entitled  "An  act  to  authorize  the  re- 
moval of  slaves  from  one  part  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  to  another,"  was  read  the  third  time. 
On  motion  by  Mr.  Giles,  the  bill  was  recommitted 
to  a  select  committee,  to  consider  and  report 
thereon ;  and  Messrs.  Bradley,  Giles,  and  Rbsii^ 
were  appointed  the  committee. 

The  bill,  entitled  "An  act  for  the  relief  of  John 
N.  Stout,"  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

The  bill  granting  a  right  of  pre-emption  to  pur- 
chasers of  public  lands  in  certain  cases  was  re- 
sumed, and  postponed. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  bill  to  incorporate  a 
company  for  making  certain  turnpike  roads  in  the 
District  of  Columbia;  and  the  consideration 
thereof  was  postponed  until  to-mortow. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  third  reading  of  the 
bill  to  incorporate  religious  societies  in  the  Di^ 
trict  of  Columbia ;  and  the  consideration  thereof 
was  postponed  until  Monday  next. 
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■hips  and  TeiMli  of  the  United  States  are  not  excluded 
by  mjanicipal  regulations,  and  not  being  actually  block- 
aded'by  an  armed  force. 

Resolved^  That  the  citizens  of  the  United  Sutes,  who 
■hall  put  their  ships  or  vessels  under  protection  of  con- 
voy of  an  armed  vessel  or  vessels,  as  aforesaid,  shall  be 
permitted  to  arm  in  their  defence. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Wholeu  the  bill  to  engage  a  corps  of  volunteers 
for  a  snort  period,  in  the  service  of  the  United 
States ;  and,  oo  motion  by  Mr.  Bayard,  it  was 
Bgreed  to  postpone  the  bill,  for  the  purpose  of 
considering  the  OMtioa  made  yesterday  on  the 
aubject ;  and  the  motion  was  amended  as  follows: 

Iteiolved,  That  the  President  of  the  United  Sutes 
be  requested  to  lay  before  the  Senate  any  information 
be  possesses,  rendering  it  necessary  or  prudent  on  the 
part  of  the  United  States  to  augment  its  militazy  force. 

And,  on  the  question  to  agree  to  the  motion  as 
amended,  it  was  determined  in  the  negative-— 
yeas  7,  nays  24,  as  follows : 

Ybas — Messrs.  Bayard,  Champlin,  Goodrich,  Hill- 
bouse,  Horsey,  Pickering,  and  Reed. 

Nats — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bradley,  Brent,  Camp- 
bell, Condit,  Crawford,  Pranklin,  Gaillard,  German, 
CHles,  Gilman,  Gregg,  Lambert,  Leib,  Mathewson, 
Meigs,  Parker,  Pope,  Robinson,  Smith  of  Maryland, 
Smith  of  New  York,  Sumter,  Turner,  and  Whiteside. 

And  the  consideration  of  the  bill  last  mentioned 
was  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole; 
tnd,  after  progress,  the  Senate  adjourned. 


TBOBsnAT,  February  1. 

The  Pbesidbnt  communicated  a  letter  from 
tbe  Governor  of  the  State  of  Kentucky,  enclosing 
a  certificate  of  the  appointment  of  Henbt  Clay 
a  Senator  of  the  United  States,  in  place  of  Buck- 
ner  Thruston,  resigned.  And  the  certificate  was 
read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  file. 

The  bill  relative  to  the  district  court  of  the 
United  States  established  in  the  Territory  of  Or- 
leans, was  read  the  second  time,  and  referred  to  a 
select  committee,  to  consider  and  report  thereon ; 
and  Messrs.  Bayaru,  Crawford,  and  Bradley, 
were  appointed  the  committee. 

The  senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill  to  engage  a  corps  of  volunteers, 
for  a  short  period,  in  the  service  of  the  United 
States;  and,  after  progress,  adjourned. 


Friday,  February  2. 

The  President  communicated  the  report  of 
the  Postmaster  Gkneral,  prepared  in  obedienee  to 
the  provisions  of  the  act  passed  21st  April,  1806, 
entitled  "An  act  to  regulate  and  fix  the  compen- 
sations of  clerks,  and  to  authorize  the  laying  out 
certain  public  roads,  and  for  other  purposes:'' 
which  was  read,  and  ordered  to  lie  for  considera- 
tion. 

Mr.  Anobrson  presented  the  petition  of  a  num- 
ber of  citizens  of  Washington  county,  in  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia,  signed  Walter  Jones  and  oth- 
ers, praving  that  provision  may  be  made  for  tbe 
esuUishment  of  a  penitentiary,  system,  for  rea- 


sons stated  at  large  in  the  petition.  He  also  pre- 
sented the  representation  of  the  grand  jary  of 
said  county,  together  with  the  represenution  of 
the  justices  of  the  circuit  court  on  the  same  sub- 
ject, which  were  read,  and  referred  to  a  select 
committee,  to  consider  and  report  thereon;  ud 
Messrs.  Anderson,  Matdewson,  and  Crawfoib, 
were  appointed  the  committee. 

Mr.  Anderson  presented  the  petition  of  Tbos. 
Beall,  of  Georgetown,  and  others;  also,  the  peti- 
tion of  William  Marbury  and  others,  inhabitants 
of  the  county  of  Wasbinffton,  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  praying  that  the  sixth  seciioDof  tbe 
act,  entitled  ^^An  act  supplementary  to  the  act  to 
incorporate  the  inhabitants  of  the  City  of  Wash- 
ington, in  the  District  of  Columbia,"  which  ex- 
empts the  City  of  Washington  from  taxation  brj 
the  levy  court  of  Washington  county,  be  repealed,] 
for  reasons  mentioned  in  the  petitions,  or  thatl 
such  laws  may  pass  as  may  redress  the  pieT^ 
ances  complained  of;  and  the  petitions  werereai 
and  referred  to  a  select  committee,  to  consider 
and  report  thereon ;  and  Messrs.  Andbrsoh.  Cox^ 
DiT«  and  Gregq,  were  appointed  the  committee. 

The  Senate  resum^,  as  in  CommitteoftI 
Whole,  the  bill  to  engage,  for  a  short  period 
corps  of  volunteers  in  the  service  of  the  UdIi 
States;  and,  after  debate,  the  further  consi' 
tion  thereof  was  postponed  to  Mondav  next 

Tbe  Senate  resumed  the  bill,  entitled  "Ana« 
to  authorize  the  removal  of  slaves  from  ooe  pa 
of  the  District  of  Columbia  to  another;''  an 
after  debate,  adjourned. 


Monday,  February  5.  j 

Henry  Clay,  appointed  a  Senator  by  the  L^ 
gislature  of  the  State  of  Kentucky,  in  tbe  plati 
of  Buckner  Thruston,  attended,  and,  the  oath  pi^ 
scribed  by  law  havrng  been  administered  to  him 
he  took  his  seat  in  the  Senate. 

The  President  communicated  the  report  o 
the  Commissioners  of  the  Sinking  Fund,  sutiu 
that  the  measures  which  have  been  authorize 
by  the  Board  subsequent  to  their  last  report  d 
the  4th  of  Februarv,  1809,  so  far  as  the  sam| 
have  been  completed,  are  fully  detailed  in  the  rt 
port  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  th 
board,  dated  the  second  day  of  the  present  montl 
and  the  statements  therein  referred  to;  which  ar 
therewith  transmitted  and  prayed  to  be  receive 
as  part  of  their  report 

-  And  the  report  was  read,  and  ordered  to  lie  fo 
consideration. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  bill,  entitled  '^An  a<l 
to  authorize  the  removal  of  slaves  from  one  pal 
of  the  District  of  Columbia  to  another;"  and  { 
was  ordered  to  the  third  reading. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representative 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  havejAssed 
bill,  Entitled  ^An  act  raakins:  appropriations  fc 
the  support  of  Gk)vernraent  during  tne  year  ofl 
thousand  eight  hundred  and  ten ;''  also,  a  bill,  el 
titled  '*An  act  to  prescribe  the  mode  in  whic 
application  shall  be  made  for  the  purchase  of  Ian 
at  the  several  land  offices;  and  for  the  rriief  i 
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Joab  Qarret,"  in  which  bills  they  desire  the  con- 
currence of  thcSeoate. 

The  bills  last  brought  up  for  concurrence  were 
read,  and  passed  to  the  second  reading. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill  to  engage,  for  a  short  period,  a 
corps  of  volunteers  in  the  service  of  the  United 
States;  and,  on  motion  by  Mr.  Qniioa,  to  strike 
oat.  from  section  third,  line  fourth,  the  words 
^immediately  thereafter,"  for  the  purpose  pf  in- 
sertiog  ''upon  enteriog  into  service,"  in  lieu 
thereof— 

Mr.  BRAnLET  called  for  a  division  of  the  ques- 
tion, and  the  question  was  taken  on  striking  out; 
and  passed  in  the  affirmative— -yeas  16,  nays  16, 
as  follows: 

Ykib — Mpssrs.  Bayard,  Champlm,  Gailltrd,  Ger« 
maD,  Goodrich,  Greggi  HiUhoase,  Horsey,  Lloyd, 
Mathewson,  Pickering,  Reed,  Smith  of  New  York, 
Sumter,  Tait,  and  Tomer. 

Nats — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bradley,  Brent,  Camp- 
bell, Clay,  Gondii,  Crawford,  Franklin,  Giles,  Lam- 
bert, Leib,  Parker,  Pope,  Robinson,  Smith  of  Maryland, 
and  Whiteside. 

On  the  question  to  insert  the  words  *'  upon  en- 
teriog ioto  service,"  it  was  determined  in  the 
a%mative — yeas  21,  nays  12,  as  follows : 

Ysis — Messrs.  Bayard,  ChampUn,  Clay,  Oaillard, 
Geiman,  Giles,  Oilman,  Goodrich,  C^gg,  Hillhouse, 
Honey,  Lloyd,  Matiiewson,  Parker*  Pickering,  Reed, 
Smith  of  Maryland,  Smith  of  New  York,  Sumter, 
Tait,  and  Tnmer. 

Natb — ^Messrs.  Anderson,  Bradley,  Brbnt,  Camp- 
bell, Condit,  Crawford,  Franklin,  Lainbert,  Lefl>i  Pope, 
Robinson,  and  Whiteside. 

Oq  motion,  by  Mr.  Smith,  of  Maryland,  it  was 
agreed  that  the  consideration  of  the  bill  be  fur^ 
ther  postponed. 

Mr.  Smith,  of  Maryland,  from  the  committee 
to  whom  was  recommitted,  on  the  -17th  January, 
the  bill  to  iocorporate  a  company  for  making  cer-* 
tain  turnpike  roads  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
reported  amendments;  which  were  read  for  con- 
sideratioD. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill,  entitled  ^*An  act  for  the  relief  of 
Md  N.  Stout." 

Ordertd^  That  it  pass  to  a  third  reading. 


TuESOAT,  February  6. 

Oa  motion,  by  Mr.  Bayard, 

Resolved^  That  the  Attorney  General  be  re- 
quired to  my  before  the  Senate,  a  statement  of 
the  number  and  nature  of  the  cases  depending 
before  the  Supreme  Court,  upon  writ  of  error  or 
appeal  from  the  district  court  of  Orleans;  and, 
al&o,  information  as  to  the  extent  and  nature  of 
the  jurisdiction  actually  exercised  by  the  said 
district  court. 

The  bill,  entitled  "An  act  to  prescribe  the  mode 
in  which  application  shall  be  made  for  the  pur- 
chase of  land  at  the  several  land  offices,  and  for 
(he  relief  of  Joab  Qarret,''  was  read  the  second 
^ime^  and  referred  to  a  seleet  committee,  to  con- 
aider  and  report  thereon ;  and  Mesbrs.  Qaaao, 


Campbell,  and  Amobrson,  were  appointed  thq 
committee. 

The  bill,  entitled  "An  act  making  appropria- 
tions for  the  support  of  Government  during  the 
year  1810,"  was  read  the  second  time,  and  referred 
to  a  select  committee,  to  consider  and  report 
thereon ;  and  Messrs.  Smith  of  Maryland,  An- 
OBRBON,  Crawford,  Franklin,  and  Goodricb, 
were  appointed  the  committee. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  th« 
Whole,  the  bill  to  engage,  for  a  short  period,  a 
corps  of  volunters  in  the  service  of  the  United 
States;  and,  on  motion  by  Mr.  Bayard,  it  was 
agreed  to  postpone  the  bill  for  the  purpose  of  con- 
sidering the  report  of  the  committee  to  whom  waa 
referred  the  letter  from  the  Surveyer  of  the  Pub- 
lic Buildings,  of  the  28th  of  November  last ;  and, 
on  motion,  by  Mr.  Bayard,  the  report  having 
been  amendea,  was  agreed  to  as  follows  : 

Resohedt  That,  from  and  after  Saturday,  the  10th 
instant,  the  Senate  will  hold  their  session  in  the  new 
Senate  Chamber,  lately  provided  in  the  north  wing  of 
the  CapitoL 

Mr.  Lloyd  submitted  the  following  motion. 

Ruolved,  That  the  President  of  the  United  States  be. 
and  hereby  is,  reqnested  to  cause  to  be  laid  before  tlie 
Senate  the  amount  of  duties  which  has  accrued  on 
merchandise  imported  into  the  United  States  from  any 

Jort  or  place  in  the  Mediterranean,  since  the  80th  df 
nne,  1804,  and  also  the  amount  of  dataes  which  has 
accrued  in  consequence  of  the  duty  of  two  and  a  half 
per  centum  l«ul  on  all  goods,  wares,  and  merchandise, 
paying  a  duty  ad  valorem,  imported  into  the  United 
States ;  which  said  duty  was  laid  for  protecting  the  com- 
merce and  seamen  of  the  United  States,  for  carryii^ 
on  warlike  operations  against  any  of  the  Barbarv  Pow- 
ers which  might  commit  hostilities  against  the  United 
States^  and  for  defraying  the  expenses  incidental  to  aa 
intercourse  vrith  the  said  Powers. 

The  consideration  of  the  bill  last  mentioned 
was  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole ;  and 
sundry  amendments  having,  been  submitted  by 
Mr.  Bradley,  on  motion,  it  was  af^reed.  that  the 
consideration  of  the  bill,  together  with  the  amend* 
ments,  be  postponed  until  to-morrow. 

The  bill,  entitled  "An  act  to  authorize  the  re- 
moval of  slaves  from  one  part  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  to  another,"  was  read  the  third  time* 
On  motion  by  Mr.  Giles,  the  bill  was  recommitted 
to  a  select  committee,  to  consider  and  report 
thereon ;  and  Messrs.  Bradley,  Giles, and  Rbeo^ 
were  appointed  the  committee. 

The  bill,  entitled  ''An  act  for  the  relief  of  John 
N.  Stout,"  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

The  bill  granting  a  right  of  pre-emption  to  pur- 
chasers of  public  lands  in  certain  cases  was  re- 
sumed, and  postponed. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  bill  to  incorporate  a 
company  for  making  certain  turnpike  roads  in  the 
District  of  Columbia;  and  the  consideration 
thereof  was  postponed  until  to-mortow. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  third  reading  of  the 
bill  to  incorporate  religious  societies  in  the  Di^ 
trict  of  Columbia ;  and  the  consideration  thereof 
was  postponed  until  Monday  next. 
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Wednesday,  February  7. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Bradley,  it  was  agreed  tbat 
tbe  further  consideratioa  of  the  bill  to  engage  a 
corps  of  volunteers,  for  a  short  period,  io  the  ser- 
Tice  of  the  United  States,  be  the  order  of  the  day 
for  Monday  next. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  report  of  the  select  committee  on  tbe 
bill  to  incorporate  a  company  for  making  certain 
turnpike  roads  in  the  District  of  Columbia ;  and, 
after  progress,  the  further  consideration  thereof 
was  postponed  until  to-morrow. 

A  message  from  the  House  informed  the  Senate 
that  the  House  hare  passed  a  bill,  entitled  ^'An 
net  to  extend  the  time  for  locatiog  Virginia  mil- 
itary land  warrants,  and  .for  returning  the  surveys 
thereon  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Departnient  of 
War ;"  in  which  they  desire  the  concurrence  of 
the  Senate. 

Tbe  bill  last  brought  Qp  for  ooiMtirmiee  Was 
tea^,  and  parsed  to  the  second  reading. 


Tbursday,  February  8. 

Tb«  bill,  emitled  '*Aq  act  to  extend  the  time 
ior  locating  Virgiaia  military  land  warrantSi  and 
ibr  teluroiog  ihe  surveys  ihereon  to  ihe  Secretary 
of  ihc  Dftpurfment  of  War,"  was  read  tbe  second 
fin*,  and  referred  to  a  select  committee,  to  goq« 
•iiDer  aard  rvflort  theveon ;  and  Messrs.  Obboo, 
OvLB8,and  MavNT,  were  appoinled  the  committee. 

Tb^  Svnaie  retvmed,  as  in  Commttvea  of  tbe 
Whole,  the  eoasideraifon  of  the  bHl'  to  incorporate 
a  ctmnktBrf  for  raa'kin^  eertatn  tornpike  roads  in 
the  IHrtrict  of  Columbia,  tosether  #ith  the  report 
'of  the  setect  commfttee  thereon ";  which  was 
amehded  ktid  agreed  to ;  and  (he  bill  having  been 
further  amended,  the  President  reported  it  to  the 
House  accordingly.  On  the  question,  Shall  this 
bill  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time  as  amended? 
it  arts  determined  in  the  affiraMtrre. 

The  Senate  resttmed  the  seocrsd  reading  of  the 
bill  granting  a  right  of  pre-emption  to  purchasers 
tyf  pablic  lands  in  certain  cases ;  and  on  tbe  qaes* 
tion,  Shall  this  bill  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third 
time?  it  was  detef mined  in  the  affirmative. 

The  S^ate  resumed  tbe  motion  submitted  on 
the  18lh  of  January  for  an  amendment  to  tbe  Con* 
atitution>  of  the  United  States,  together  with  the 
ameadoikents  reported  thereon  by  the  select  com- 
anttee;  and,  on  motion  by  Mr.  Bayabd,  it  was 
agreed  that  the  consideratioa  thereof  be  the  order 
of  the  day  for  Tuesday  next. 


Friday,  February  9. 

Mr.  Gregg,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  bill,  entitled  '*An  act  authorizing  the 
discharge  of  William  Hawkins  from  his  impris* 
ontnent,"  reported  it  with  an  amendment ;  which 
^as  agreed  to,  and  the  bill  was  ordered  to  the 
third  reading  as  amended.  ^ 

Mr.  GrLMA)ijfrom  the  commltree,  reported  that 
they  had  examined  and  found' correctly  engrossed 
the  bill  'granting  a  rirht  of  pre'-emption  to  pur- 
chasers of  pubue  hmds  ia  certain  caaaa ;  aad  the 


bill  was  read  thetbird  time;  and  tbe  blank  hsTio^ 
been  filled  with  "six  hundred  and  forty,"  on 
motion,  by  MK  Bradley,  the  consideration  of  the 
bill  was  further  postponed. 

The  pREaiDENT  communicated  a  letter  from 
Robert  Fulton,  with  sundry  copies  of  bis  pamph- 
let, explanatory  of  the  practice  and  efiects  of  tor- 
pedoes ;  and  the  letter  was  read. 

The  PREBiDETfTcommunicftted  the  report  of  tbe 
Attorney  General,  made  in  obedience  to  tbe  res- 
olution of  the  Senate  of  the  6th  instant;  which 
was  read,  and  referred  to  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred,  on  the  1st  instant,  the  bill  relstire 
to  thedit»trtet  court  of  the  United  States  estaWished 
in  tbe  Territory  of  Orleans. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  RepresentatirM 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  hsve  psssed 
a  bill,  eiKitled.  ^^Aa  aet  to  preyeat  the  issuing  of 
sea-letters,  except  tocer  vain  veasels,"iii  wbiebtbey 
desire  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 

The  bill  last  brought  up  for  coneorrence  was 
read,  and  juassed  to  the  irecond  reading. 


Monday,  February  12. 

The  bill,  entitled  "An  act  to  prcYent  the  isseiof 
of  sea-letters,  except  to  certain  vessels."  was  real 
the  second  time,  and  refeited  to  a  sdeet  eoatait- 
tee,  to  conaider  and  rapovt  thereon  ;'  and  Mcnn. 
dAYARD}  BftADLaY,  aod  Lbib,  Were  appointed  tiM 
committee. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  ihe 
Wbote^  the  bill  authorfziitg  a  sabscription,  oa 
behalf  of  tbe  United  States,  to  the  capital  stock 
of  the  Chesapeake  and  Delaware  and  Ohio  Caoal 
Companies ;  as  amended  ;  and,  on  tootion  by  Mr. 
Bayard,  it  was  agreed  that  me  further  cooside- 
ration  thereof  be  postponed  until  Wednesday  n»t. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  third  reading  of  the 
bill  granting  a  right  of  pre-eropttoa  to  purchasers 
of  nublic  lands  in  certain  caees ;  and,  on  motioB 
by  Mr.  Bradley,  it  was  agreed  that  the  fbrrber 
coi»iderattoD  thereof  be  postponed  until  Thursday 
next. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  bill  to  incorporate  re- 
ligious societies  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  aod, 
on  motion  by  Mr.  Anderson,  the  (iirther  consid- 
eration thereof  was  postponed  to  the  first  Monday 
in  December  next. 

The  bill,  entitled  "An  act  authoriziog  the  dis- 
cbarge of  William  Hawkins  from  his  imprison- 
ment," was  read  the  third  time,  as  amended,  and 
passed. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
motion  made  on  the  sixth  instant  respeciiog  the 
duties  on  goods  imported  from  the  Mediterraneaa, 
which  was  amended  and  agreed  to.  as  follows: 

Resolved,  That  the  President  of  the  United  SUtcs 
be,  and  be  hereby  is,  requested  to  cause  to  be  Isid  be- 
fore the  Senate  the  amount  of  duties  which  has  accrued 
on  merchandise  imported  into  Uie 'United  States  from 
any  port  or  place  in  the  Mediterranean  since  the  30(h 
of  June,  1804;  and,  also,  the  amount  of  duties  which 
has  accrued  in  consequence  of  the  duty  of  two  and  a 
half  per  cent,  laid  on  all  goods,  wares,  and  nerchtfi' 
dlM,  paying  a  duty  ad  Talotem,  fmpoeteidinto  the  Usi* 
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ted  States ;  which  nid  doty  was  Uid  by  the  act,  en- 
titled "An  act  further  to  protect  the  commerce  and 
•eamen  of  the  United  States  against  the  Barbery  Pew- 
en  ;"  and  the  seTeral  acts  to  reYive  and  continae  the 
tame  in  ibreei 

Ordered^  That  the  Secretary  lay  this  resolu- 
tion before  the  President  of  the  United  States. 

The  bill  to  incorporate  a  company  for  making 
certain  tarnpike  roads  in  the  District  of  Columbia 
was  read  the  third  time  as  amended;  and,  on 
motion  by  Mr.  Smith  of  Maryland,  it  was  agreed, 
by  unanimous  consent,  to  amend  the  bill,  as  fol- 
lows :  line  113,  after  the  word  ''  mentioned,''  insert 
'^  for  and  during  the  term  of  twenty  years,  after 
^  which  it  shall  be  lawful  for  Congrtes  to  regulate 
*said  tolls,  provided  the  said  tolls  shall  never  be 
'reduced  so  that  the  stockholders  shall  not  re- 
'ceireten  per  centum  interest  on  their  capital 
'stock;"  and  some  of  the  blanks  having  been 
filled,  as  follows : 

The  1st  with  •*  twenty-five  cents." 
2d        **  twenty-five  cents.** 
3d        **  fifty-cents." 
4th      ^  twelve  and-a-half  cents." 
5th      "twenty  cents." 
6th      "  six  cents." 

On  motion,  bv  Mr.  Leib,  it  was  agreed  to  re- 
commit the  bill,  for  the  purpose  of  providing  a 
difierence  between  the  tolls  on  business  and  plea- 
sore  carriages  ;  and  Messrs.  Lbib,  Smith  of  Mary- 
land, and  BftENT,  were  appointed  the  committee. 

CORPS  aP  yOLUNTEBf». 

The  Senate  resumed^  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill  lo  engage  a  corps  of  volunteers 
for  a  short  period  in  the  service  of  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  Batard. — The  bill  before  us  proposes 
the  payment  of  a  sum  exceeding  eight  hundred 
thousand  dollars,  to  men  engaged  to  serve  as  vol- 
unteers, even  though  no  service  should  ever  be 
rendered  or  required.  The  amendment  which 
has  been  submitted  is  designed  to  save  this  mo- 
ney, unless  these  men  should  be  called  from  their 
private  employments  into  the  public  service.  The 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania,  who  has  just  sat 
down,  ^Mr.  Leib,)  has  said  that  it  is  no  impeach- 
ment ot  the  patriotism  of  a  volunteer. to. suppose 
he  will  not  engage  to  serve  when  called  upon, 
nniess  he  is  paid  lot  the  engagement  twenty-five 
dollars,  although  he  may  never  be  called  into 
serrice;  and,  to  illustrate  his  position,  he  has  at- 
tempted a  parallel  (by  no  means  a  nappy  one) 
between  the  case  of  a  volunteer  and  a  member 
of  the  National  Legislature.  We  are  paid,  he 
says,  not  only  for  our  daily  attendance  in  this 
place,  but  for  the  expenses  of  the  road  from  the 
time  we  leave  our  homes.  Upon  this  footing 
place  the  volunteers,  and  the  objection  is  remov- 
H'  The  moment  they  leave  their  homes  they 
are  in  the  public  service,  and  from  that  moment 
thej  ought  to  be  paid.  When  &  man  gives  up 
his  time  to  the  public,  he  ceases  to  labor  for  him- 
self, and  has  a  tair  claim  to  public  remuneration. 
Bat  will  you  empty  the  public  Treasury,  alreadv 
nearly  exhausted,  in  payings  for  services  which 


may  and  probably  never  will  be  rendered  7    Let 
us  reserve  the  money  till  the  service  is  required  ;. 
we  can  then  have  some  assurance  that  it  will  nol^- 
be  thrown  away. 

I  was,  sir,  not  a  little  amused  by  the  course  pur- 
sued yesterday  hj  the  gentleman  from  Kentuckyi 
f  Mr.  Pope.)  Re  began  by  complaining  of  the 
desultory  manner  in  which  the  debate  had  been 
conducted,  and  yet  he  indulged  himself  in  a  very 
long  and  certainly  an  eloquent  speech  without 
feeling  an  obligation  to  say  one  word  in  relation 
to  the  important  question  before  us.  If,  sir,  I 
should  be  guilty  of  the  same  departure  from  the 

?|uestion  in  the  remarks  I  have  to  submit,  I  shall 
eel  myself  justified  and  protected  by  the  exiiok- 
ple  be  has  been  allowed  to  set. 

The  general  merits  of  the  bill  having  beei^ 
brought  into  discussion,  I  am  at  liberty  to  inquire- 
into  the  primary  question,  whether  the'conditioiv 
of  the  country  renders  it  expedient,  at  this  time, 
to  increase  its  military  force?    I  consider  it  as  a 
principle  in  a  free  Gk)vernment,  such  as  we  liva 
under,  that  the  military  force,  committed  to  the 
hands  of  the  Executive,  should  be  restrained 
within  narrow  bounds,  and  ought  not  to  be  aug- 
mented but  in  a  case  of  evident  necessity.    A 
large  military  force  is  at  all  times  dangerous  to 
the  liberties  of  a  country,  and  the  expense  with 
which  it  must  be  attended,  is,  with  us,  a  strong 
additional  objection  in  the  present  low  state  (u  , 
our  finances. 

The  question,  then,  which  I  pronose  is,  whether 
a  necessity  exists  to  iocrea.^e  our  Military  Estab-^ 
lishment?  It  already  amounts  to  ten  thousand 
men;  they  are  enoufb  for  our  garrisons;  and, 
with  the  views  which  I  have  taken  of  the  state 
of  the  country,  we  do  not  now,  nor  are  we  likely 
to  want  for  men  for  any  other  purpose  upon  land* 

The  gentleman  from  Kentucky,  (Mr.  Pope,) 
yesterday,  and  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania 
(Mr.  Leib)  to-day,  have  not  only  said,  but  pressed 
it  upon  us,  that  the  President  had  recommended 
an  augmentation  of  our  military  force;  and  the 
same  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  has  gone  to 
the  extent  of  saying  that,  as  the  President  had 
recommended  this  augmentation,  he  would  take 
it  for  granted  that  It  was  necessary.  And  are  we, 
sir,  come  to  this  point,  that  we  are  to  take  for 
granted  whatever  the  President  recommends?  If 
the  President  barely  recommends  an  increase  of 
the  Army,  of  the  Navy,  or  of  taxes,  are  we  to 
take  it  for  granted  that  power  cannot  be  abused^ 
or  the  people  burdened  unnecessarily?  Are  we, 
then,  no  better  than  the  ancient  Parliament  of 
Paris,  sitting  solely  to  register  the  edicts  that  are 
sent  to  us  ?  Are  we  prepared  to  establish  the 
principle  of  Presidential  infallibility?  I  am  dis- 
posed to  treat  the  recommendation  with  all  due 
respect  and  deference,  but  this  respect  and  defer- 
ence will  carry  me  no  further  than  to  carefully 
inquire  into  the  expediency  of  the  measure  rec- 
ommended. 

The  President  may  be  better  informed  than  we 
are  on  the  subject  of  our  foreign  afiairs.  I  pre- 
sume he  is  so ;  and  upon  that  ground  it  was  urged 
a  few  days  ago,  upon  the  resointion  submitted  for 
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the  purpose,  that  the  President  should  be  required 
to  indicate  the  information  which  induced  the 
'necessity  of  augmenting  our  military  force.  The 
same  gentlemen  and  their  friendis  then  told  us 
•  that  the  President  had  sent  us  all  the  information 
lie  possessed  on  the  subject.  Nay,  sir,  it  was 
treated  as  an  imputation  upon  the  integrity  of  the 
Executive  conduct  to  suspect  that  any  material 
information  had  been  withheld  from  us.  As  gen- 
tlemen have  refused  to  enlighten  our  minds  with 
Presidential  knowledge,  and  have  left  us  in  the 
darkness  of  our  own  ignorance,  I  shall,  for  my 
own  part,  still  consider  it  as  my  duty,  with  the 
dim  light  I  possess,  to  inquire  into  the  subject, 
and  to  decide  according  to  the  best  judgment  I 
can  form* 

The  question,  whether  it  is  expedient  to  aug> 
ment  our  military  force,  would  seem,  in  a  great 
degree,  to  depend  upon  the  question,  Shall  w^ 
have  war  or  preserve  peace  ?  If  there  be  no  rea- 
son to  apprehend  war,  we  have  a  sufficient  army 
for  a  Peace  Establishment ;  but,  even  in  the  event 
of  the  only  war  that  can  be  expected,  it  is  ex- 
tremely evident  that  the  corps  designed  to  be 
raised  by  the  bill  before  us,  is  not  suited  to  the 
service  which  the  probable  nature  of  the  warfare 
would  require.  In  my  opinion,  war  is  not  to  be 
apprehended,  and  bur  present  army  is,  therefore, 
sufficient  for  our  purpose,  without  incurring  the 
expense  of  the  measure  now  proposed  to  us.  Who 
is  to  make  the  war,  and  upon  what  ground  is  it 
to  be  declared  ?  I  have  never  contended  nor  said 
that  we  have  not  cause  for  war  against  England 
and  France.  I  agree  entirely  with  the  gentleman 
from  Rhode  Island  (Mr.  Champlin)  that  there 
is  cause  enough  to  justify  us,  in  the  eyes  both  of 
God  and  man,  to  make  war  upon  either  of  these 
nations.  This  sentiment  I  avowed  in  my  place 
in  the  session  of  last  year.  It  is  not  with  a  view 
to  the  interest  of  France,  or  England,  that  I  am 
not  disposed  to  make  war;  but  if,  under  all  we 
have  suffered,  we  have  an  evident  interest  to  re- 
main at  peace,  what  reason  requires  us,  or  what 
motive  can  induce  us,  to  abandon  that  interest? 
The  course  of  our  conduct  has  long  since  decided 
that  we  are  not  going  to  war  tor  that  bauble 
*  honor."  "  The  days  of  chivalry  are  past."  It 
is  not  a  question  of  profit  and  loss ;  and  it  requires 
little  calculation  to  see  how  the  account  would 
stand  between  war  and  peace  in  relation  to  Great 
Britain. 

I  have  said  that  we  have  just  cause  of  war 
against  England  and  France,  and  though  less  is 
said  of  the  wrongs  which  we  have  endured  from 
France,  in  fact  they  have  surpassed  those  suf- 
fered from  England.  Trust  me,  sir,  that  I  mean 
not  to  justify  or  extenuate  the  outrages  of  Eng- 
land, but  those  of  France,  I  affirm  to  have  been 
more  atrocious  and  insupportable.  I  need  not  go 
(back  to  the  Berlin  and  Milan  decrees.  They  are 
merged  in  that  of  Bayonne.  This  decree  is  noth^ 
«ng  short  of  a  declaration  of  war,,as  it  authorizes 
fthe  indiscriminate  capture  of  all' American  ves- 
sels found  upon  the  ocean.  In  fact,  to  the  extent 
of  her  means,  France  has  carried  on  this  war. 
Does  she  allow  a  vessel  to  escape,  which  she  has 


the  power  to  take  ?  And,  when  there  has  been 
danger  of  her  losing  the  prey,  sooner  than  relio- 
quisn  the  prize  to  the  American  owner,  she  has 
put  fire  to  it  and  destroyed  it.  Your  captared 
seamen  have  been  cast  into  irons,  and  treated  moie 
like  felons  than  prisoners  of  war.  What  can  ex- 
ceed this  state  ot  things  ?  Not  an  article  of  the 
treaty  made  under  the  Consular  GoveromeDtbas 
been  observed ;  and,  instead  of  deigning  to  treat 
with  you  respecting  the  rights  you  claim,  or  the 
grievances  you  complain  of,  she  imperiously  pr^ 
scribes  the  course  you  are  to  pursue,  and.  assum- 
ing the  sovereignty  of  your  nation,  she  aas  had 
the  audacity  to  declare  war  for  you  against  her 
enemy !  Whatever  she  could  do,  France  has 
done  to  injure,  insult,  and  demde  this  coantrT. 
No  doubt  we  should  not  have  oorne  from  her  all 
which  we  have  submitted  to,  had  it  DOt  been  for 
the  acts  of  violence  and  injustice  which  we  hare 
experienced  upon  the  part  of  Britain.  She  also 
has  furnished  us  cause  for  war,  and  done  enough 
to  provoke  it.  She  has  given  laws  to  the  oceao 
promotive  of  her  own  interests  and  destructive  of 
our  rights.  She  has  taken  from  us,  by  violence, 
the  colonial  trade,  and,  by  the  arbitrary  extension 
of  the  principle  of  blockade,  leaves  us  the  com- 
merce with  Europe,  held  by  the  miserable  tenure 
of  her  good  will.  Our  seamen  she  forcibly  takes 
from  our  own  ships,  and  scourges  them  upon  the 
^uns  of  her  men-of-war  if  they  refuse  to  enter 
mto  her  service.  Her  conduct  upon  these  sub- 
jects, or  any  one  of  them,  is  cause  enough  of 
war,  when  tne  nation  is  disposed  to  go  to  war. 

It  has,  sir,  been  a  painful  task  to  me  to  make  a 
comparison  between  the  wrongs  and  outrages 
which  we  have  endured  from  the  two  great  bel< 
ligerents.  But  while  a  recent  occurrence  has  in- 
flamed the  public  mind  against  one,  we  oagbt 
not  to  lose  sight  of  the  hostile  conduct  of  the 
other. 

After  all,  the  question  which  we  have  now  to 
consider  is,  whether  war  is  an  event  upon  which 
we  are  to  colculate?  No  one  speaks  or  thinks  of 
a  war  with  France.  She  can  do  no  more  than 
she  has  done.  One  Congress  after  another  hare 
passed  over,  and  it  is  now  rather  too  late  to  resent 
what  we  have  so  long  submitted  to. 

Is  it  likely,  then,  that  we  shall  have  war  with 
Great  Britain?  Who  is  to  commence  thewarl 
Not  the  United  States ;  pur  faith  is  pledged  to 
further  the  negotiation  before  we  have  recoorse 
to  hostility.  Our  Government  has  informed  the 
British  Government  that  they  are  still  willing  to 
treat,  if  Britain  will  send  to  us  a  Minister  of 
better  manners.  In  the  face  of  these  peaceful 
assurances^  can  you  make  war  ?    Would  our  re* 

Eublican  virtue  avail  itself  of  the  example,  if  to 
e  found  in  the  perfidy  of  Monarchs,  of  violating 
our  pledged  faith !  We  have  aspired  to  a  better 
and  fairer  character ;  and  if  the  Powers  of  Eu- 
rope have  disregarded  the  oblifation  of  moral 
right,  I  trust  we  shall  not  furnish  them  with  the 
means.of  retorting  the  reproach  upon  us.  Gfood 
fait^  would  not  allow  us  at  present  to  commence 
war ;  and  give  me  leave  to  say  that  you  bare 
the  proof  upon  your  table,  in  the  bill  sent  from 
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he  other  House,  that  they  have  determined  not 
ogo  to  war.    The  bill  falefore  us  supposes  war, 
LDd  therefore  requires  an  augmentatioa  of  our 
ailitary  force.     The  bill  they  have  sent  us  sup- 
mes  peace,  both  with  Britain  and  France,  and 
iroceeds  to  regulate  our  commercial  relaiions 
rilh  those  countries.    It  is  idl^  for  us  to  think  of 
rar  when  the  House  of  Representatives,  who 
lare  a  stronger  fiold  on  public  confidence,  as 
well  as  of  the  purse  strings,  have  averted  their 
ijfes  from  the  prospect.    I  deem  it  settled  that 
lotbiog  exists  for  which  at  this  time  this  Qov- 
iTDmenc  will  declare  war  against  Great  Brilaio. 
The  recent  affront  ffiven  by  the  British  Minis- 
er  to  our  Secretary  of  State,  or  to  our  Govern- 
ment,  if  you  please,  will  sorely  not  drive  us  into 
1  war,  after  patiently  submitting  to  the  capture 
ind  coDdemnation  of  our  vessels  carrying  colo- 
nial produce;  to  the  interdiction  of  our  commerce 
from  the  ports  of  the  Continent  under  the  arbi- 
trary aod  feigned  blockades ;  to  the  impressment 
of  oar  seamen  on  board  of  our  own  vessels  i  and 
to  the  cruel  and  bloody  agsression  in  the  case  of  | 
the  Chesapeake.  After  all  these  things,  and  twice 
IS  many  more  on  the  part  of  France  have  not 
driren  as  to  madness  and  to  war,  the  nation  will 
eertaioly  oox  agree  to  shed  its  blood  for  a  small 
a&ir  ot  honor  between  two  public  functionaries. 
Of  this  celebrated  affair,  which  is  already 
spread  over  the  face  of  volumes,  it  does  not  be* 
loDgto  my  subiect,  or  to  my  purpose,  to  say  one 
vord  further  than  to  inquire  whether  it  is  likely 
to  prove  a  cause  of  immediate  war.    On  our 
part  that  point  is  settled.    We  have  discarded 
the  Minister,  and  thus  revenged  the  insult  offered 
to  the  Government.    It  is  thus  we  have  retorted 
the  insult  on  Mr.  Jackson,  aod  the  account  is 
closed  between  him  and  the  Secretary  of  State ; 
aod  we  have  assured  the  British  Governmenc 
that,  the  affair  being  personal,  we  shall  be  ready 
to  treat  with  any  other  Minister  she  will  send  us. 
The  only  question  remaining  upon  this  head 
is.  will  Britain  commence  the  war  ?    I  answer, 
sorely  not.    She  has  no  motive.    She  has  done, 
and  coDtinues  to  do,  as  she  pleases  on  the  ocean. 
She  has  nothing  to  complain  oft    She  felt  her 
self  injured  at  one  time  by  the  neutral  flag  cov* 
eriog  enemies'  merchandise ;  but  her  decrees  and 
ber  conquests  have  relieved  her  from  aU  uneasi- 
ness upon  that  subject.    England  does  not  and 
caonot  feel  herself  an  injured  party,  and  having 
2a  interest  to  remain  at  peace  with  us,  it  is 
against  every  probability  that  she  will  commence 
|ike  war  as  long  as  she  is  satisfied  that  no  such 
intention  is  harbored  upon  our  part.    She  will 
J^t  be  pleased  with  the  late  rejection  of  her 
nmiiter ;  but  still  she  cannot  make  it  a  cause  of 
*ir,  because  it  is  personal  and  not  national.  Our 
uorernment  considers  that  Mr.  Jackson  has  of- 
fered them  an  insult,  and  though  the  British 
ubTernment  mav  view  the  subject  in  a  different 
point  of  light,  tney  will  surely  have  liberality 
CDoogh  to  allow  us  to  be  the  judges  of  .our  own 
teelings.    We  have  assured  them  that  the  dis- 
Qiission  of  Mr.  Jackson  was  not  designed  to  shut 
uke  door  of  negotiation ;  and  although  it  is  pos- 


sible that  they  may  despair  of  being  able  to  send 
us  a  Minister  to  our  taste,  (for,  send  who  they 
may,  they  will  still  send  us  an  Englishman,)  yet 
thev  will  certainly  be  willing,  if  we  are  content, 
to  let  things  remain  in  their  present  condition. 
Upon  the  whole,  sir,  I  conclude  that  there  is  no 
prolmbility  of  an  immediate  war,  and  therefore 
that  an  augmentation  of  our  military  force  is  not 
necessary. 

We  have,  however,  been  reproached  by  the 
gentleman  who  reported  this  bill  for  having  voted 
for  an  increase  of  the  Navy,  while  we  are  op> 
posed  to  any  augmentation  of  the  Army.  I  did 
vote  for  the  four  additional  frigates,  and  I  should 
have  been  willing  to  vote  for  four  ships-of-the- 
line.  The  United  States  require,  for  the  protec- 
tion of  their  territory,  a  standing  army  of  a  cer- 
tain amount.  Our  present  Military  Establish- 
ment exceeds  ten  thousand  men.  These  are 
designed  for  the  security  of  our  persons  and 
property  upon  land ;  and  is  not  the  person  and 
property  of  the  citizen  entitled  to  protection 
upon  the  ocean  ? 

God  has  decided  that  the  people  of  this  coun- 
try should  be  a  commercial  people.  You  read  * 
that  decree  in  the  seacoast  of  seventeen  hundred 
miles  which  he  has  |^iven  you  ;  in  the  numerous 
navigable  waters  which  penetrate  the  interior  of 
the  country;  in  the  various  ports  and  harbors 
scattered  along  your  shores ;  in  your  fisheries ; 
in  the  redundant  productions  of  your  soil ;  and, 
more  than  all,  in  the  enterprising  and  adventur- 
ous spirit  of  your  people.  It  is  no  more  a  ques- 
tion whether  the  people  of  this  country  shall  be 
allowed  to  plough  the  ocean,  than  it  is  whether 
they  shall  be  permitted  to  plough  the  land.  It  is 
not  in  the  power  of  this  Government,  nor  would 
it  be  if  it  were. as  strong  as  the  most  despotic  upon 
the  earth,  to  subdue  the  commercial  spirit,  or  to 
destroy  the  commercial  habits  of  the  country. 
Young  as  we  are,  our  tonnage  and-  commerce 
surpass  those  of  every  nation  upon  the  globe 
but  one,  and  if  not  wasted  bv  the  deprivations  to 
which  they  were  exposed  by  their  defenceless 
situation,  and  the  more  ruinous  restrictions  to 
which  this  Gk)vernment  subjected  them,  it  would 
require  not  many  more  years 'to  have  made  them 
the  greatest  in  the  world.  Is  this  immense 
wealth  always  to  be  exposed  as  a  prey  to  the  ra-» 
pacity  of  freebooters  ?  Why  will  you  protect 
your  citizens  and  their  property  upon  land,  and 
leave  them  defenceless  upou  the  ocean?  As 
your  mercantile  property  increases,  the  prize  be- 
comes moreterapting  to  the  cupidity  of  foreign 
nations.  In  the  course  of  things  the  ruins  and 
aggressions  which  you  have  experienced  will 
multiply,  nor  will  tney  be  restrained  while  we 
have  no  appearance  of  a  naval  force. 

I  have  always  been  in  favor  of  a  Naval  Estab- 
lishment-^not  from  the  unworthy  motives  attrib- 
uted by  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  to  a  former 
Administration,  in  order  to  increase  patronage, 
but  from  a  profound  conviction  that  the  safety  or 
the  Union  and  the  prosperity  of  the  nation  de- 
pended greatly  upon  its  commerce,  which  never 
GOttid  be  securely  enjoyed  without  the  protection 
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of  naTal  power.  I  offer,  sir,  abundant  proof  for 
the  satiafacHOQ  of  the  liberal  mind  of  that  gentle- 
man, that  patronage  was  not  formerly  a  motive 
io  voting  an  increase  of  the  Navy,  when  I  give 
BOW  the  same  vote,  when  surely  I  and  my  friends 
have  nothing  to  hope,  and  for  myself  I  thank  GK)d 
nothing  to  wish,  from  the  patronage  it  may  confer. 
You  mast  and  will  have  a  Navy ;  but  it  is  not 
to  be  created  in  a  dav,  nor  is  it  to  be  expected,  that 
in  its  infancy,  it  will  be  able  to  cope  foot  to  fool 
with  the  foU-grown  vigor  of  the  navy  of  England. 
But  we  are  even  now  capable  of  maintaining  a 
Baval  force  formidable  enough  to  threaten  the 
British  commerce,  and  to  render  this  nation  an 
object  of  more  respect  and  consideration. 

In  another  point  of  view,  the  protection  of  com- 
merce has  become  more  indispensable.  The  tli^ 
covery  is  completely  made,  that  it  is  from  com- 
merce that  the  revenue  is  to  be  drawn  which  is 
to  support  this  Government.  A  direct  tax,  a  stamp 
act,  a  carriage  tat,  and  an  excise,  have  been  tried ; 
and  I  believe,  sir,  after  the  lesson  which  experi- 
ence has  given  on  the  subject,  no  set  of  men  in 
power  will  ever  repeat  them  again,  for  all  they 
are  likely  to  produce.  The  burden  mvst  be  pretty 
light  upon  the  people  of  this  countrv,  or  the  rider 
is  io  great  danger.  Yon  otay  be  allowed  to  sell 
your  back  lands  for  some  time  longer,  but  the  per- 
manent fund  for  the  support  of  this  Gk>vernmeBt 
b  the  imports. 

If  the  people  were  willing  to  part  with  com- 
merce, can  the  Qovernment  dispense  with  it? 
But,  when  it  belongs  equally  to  the  interest  of  the 
people  and  of  the  Goverament  to  encourage  and 
protect  it,  will  ^on  not  spare  a  few  of  those  dol- 
lars which  it  brings  into  your  Treasury  to  defend 
and  to  nrotect  it  ?       * 

In  relation  to  the  increase  of  a  permanent  mil- 
itary force,  a  free  people  cannot  cnerish  too  great 
a  jealousy.  An  army  may  wrest  the  power  from 
the  hands  of  the  people,  and  deprive  them  of  their 
liberty.  It  becomes  us,  therefore,  to  be  extremely 
cautious  bow  we  augment  it.  But  a  narVy  of  any 
magnitude  can  never  threaten  us  with  the  same 
danger.  Upon  land,  at  this  time,  we  have  noth- 
ing— and  probablVj^at  any  future  time,  we  shall 
hare  but  little-^to  fear  from  any  foreign  Power.  It 
is  upon  the  ocean  we  meet  them ;  it  is  there  our 
collisions  arise;  it  is  there  we  are  most  feeble, 
most  vulnerable,  and  most  exposed ;  it  is  there,  by 
consequence,  that  our  safety  and  prosperity  must 
require  an  augmented  force. 

I  have  been  endeavoring  to  show,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, from  an  examination  of  the  posture  of  our 
affairs  in  relation  to  Britain  and  France,  that  there 
is  no  fruoh  probability  of  war  with  either  of  these 
nations  as  to  require  or  to  justify  an  expen«ve 
measure,  designed  for  an  increase  of  our  military 
force.  1  now  proceed  to  show,  that  in  the  event 
of  war  with  either  of  these  Powers,  the  force  de- 
signed to  be  raised  by  this  bill  will  be  useless,  and 
incapable  of  reiVdering  the  very  service  for  wfaioh 
they  are  probably  intended. 

Let  me  6 rst  suppose  a  war  with  France — what 
are  we  to  apprehend  from  this  wart  Not  the  in- 
vauoa  of  our  territory.    She  hae  troope  ib  abun- 


dance, but  how  is  she  to  transport  them  across  the 
Atlantic  ?  Would  she  ask  permission  of  Great 
Britain  ?  or  could  she  do  it  without  license?  It  ii 
now  for  her  a  great  achievement,  when  her  trans- 
ports or  men-of-war,  by  fast  sailing,  or  by  bard 
lighting,  can  make  a  successful  voyage  from  one 
of  her  own  ports  to  another.  While  the  present 
war  continues,  (and  it  is  not  likely  to  end  very 
soon,)  we  have  nothing  to  dread  from  a  Preoeh 
invasion. 

Then,  suppose  the  war  with  England— is  it  pro- 
bable that  our  territory  will  be  invaded  ?  The 
gentleman  from  Vermont  (Mr.  Bradlby)  has  toH 
us  that  the  frontiers  of  his  State  would  be  exposed 
to  the  irruption  of  a  British  and  savage  force  of 
not  less  than  two  thousand  men.  If,  sir,  there  be 
anything  to  fear  from  this  quarter,  what  becomes 
of  the  brilliant  prospects  which  nave  been  pre- 
sented to  us,  within  and  without  these  Hails,  of 
forciog  Britain  to  terms  by  seizing  her  Noribera 
possessions  ?  And  this  Canada,  which  has  been 
promised  and  pledged  as  a  fond  to  compensate  us 
for  our  expenses,  and  to  indemnify  us  for  oat 
losses?  And  now  we  are  called  upon  to  provide 
thirty  thousand  men  to  defend  us  from  iovasion 
from  that  feeble  province !  But  the  fear  of  iora- 
sion  from  Canada  does  not  exist.  Canada  is  Tar- 
nished with  troops  for  defence,  but  none  for  ioTa- 
aion.  More  than  thirty  years  ago,  the  invasion  of 
an  army  often  thousand  men  upon  that  quarter 
was  fatal  to  the  invaders.  Britain  has  not  for- 
gotten the  fate  of  Bureoyne,  and  she  would  con- 
sider, also,  thM  where  she  heretofore  met  one  gan, 
she  would  now  find  three  presented ;  and  that, 
instead  of  encountering  men  shackled  with  the 
scruples  of  former  allegiance,  she  would  hare  to 
fight  sons  of  freedom,  invigorated  from  their  in- 
fancy with  a  sense  of  liberty  and  independence. 
The  brave  militia  of  Vermont  would  want  no- 
body to  help  them  in  a  struggle  with  Canada— 
they  would  agree  to  fight  that  province  singl^ 
handed  ;  and,  take  my  word  for  it,  the  Crown  of 
England  would  as  freely  stipulate  for  the  neutral- 
ity of  Canada  in  a  war  with  the  United  Siaies, 
as  in  the  Continental^ wars  she  has  done  for  (bat 
of  Hanover.  Would*  Britain  attempt  to  iorade 
us  in  any  other  quarter?  It  is  evident  that  she 
has  occasion  for  ail  her  troops  upon  the  Conti- 
nent and  at  home,  and  we  may  consider  it  as  cer- 
tain that  she  would  not  hazard  a  body  of  troops, 
capable  of  making  an  impression  upon  this  coun- 
try, three  thousand  miles  from  her.  In  case  of  a 
British  war,  invasion  is  put  out  of  the  quesiion. 
The  purpose  of 'the  troops  to  be  raised  by  this  btll 
can,  then,  only  be  to  invade  and  conquer  the  Brit- 
ish possessions  on  our  Continent^  in  the  event  of 
war.  We  have,  therefore,  to  inquire  whether  tbef 
could  be  employed  for  that  purpose?. 

Upon  a  former  occasion  the  gentleman  from 
Virginia  (Mr*  QtLCs)  attributed  to  me  an  opiaion 
upon  the  question  which  I  had  not  then  formed, 
because  I  bad  not  then  exatnined  the  quesiion; 
but  the  attention  which  I  have  since  been  able  to 
bestow  upon  it,  has  completely  satisfied  me  that 
the  militia  cannot  constitutionally  be  roarebed 
beyottd  the  limits  of  our  territory  for  the  purpose 
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r  conqaest.  A  differeot  doctrine  is  repagnanc 
>  the  natare  aod  design  of  a  milifia,  and  the 
faio  demoastralions  of  intentton  upon  lh«  faee 
r  the  CoBsCitution.  The  militia  is  the  whole 
bysical  force  of  a  country  supposed  to  be  capa- 
k  of  bearing  arms.  Such  a  force  was  never 
kced  at  the  disposal  of  any  goyernroent  for  the 
UTfNwe  of  conquest.  They  are  designed  for  the 
iipport  of  law  and  order,  and  to  defend  our  lib- 
rcies  and  rights  against  domestic  usorpaiion  or 
>reiga  inrasion.  They  ate  not  instruments  of 
ower.  to  gratify  ambition  by  despotiing  other 
eople  of  their  territory  or  seli-governaaent. 
!*hey  devote  themselves  alone  to  tbe  sacred  duty 
f  defeoding  their  countrY  and  maintaining  iheir 
Constitution  and  laws  Proclaim  to  the  militia 
bat  it  is  in  the  power  of  the  Governmept  to  carry 
bem  abroad^  in  order  to  make  foreign  conquests, 
md  you  annibilate  the  vital  spirit  of  tbe  body. 
They  are  no  longer  the  defenders  solely  of  their 
ioantry;  tbey  are  equally  the  ioslruments  of 
ivrong  and  oppression* 

The  Constitution,  in  relation  to  foreico  nations, 
loes  Qot  contemplate  conquest,  but  dcKnce  only ; 
wd  there  is  not,  especially  with  regard  to  the 
Bilitia,  a  single  provision  which  warnants  a  pre- 
teoce  to  employ  ihem  for  the  p«rprt»se  of  conquest, 
The  only  provision  on  tbesubject  which  has  been 
leferred  to  is  in  the  esghib  section  of  the  first 
irticle,  in  which  power  is  given  to  Congress  "to 
provide  for  calling  forth  the  militia  to  execute 
ibe  laws  of  tbe  Union,  supprett  insurreetioiis,  and 
Kpel  in? asions.'' 

I  have  heard  it  frequently  remarked  by  the 
lentieman  from  Virginia,  that  there  was  not  a- 
Knteoce^  a  word,  or  even  a  comma,  in  the  Con- 
stitQtion,  not  replete  with  meaning  and  definite 
MteatioD.  I  have  always  considered  it  as  an 
iostnioient  constructed  with  admirhMe  ability. 
We  will  then  consider  whether  the  construction 
pat  Dpoa  the  passage  cited  comports  with  the 
bigh  character  for  precision  which  we  agree  in 
lUribatiog  to  the  Constitution. 

The  power  relied  upon  by  the  gentleman, .  is 
tbtt  given  to  call  out  the  militia  to  execute  the 
hwB.  The  obvious  meaning  of  this  provision 
ttfers  to  the  general  administration  of  the  laws 
sf  the  Unit^  States.  Combinations  may  be 
ibnned  to  resist  the  execution  of  the  law  (as  hap- 
pened in  relation  to  the  excise  law)  which  the 
Wbiearm  of  civil  authority  may  not  be  able  to 
eoeree.  The  Coustitotioo,  in  such  case,  affords 
^eaid  of  the  militia  ;  and,  in  the  case  to  which 
I  referred,  thev  were  made  use  of  in  support  of 
the  law.  Bat  toe  gentleman  insists  tbftt  Congress 
Bay  make  a  law  to  take  possession  of  a  foreign 
(ooDtry,  and  that  the  militia  may  then  be  called 
npoD  to  execute  the  law. 

Congress  has  no  power  but  what  is  delegated 
^it;  and  if  the  important  power  to  make  con* 
iveits  had  been  designed  to  be  given,  would  it 
^ve  been  conferred  oy  so  precise  an  instrument 
^  we  agree  the  Constitution  to  be.  under  cover 
^}  forced  and  obscured  infevence  from  a  power 
f^eniiy  given  for  another  purpose?  On  this 
^ttportant  point  the  Conatttntioa  has  studiooaly 


and  definitely  described  the  occasion  upon  which. 
the  militia  may  be  employed-— ^*  to  execute  the 
laws,  to  suppress  insurrections,  and  to  repel  in- 
vasions." 

If  it  had  been  intended  to  employ  them  in  the 
important  and  perilous  work  of  conquest,  would 
an  express  pro^sioo  have  been  made  for  their 
use  in  the  ease  of  insurrections  and  invasions,  to 
which,  naturally,  they  would  have  been  applied, 
and  nothing  said  as  to  conquests,  in  its  nature  the 
most  questionable  service  iato  which  they  could 
be  called?  This  is  not  consistent  with  the  char- 
acter which  we  have  agreed  belongs  to  the  Con- 
stitution. If,  further,  the  point  depended  upoa 
the  question,  whether  Congress  could  nuke  a  law 
directing  the  Executive  to  conquer  a  foreign; 
couBiry.  tbe  militia  could  never  be  called  upoa 
to  make  foreign  conquests,  because  Congress  h^:^ 
no  power  to  make  such  a  law.  Conquests  are 
under  the  laws  of  nations,  and  not  under  muni- 
cipal law.  Legislative  jurisdiction  depends  upoik 
one  of  two  ground»— viz:  territory  or  allegiance. 
The  operations  of  your  laws  are  confined  to  tha 
circuits  of  your  own  territories,  unless  operating 
upon  tbe  alkffiaoce  of  your  citizens.  If  the  prin* 
cipte  contended  for  be  correct,  you  might  still 
make  it  treason  for  the  subjects  ot  a  foreign  State 
to  resist  your  invasion  as  to  make  it  lawful  for 
your  President  to  take  possession  of  their  coun- 
try. Nay,  if  such  an  act  of  Congress  could  be 
passed,  it  would,  as  the  law  of  treason  has  beea 
settled  among  as,  be  treason  to  resist  it  j  and  you 
would  hang  the  patriot  as  a  traitor  who  came  for** 
ward  to  defend  bis  country. 

The  gentleman  from  Virginia  has  put  several 
oases^  involving,  as  he  supposes,  inconvenience 
or  absurdity  upon  our  construction  of  the  Consti* 
tutiott.  He  supposes  the  enemy  upon  your  fron- 
tier threatening  an  invasioa,  and  the  ground  more 
favorable  for  attack  upon  their  side  of  the  line 
than  upon  ours.  He  asks  also,  if,  in  an  encoun- 
ter, they  are  farced  over  tbe  line,  whether  yon 
may  not  pursue  them?  Upon  these  cases  I  have 
no  difficuiiv  in  saying  you  may  pass  the  line,  if 
done  for  the  purpose  of  repelling  an  invasion; 
The  Constitution  expresely  delegates  tbe  power 
to  employ  a  militia  to  repel  an  invasion.  If| 
therefore,  they  are  passed  into  a  foreign  territory, 
in  a  case  in  which  it  is  necessary  efiectually  to 
defeat  an  invasion,  I  should  suppose  they  were 
constitutionally  employed.  It  will  depend,  there- 
fore, upon  the  quo  animo  tbey  are  carried  out  of 
their  own  territory.  If,  as  the  means  to  repel  aa 
invasion, the  Constitution,  having  given  the  power 
to  repel  invasion,  gives  also  the  means  of  employ- 
ing ihem  eflVctually  for  that  purpose ;  but  for 
conquest,  tbey  are  not  allowed  to  be  used.  They 
are  instruments  too  pfecious  to  be  employed  in 
the  service  of  ambition. 

The  gentleman  has  told  us  that  he  considered 
the  point  settled  when  the  militia  were  employed 
to  take  possession  of  Louisiana,  when  acquired 
by  the  cession  of  France.  I  mean  not,  sir,  at  this 
time,  to  say  a  word  upon  the  question  which  bav 
been  heretofore  agitated,  whether  tbe  limits  of 
our  territory  could  be  enlarged,  either  by  purchase 
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preparation  upon  )aad«  which,  at  tbw  time,  I 
would  make  for  war.  If  hostilities  happen,  I  do 
not  dread  invasion.  Bat  if.  in  such  event,  oar 
enemy  should  be  bold  enougn  to  invade  our  terri- 
tory, 1  conceive  th«  best  and  cheapest  defence  of 
the  nation  will  be  to  supply  our  cittseoa  with 
arms. 

When  Mr.  Batabd  had  concluded,  the  farther 
voosideration  of  the  bill  was  na^  the  t>rder  of 
the  day  for  Monday  nextv-— And  on  motion  the 
Senate  adjourned. 


TusaDAY,  February  .13. 

Mr.  Oaieo,  from  the  committee  lo  whom  was 
referred,  on  the  sixth  instant,  the  bill  from  the 
House  of  Representatives,  entitled  ^'An  «ct  to  pre- 
scribe the  mode  in  which  arpplioaiion  shall  he 
made  for  the  purcha^-e  of  land  at  the  several  land 
offices,  and  for  the  relief  of  Joah  Qarret,''  re[[»orted 
the  bill  with  amendments;  which  were  considered 
and  agreed  to,  and  the  bill  was* ordered  to  tlie 
third  reading  as  amended. 

Mr*  Smitb,  of  Maryland,  from  the  committee 
to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  from  the  House  of 
Representatives,  entitled  '^An  act  respecting  the 
commercial  intercourse  between  the  United  Slates 
and  Great  Britain  and  France,  and  for  other  pur* 
pows,"  reported- it  with  an  amendment. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  motion  made  on  the 
18th  of  January  for  an  amendment  to  the  Con- 
stitution of  the  United  States,  together  with  the 
amendmenu  reported  thereon  by  the  select  com- 
mittee. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Grawpobd  the  resolution 
was  recommitted  toafreiect  cdmmiitee,to  consist 
•f  live  members,  further  to  consider  and  repot 
thereon ;  and  Messrs.  Rbdd,  CaA.WFORD,  Leib, 
Giles,  and  Picxbrino,  were  appointed  the  com- 
miiteei 

Mr.  Bataro,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred,  on  the  first  instant,  the  bill  relative  to 
the  district  court  of  the  United  States  established 
in  the  Territory  of  Orleans,  reported  it  with 
amendiBeatu;  which  were  read. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Leib,  it  was  agreed  that  the 
fHfih4*r  conaideratioa  q[  the  bill,  entitled  '*Aa  act 
respecting  the  commercial  intercourse  between 
the  Unit^  Slates  and  Great  Britain  and  France, 
and  for  other  purposes,"  together  with  the  amend- 
nueot  reported  thereon,  be  the  order  of  the  day 
for  Monday  nexu 


Weonesday,  February  14. 

Mr.  GiLMAN,  from  the  committee,  reported  the 
ameadoenia  to  the  bill,  entitled  *'An  act  to  pre- 
scribe the  mode  in  which  applicatiiMi  shall  be 
made  for  the  purchase  of  land  at  the  several  land 
offices,  and  for  the  relief  of  Joah  Garret,"  cor- 
rectly engrossed ;  and  the  bill  was  read  the  third 
time  as  amended. 

Resolted,  That  this  bill  pass  with  amendments. 

Mr.  Braolby,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred,  on  the  SOih  of  December,  the  bill, 
entitled  '^An  act  to  revive  an  act,  efititled  'An  Bot 


for  the  relief  of  the  refugees  from  the  Briiiik 
Provinces  of  Canada  and  Nova  Scotia,  and  for 
other  purposes,"  reported  the  bill  with  amend- 
ments; which  were  read.  , 

The  Seaate  resumed  the  consideration  of  tke 
report  of  the  select  cOmmiuee  oo  the  bill  reUtire 
to  the  district  court  of  the  United  States  esubK 
lished  in  the  Territory  of  OrleaBs;  and,  oa  na- 
tion, the  BeBBte  ad^journed. 


Tbubbuat,  Febmary  15. 

Mr.  BsAOLjrT,  from  the  committee  to  w^a  { 
was  recommitted,  on  the  6th  inslOBt,  the  bilL 
entitled,  "An  act  amhoriziiijg  the  removal  W 
slaves  from  oae  part  of  the  District  of  Columbia 
to  another,"  reported  the  bill  with  amendmenu-, 
which  were  read. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  bill  gratatiog  ariglil 
of  pre-emption  to  purchasers  of  public  latids  it 
certain  cases;* and,  on  motion  by  Mr.  Bbadi.kt, 
the  bill  was  recommitted  to  a  select  comoittee. 
to  consist  of  five  members,  further  to  consider  asd 
report  thereon;  and  Messrs.  Bradley,  Gbboo, 
Meios,  FaAitKLiif,  and  Campbell,  were  appoint- 
ed the  eommittee. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  consideration  of  the  amendments  re^ 
ported  by  the  select  committee  to  the  bill,  entitled 
"An  act  to  revive  an  act,  entitled  *An  act  for  the 
relief  of  the  refuerees  from  the  British  Provincei 
of  Canada  and  Nova  Scotia,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses;" and,  having  agreed  thereto,  the  President 
reported  the  bill  to  the  House  amended  accord- 
ingly. 

Ordered,  That  this  bill  pass  to  the  third  read- 
ing as  amended. 

Mr.  Smith,  of  Maryland,  from  the  committee 
to  whom  was  referred,  oo  the  6th  instant,  the  bill, 
entitled  ^'An  act  making  appropriations  for  the 
support  of  Government  during  the  year  one  thou- 
band  eight  hundred  and  ten,"  reported  the  same 
with  amendments;  which  were  read.  . 

it 

Mr.  UiLLBOUBB  submitted  the  following  mo- 
tion: 

Eiwhed,  That  the  Presidtnt  of  tlia  United  Stola 
be  requested  to  cauae  to  be  laid  before  tha  Senate  in- 
formation of  tho  manner  in  which  the  act,  entitled 
**An  act  to  amend  and  continue  in  Ibrce  certain  parti 
of  the  act,  entitled  *An  act  to  interdict  the  commerdai 
intercourse  between  the  United  States  and  Great  Brit- 
ain and  France,  and  their  dependencies,  and  for  othei 
purposes/'  has  been  executed ;  and  how  far  exports  to 
and  imports  from,  the  ports  of  Great  Britain,  have  been 
or  now  are  permitted ;  end,  whether  collectors  of  dis 
tricts  in  the  United  States  do  not  admit  to  an  entr] 
goods  the  growth  and  mann&cture  of  Great  Britaio 
and,  if  so,  under  what  anthority  the  same  is  done." 

Mr.  Reco,  from  the  committee  to  whom  wa 
recommitted,  on  the  13th  instant,  the  resolutioi 
for  an  amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  thi 
United  States,  together  with  (he  amendments  re 
ported  thereon  by  the  select  committee,  reportec 
the  same  further  amended,  to  read  as  follows: 

<*lietilfeef  MOhiUtj  shall  hs  granted  bj  the  Unite 
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Buiet;  »nd  oo  ptnrni  hoUiaguiy  ot&ee  of  profit  or 
tract  under  them,  •hall,  withoat  t£e  cenMni  of  Con- 
pcM,  accept  of  anj  presoot,  omolaraent,  offiise,  or  title 
9f  tnj  kind  whatever,  from  anj  Emperor,  King,  Prince, 
or  foreign  State.  And,  if  any  citizen  of  the  United 
Butet  shall  accept  of  any  title  of  nobility,  or  of  any 
dther  title  of  distinction,  above  or  below  that  of  nobil- 
ity, from  any  Emperor,  King,  Prince,  or  foreign  State, 
or  shall  hold  the  same  by  descent,  such  dtiaen  ahall 
tbenceibrth  be  incapable  of  exerdaing  or  enjoying  any 
of  the  righti  and  immnnities  of  a  free  citizen  of  the 
United  States,  or  of  the  individual  Sutes ;  and  shaU. 
slio,  be  incapable  of  holding  anv  o(Boa  'of  proAt  or  trait 
uderthem,  oraither  of  them. 


Fbiday,  February  16. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  motioa  made  yeiter- 
day,  for  iDformation  on  the  manner  in  which  the 
soo-iotercourse  law  has  been  executed. 

Oq  motioa,  by  Mr.  Qile«,  to  araeud  the  motion, 
by  suikiog  out  all  that  follows  the  word  **  iofor- 
matioo,'^  and  ioserting,  in   lieu  thereof,  tbeae 

words: 

"  Whether,  in  the  ezeeutian  of  the  act,  entitled  <An 
let  to  amend  and  oontinua  in  Ibroe  certain  parts  of 
the  act,  entitled  *An  act  to  interdict  the  oommercial 
iotercoorse  between  the  United  States  and  Great  Brit- 
tin  tod  France,  and  their  dependencies,  and  for  other 
poTposes,'  exports  to,  and  imports  from  Great  Britain 
or  France  have  been,  or  sure  now  permitted ;  and,  whe- 
ihrr  collectors  of  districts  in  the  United  States  do  not 
idmit  to  sn  entry  goods  the  growth  and  manufacture 
of  Great  Britain  or  France  :" 

Mr.  HiLLBOcas  called  for  a  division  of  the 
question,  and  it  was  taken  on  striking  out;  and 
passed  in  the  affirmative — yeas  19,  nays  10,  as 

lollows :  ^ 

« 

Tub—  Messrs.  Anderson,  Bradley,  Campbell,  Con^ 
£t.  Piaaklin,  Gaillard,  German,  Giles,  Gilman,  Lam- 
Wrt,  Mathewaon,  Meigs,  Parker,  Robinson,  Smith  of 
Maryland,  Smith  of  New  York,  Tait,  Turner,  and 
Whiteside. 

Nais — Messrs.  Bayard,  Crawford,  Goodrich,  Gregg, 
HillhoQse,  Horsey,  Lloyd,  Pickering,  Reed,  and  Sa^Her. 

Oo  thequtatioD  to  adopt  the  ameadment^inand- 
t<i  u  follows : 

"  Whether,  in  the  exeeution  of  the  act,  enticed  'An 
Kt  to  amend  and  continue  in  force  certain  parts  of  the 
tct,  fiatitled  *A&  aet  lo  inttordid  the  oommereial  inter- 
eoarae  between  the  Unilad  States  and  Great  BrHaha 
•ad  France,  and  their  dependenoiea,  and  in  other  pur- 
IjMta/  eipotis  to,  and  impona  from,  the  povts  of  Great 
Britain  or  France  have  been,  or  are  oo^  permitted ; 
ttd  whether  ooUaotora  of  di etricto  in  the  United  Statea 
^  not  sdroit  to  an  entry  goods  the  growth  and  manu- 
keture  of  Great  Britain  or  France ;  ^nd  the  instrao- 
^oa  ander  which  such  collectors  have  acted  :*' 

li  was  detprroioed  in  the  affirmative — yeas  S9, 
nay  1.  as  follows: 

Teas — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bayard,  Bradley,  Camp- 
H  Charaplha,  Condlt,  Crawford,  Franklin,  Gaillard, 
^nnaa,  Giles,  Gilman,  Goodrich,  Gregg,  Hitlhottse, 
H«ney,  Lambert,  Lloyd,  Matheweon,  Meigs,  Parker, 
Pickering,  Robinson,  Smith  of  Maryland,  Smith  of 
new  York,  Sumter,  Tait,  Turner,  and  Whiteside. 

NAr—Mr.  Reed. 


So  it  was  Reeolved,  That  the  Preaidient  of  the 
United  States  be  requested  to  cause  to  be  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  information  whether,  in  the  eze* 
cution  of  the  act,  entitled  *'Ao  act  to  amend  and 
continue  in  force  certain  parts  of  the  aet,  entitled 
'An  act  to  interdict  the  commercial  intercourse 
between  the  United  States  and  Qreat  Britaia 
and  Fraaee,  and  their  depeodeaciea,  and  for  othet 
purposes,"  exports  to,  and  imports  from,  the  ports 
of  Great  Britain  or  Ffaaee  have  been,  or  are  now 
permitted  }  a&d  whether  collectors  of  districts  iit 
the  United  Stales  do  not  admit  to  ao  entry  goods 
the  growth  and  manitfactnre  of  Qreat  Britain  or 
Fraaee;  ikkI  the  iostruelions  under  whieh  such 
oollectofs  have  acted. 

Or^ered^  That  the  Secretary  lay  this  resoU- 
tioo  before  the  President  of  the  United  States. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill,  entitled  ''An  aet  making^  appn^ 
prtatinns  for  the  support  of  Qoveromeni  during 
the  3^ar  1810;"  together  with  the  amendmeDts 
reported  by  the  sei^t  committee;  aod^  after  piro* 
greas,  on  motion  by  Mr.  BaTaao,  it  was  agreed 
that  the  further  coosMieiatioB  tbereof  be  post- 
poned to  Monday  next. 


Monday,  February  19. 

Mr.  Bradley  presented  a  petition  from  the 
committee  in  behalf  of  the  Trustees  of  the  Erie 
Literary  Society,  stating  that  the  Legif^lature  of 
the  State  of  Ohio,  in  the  year  1803,'  incorporated 
that  society,  with  power  to  establish  a  college  in 
the  Connecticut  Western  Reserve;  and  that  the 
Trustees  have  fixed  upon  the  town  of  Burton,  in 
the  county  of  Granger,  for  the  nurpose;  and 
praying  a  donation  in  land  for  the  benefit  of  the 
institution;  and  the  petition  was  read,  and  re- 
ferred to  a  select  committee,  tu  consider  and  re- 
port thereon  by  bill  or  otherwise;  and  Messrs. 
CRADLEY,  GreoOj  and  GooDRicn,  were  appointed 
the  committee. 

Mr.  Bradley  presented  the  petition  of  Amasa 
Soper,  of  Westminster,  in  the  State  of  Vermont, 
late  a  Captain  in  the  Revolutionary  army  of 
(he  United  States,  detailing  hU  services  and  suf- 
ferings, and  praying  relief;  and  the  petitiun  was 
rea(l. 

The  President  communicated  a  report  from 
the  Secretary  of  War,  on  tbesale  of  public  arms 
to  individual  States,  as  authorized  by  the  act  of 
the  2d  of  April,  1808,  entitled  '^An  act  authori- 
zing the  sale  of  public  hrms;"  which  was  read, 
and  ordered  to  lie  for  consideration. 

Mr.  Leib  presented  the  petition. of  Joseph 
Joshua  D^rster,  stating  that  he  had  discovered  a 
new  and  important  mode  of  propelling  vessek 
through  the  water  by  means  of  steam ;  and  prar- 
in^  Congress  to  grant  him  the  privilege  of  ob- 
taining K)r  that  purpose  a  patent  right,,  he  not 
having  been  long  enough  a  resident  in  the  United 
States  to  entitle  him  thereto ;  and  the  petition 
was  read,  aod  referred  to  a  select  committee,  to 
consider  and  report  thereon ;  and  Messrs.  LfiiB| 
QoooRtoa,  and  MATBSwaoM,  were  appointed  the 
commitiee. 
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The  bid,  entitled  ^*  An  act  to  roTire  an  act,  en- 
titled '  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  refugees  from 
the  British  Provinces  of  Canada  and  Nova  Scotia, 
and  for  other  purposes,'  "  was  read  the  third  time 
as  amended,  and  passed. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill,  entitled  ^' An  act  making  appro* 
priations  for  the  support  of  Gh}vernment  during 
the  year  1810,''  together  with  the  amendments 
reported  by  the  select  committee. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Lloyd,  to  strike  out  thefol* 
lowing  words,  section  1,  lines  160.^  161 :  "  For  re- 
paying the  Bank  of  the  United^  States  a  sum 
advanced  to  the  late  collector  of  New  Orleans,  to 
enable  him  to  pay  drawbacks,  one  hundred  thou- 
sand dollars  ;"  it  was  determined  in  the  negative — 
yeas  8,  nays  22,  as  follows: 

YxAs — Messrs.  Bayard,  Champlin,  Goodrich,  HUl- 
hOQse,  Horsey,  Lloyd,  Pickering,  and  Reed. 

Nats — Messrs.  Bradley,  Brent,  Campbell,  Condit, 
Crawford,  Franklin,  Qaillard,  German,  GHea,  Gregg, 
Lambert,  Leib,  Mathewson,  Meigs,  Parker,  Robinson, 
Smith  of  Maryland,  Smith  of  New  York,  Sumter, 
Tait,  Turner,  and  Whiteside. 

And  the  report  of  the  select  committee  having 
been  amended,  was  agreed  to ;  and  the  Presi- 
dent having  reported  the  bill  to  the  House 
amended  accordingly,  on  the  question,  Shall  this 
bill  be  read  a  third  time  as  amcinded  ?  it  was  de- 
termined in  the  affirmative. 

The  following  Message  was  received  from  the 
Pbbsident  of  the  United  States: 

To  the  Senate  of  the  Uiuted  Statea  .* 

I  transmit  a  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
complying  with  their  resolution  of  the  13th  instant 

JAMES  MADISON. 

FXBBUABT  17,  1610. 

The  Message  and  report  wer^  read,  and  ordered 
to  lie  for  consideration. 

Mr.  HiLLHOUSB  presented  the  petition  of  Wil- 
liam Marbury  and  others,  inhabitants  of  George- 
town and  District  of  Columbia,  praying  a  law 
authorizing  a  turnpike  from  the  intersection  of 
Fayette  and  High  street,  continued  by  Tennelly- 
town,  to  the  place  where  the  Fredericktown  road 
now  crosses  the  District  line ;  and  the  petition 
was  read,  and  ordered  to  lie  for  consideration. 


TuBBDaT,  Febraary  20. 

Mr.  Leib  presented  the  memorial  of  a  large 
number  of  the  citizens  of  the  State  of  Pennsyl- 
vania, on  the  subject  of  our  foreign  relations,  and 
remonstrating  against  the  passage  of  a  bill  pend- 
ing in  the  Senate,  respecting  the  commercial  in- 
tercourse between  the  United  States  and  Qreat 
Britain  and  France,  and  for  other  purposes ;  and 
the  memorial  was  read. 

Mr.  Gebman  presented  the  petition  of  a  num- 
ber of  the  citizens  of  the  city  of  New  York  on 
the  same  subject ;  which  was  read. 

Mr.  Mbiob,  from  the  committee  appointed  on 
the  8th  of  January,  to  inquire  into  tne  expedi- 
ency of  establishing  by  law  a  Land  Department  of 
tbe  United  States,  reported  a  bill  to  add  to  the 
officers  of  the  Treasury  a  Superintendent  of  the 


Public  Lands  of  the  United  States ;  which  vu  I 
read,  and  passed  to  the  second  reading. 

Mr.  GiLMAN,  from  the  committee,  reported  the 
amendments  to  the  bill,  entitled  "An  actmakiDg  | 
appropriations  for  the  support  of  GovernmeDt 
for  the  year  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and 
teo,^  correctly  engrossed ;  and  the  bill  was  read  j 
the  thirif  time  as  amended. 

Resolved^  That  this  bill  pass  with  amendments. 

Mr.  Bbaoley  submitted  the  following  moiioo: ! 

Resolved^  That  a  committee  be  appointed  to  inqvin 
into  the  eipediency  of  employing  the  torpedo,  oi  sob* 
marine  explosions,  in  conjunction  with  the  naTal  ud  | 
military  operations  of  the  United  States,  for  the  beUcc 
defence  of  their  ports  and  harbors ;  with  leave  to  r^ 
port  by  bill  or  otherwise. 

The  Pbesioent  communicated  a  petition  of 
George  H.  Hannah  and  others,  impres:ied  Amer* 
ican  seamen,  in  the  British  service,  prayiog  ihe 
interposition  of  Government  for  their  relief;  and 
the  petition  was  read,  and  referred  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  State,  to  consider  and  report  thereon  to 
the  Senate. 

Mr.  Shitb,  of  Maryland,  frooi  the  committee 
to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  for  the  relief  of 
Joseph  Summerl,  Simon  Philipson,  William  Ha> 
mon,  Archibald  McCall,  and  Isaac  Clason,  re- 
ported it  with  amendments;  which  were  read. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  tbe 
motion  made  on  the  18th  of  January,  for  an 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States,  together  with  the  amendments  reported! 
by  the  select  committee ;  and,  after  debate,  on 
motion,  by  Mr.  Giles,  the  motion  was  recom- 
mitted to  a  select  committee,  further  to  consider 
and  report  thereon;  and  Messrs.  Crawfobo, 
Giles,  Reeo,  Pickering,  and  Bataru,  were  ap- 
pointed tbe  committee. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill,  entitled  ^*  An  act  respecting  the 
commercial  intercourse  between  the  United 
States  and  Great  Britain  and  France,  and  for 
other  purposes,''  together  with  the  amendments 
rented  tnereto  by  the  select  committee. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Giles,  to  postpone  the  fur- 
ther consideration  thereof  until  Monday  next  it 
was  determined  in  the  negative — yeas  8,  nays  25, 
as  follows : 

Y^AB — ^Measrs.  Bayard,  Champliii«  CKlea,  Horsey, 
Mathewson,  Meigs,  Pariier,  and  Robinson. 

Nats — ^Messrs.  Anderson,  Bradley,  Campbel,  Clay, 
Condit,  Crawford,  Franklin,  Gaallard,  Oennan,  Gil- 
man,  Goodrich,  Gregg,  HtUhonse,  Lambert,  Leib,  Lloyd, 
Pickering,  Pope,  Reed,  Smith  of  Maryland,  Smith  of 
New  York,  Sumter,  Tait,  Tomer,  and  Whiteside. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Crawford,  it  was  agreed 
that  the  further  consideration  of  the  bill  be  post- 
poned until  to-morrow. 


Wednesday,  February  2L 

The  bill  to  add  to  the  officers  of  the  Treasury 
a  Superintendent  of  the  Public  Lands  of  the  Uni- 
ted States  was  read  the  second  time. 

The  Senate  resamed  the  motion  made  yestec^ 
day  on  the  subject ;  and 
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Resdvedf  That  'a  committee  be  appointed  to 
inqoire  ioio  the  expediency  of  employing  the 
torpedo,  or  sub-marine  explosions,  in  conjunction 
with  the  naral  and  military  operations  of  the 
Uoited  States,  for  the  better  defence  of  their 
ports  and  harbors ;  with  leave  to  report  by  bill  or 
otherwise. 

Ordendj  That  Messrs.  Bradley,  Crawford, 
GsKGG,  CoNDiT,  and  Lbib,  be  the  committee. 

Mr.  Crawford,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred,  on  the  31st  of  January,  the  bill,  en- 
titled "  An  act  for  the  appointment  of  an  addi* 
tiotial  judge,  and  extending  the  right  of  suffrage 
to  the  citizens  of  Madison  county,  in  the  Missis- 
sippi  Territory,  reported  the  bill  with  amend- 
loeats ;  which  were  read. 

The  Senate  resamed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill,  entitled  "  An  act  respecting  the 
commercial  intercourse  between  the  United  States 
and  Great  Britain  and  France,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses;'' together  with  the  amendments  reported 
thereto  by  the  select  committee. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Smith,  of  Maryland,  to 
strike  oat  the  3d,  4th,  5th,  6th,  T^h,  8th,  9ih,  and 
Ilth  sections  of  the  bill,  it  was  determined  in  the 
ifirmatiTe— yeas  16,  nays  11,  as  follows : 

Viis — Messrs.  Anderson,   Bayard,  Oaillard,  Ger- 
■u,  Oilman,  Goodrich,  Gregg,  Horsey,  Leib,  Lloyd 
MathewsoQ,  Parker,  Pickering,  Reed,  Smith  of  Maty- 

kui,andTait 

Nats— Messrs.  Bradley,  Brent,  Clay,  Condit,  Craw- 
M,  Fianklm,  Lambert,  Robinson,  Smith  of  New 
Tori,  Sumter,  and  Tomer. 

And  sundry  other  amendments  having  been 
agreed  to,  the  President  reported  the  bill  to  the 
Hoase  amended,  by  striking  out  the  3d,  4th,  5th, 
6tb.7th,  8th,  9th,  lOtb,  lltb,  and  13th  sections. 
Oq  the  question,  Shall  this  bill  be  read  a  third 
tiiDC  as  amended  ?  it  was  determined  in  the  af- 
irmatire. 

Oq  motion,  by  Mr.  Anderson,  the  further  con- 
sideration of  the  bill,  entitled  ^*  An  act  for  the  re- 
lief of  Joseph  Summerl,  Simon  Philipson,  Wil* 
liim  Hamon,  Archibald  McCall,  and  Isaac  Cla- 
^'  was  postponed  until  to-morrow. 

Oq  motion,  by  Mr.  Brent,  it  was  agreed  that 
^  bill,  entitled  "An  act  to  authorize  the  removal 
of  slaves  from  one  part  of  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia to  aoother,"  be  further  postponed. 

A  message  frQm  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  passed 
t bill, entitled  "An  act  providing  for  the  third 
ceasQs,  or  enumeration  of  the  inhabitants  of  the 
^Bited  States ;"  a  hill,  entitled  "An  act  making 
ippropriatiotts  for  the  support  of  the  Military 
utablishment  of  the  Uoited  States  for  the  year 
o&e  thousand  eight  hundred  and  ten ;"  also,  a  bill, 
Qtitled  '^An  act  making  appropriations  for  the 
rapport  of  the  Navy  of  the  United  States  for  the 
year  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  ten ;"  in 
vhich  several  bills  they  desire  the  concurrence 
of  the  Senate. 

The  bills  last  brooeht  up  for  concurrence  were 
^d,  and  passed  to  the  second  reading. 

Oq  motion,  by  Mr.  Smith,  of  Marylaiid,  the 
lUhCoK.SdSssB.— 19 


bill,  entitled  "An  act  making  appropriations  for 
the  support  of  the  Military  Establishment  of  the 
Unitea  States  for  the  year  1810,'*  was  read  the 
second  time  by  unanimous  isonsent,  and  referred 
to  a  select  committee,  to  consider  and  report  there- 
on ;  and  Messrs.  Smith,  of  Maryland.  Bradley, 
and  Crawford,  were  appointed  the  committee. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Smith,  of  Marjfland,  the 
bill,  entitled  ^^An  act  making  appropriations  for 
the  support  of  the  Navy  of  the  United  States  for 
the  year  1810,"  was  read  the  second  time  by 
unanimous  consent,  and  referred  to  a  select  com- 
mittee, to  consider  and  report  thereon ;  and  Messrs. 
Greoo,  Anderson,  ano  Clay,  were  appointed 
the  committee. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
bill  relative  to  the  district  court  of  the  United 
States  established  in  the  Territory  of  Orleans, 
together  with  the  report  of  the  select  committee 
thereon ;  and  baving  amended  the  bill  and  report, 
on  motion,  by  Mr.  Bayard,  it  was  agreed  that 
the  further  consideration  thereof  be  postponed 
until  to-morrow. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Bayard,  it  was  agreed  that 
the  bill  authorizing  a  subscription  on  behalf  of 
the  United  States  to  the  capital  stock  of  the 
Chesapeake  and  Delaware  and  Ohio  Canal  Com- 
paniesj  be  postponed  until  to-morrow. 


Thursday,  February  22. 

Mr.  Gregg,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  bill,  entitled  '*An  act  for  the  relief  of 
Jared  Shattuck,''  reported  it  without  amendment; 
and,  on  motion  by  Mr.  Gregg,  the  further  con- 
sideration thereof  was  postponed  until  the  sec- 
ond Monday  in  March  next. 

Mr.  Brauley  presented  several  petitions  from 
a  number  of  the  inhabitants  of  the.  Territorjr  of 
Louisiana,  praying  to  be  admitted  to  the  privi- 
legies  consequent  upon  a  second  grade  Of  Territo- 
rial government;  and  the  petitions  were  read. 

The  President  communicated  the  report  of 
the  Secretary  of  State,  in  obedience  to  the  order 
of  the  Senate  of  the  20th  insUnt ;  which  was  read 
for  consideration. 

The  President  communicated  the  report  of 
the  Secretary  of  War,  in  compliance  with  th^  act 
of  the  21st  April.  1808,  of  three  statements,  com- 
prehending contracts  made  bv  the  Secretary  of 
War,  and  those  made  by  the  Purveyor  of  Public 
Supplies ;  and  the  report  was  read. 

Mr.  Leib,  from  the  committee  appointed  on  the 
19th  instant,  on  the  petition  of  Josepn  Joshua  Dys- 
ter,  reported  a  bill  to  extend  certain  pri?ilegea 
therein  mentioned  to  Joseph  Joshua  Dyster ;  and 
the  bill  was  read,  and  passed  to  the  second  reading. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  second  reading  of  the  bill,  entitled 
^  An  act  providins^  for  the  third  census  or  enu- 
meration  of  the  inhabitants  of  the  United  States." 
And,  on  motion  by  Mr.  Leib,  it  was  referred  to  a 
select  committee,  to  consider  and  report  thereon ; 
and  Messrs.  Lbib,  Anderson,  Campbell,  Frank- 
lin, and  Popfij  were  appointed  the  committee. 
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Mr.  Oilman,  from  the  committee,  reported  the 
amendmenu  to  the  bill,  entitled  "  Ao  act  respect- 
ing the  commercial  iqtercburse  between  the  Uni- 
ted States  and  Great  Britain  and  France,  and  for 
other  purposes,"  correctly  engrossed ;  aad  the  bill 
was  read  the  third  time  as  amended. 

Mr.  Clay. — Mr.  President :  At  all  times  em- 
barrassed when  I  have  ventured  to  address  you, 
it  is  with  peculiar  diffidence  I  rise  on  this  occa- 
sioii.  The  profound  respect  I  have  been  taught 
to  entertain  for  this  body,  my  conscious  inade-i 
Quacy  to  discuss,  as  it.  deserves,  the  question  be- 
lort  you,  the  magnitude  of  that  question,  and  the 
recent  seat  I  have  taken  in  this  House,  are  too 
well  calculated  to  appal,  and  would  impel  me  to 
silence  if  any  other  member  would  assume  the 
task  I  propose  attempting.  But,  sir,  when  the 
regular  troops  of  this  House,  disciplined  as  they 
are  in  the  great  affairs  of  this  nation,  are  inactive 
at  their  posts,  it  becomes  the  duty  of  its  raw 
militia,  however  lately  enlisted,  to  step  forth  in 
defence  of  the  honor  and  independence  of  the 
country. 

I  voted  yesterday  against  the  amendment  of- 
fered by  the  gentleman  from  Maryland,  because, 
while  that  vote  did  not  pledge  me  for  the  ulti- 
mate passage  of  the  bill,  it  would  have  allowed 
me  to  give  it  ray  support  if  no  better  proposition 
was  tendered.  I  do  not  like  the  bill  as  sent  from 
the  House  of  Representatives.  It  was  a  crazy 
vessel,  shattered  and  leaky;  but  it  afforded  some 
shelter,  bad  as  it  was.  It  was  opposition  to  the 
aggressive  edicts  of  the  belligerents.  Taken 
from  us  without  a  substitute,  we  are  left  defence- 
less, naked,  and  exposed  to  all  the  rage  and  vio- 
lence of  the  storm. 

Sir,  have  we  not  been  for  years  contending 
against  the  tyranny  of  the  ocean?  Has  not 
Congress  solemnly  pledged  itself  to  the  world 
Bot  to  surrender  our  rights'?  And  has  not  the 
nation  at  Iftr^e,  in  all  its  capacities  of  meetings 
of  the  people.  State,  and  General  Government, 
resolved  to  maintain  at  all  hazards  our  maritime 
independence?  Your  whole  circle  of  commer- 
cial restrictions,  incinding  the  non-importation, 
embargo,  and  non-intercourse  acts,  had  in  view 
an  opposition  to  the  offensive  measures  of  the 
beUigerenta,  so  justly  complained  of  by  us.  They 
presented  renj^atice— the  peaceftU  resistance  of 
the  law.  When  this  is  abandoned  without  effect, 
I  am  for  resistance  by  the  sword.  * 

No  man  in  the  nation  wants  peace  more  than 
I ;  but  I  prefer  the  troubled  ocean  of  war,  de- 
manded by  the  honor  and  independence  of  the 
country,  with  all  its  calamities  and  desolation,  to 
the  tranquil  and  putrescent  pool  of  ignominious 
peace.  If  we  can  accommcniate  our  differences 
with  one  of  the  belligerents  only,  I  should  prefer 
that  one  to  be  Britam ;  but  if  with  neither,  and 
we  are  forced  into  a  selection  of  our  enemy,  then 
ain  I  for  war  with  Britain,  because  I  believe  her 
prior  in  aggression,  and  her  injuries  and  insulte 
to  us  were  atrocious  in  character.  I  shall  not 
attempt  to  exhibit  an  account  between  the  bel- 
ligerents of  mercantile  spoliations  inflicted  and 


menaced.  On  that  point  we  have  just  ctose  of 
war  with  both.  Britain  stands  pre  emioent  in 
her  outrage  on  us,  by  her  violation  of  the  sacred 
personal  rights  of  American  freemen,  in  the  ar- 
bitrary and  lawless  imprisonment  of  our  seameo, 
toe  attack  on  the  Chesapeake — the  murder,  sir. 
I  will  not  dwell  on  the  long  catalogue  of  our 
wrongs  and  distrrace,  which  has  been  repeated 
until  the  sensibility  of  the  natioa  is  benumbed 
by  the  dishonors ble  detail. 

But  we  are  asked  for  the  means  of  earryint 
on  the  war,  and  those  who  oppose  it  trinrnphaot- 
ly  appeal  to  the  vacant  Taults  of  the  Treasorf. 
With  the  unimpaired  credit  of  the  Government, 
invigorated  by  a  faithful  observance  of  public 
engagements,  and  a  rapid  extinction  of  the  debt 
of  the  land,  with  the  boundless  territories  in  the 
West  presenting  a  safe  pledge  for  reimburseroeDt 
of  loans  to  any  extent,  is  it  not  astonifihing  that 
despondency  itself  should  disparage  the  resources 
of  this  country  ?  You  have^  sir.  I  am  credihlf 
informed,  in  the  ctly  and  viciniiy  of  New  Or- 
leans alone,  public  property  sufficient  to  pxiio* 
guish  the  celebrated  deficit  in  the  Secretarf'i 
report.  And  are  we  to  regard  as  nothing  ihe 
patriotic  offer  so  often  made  by  the  States,  to 
spend  their  last  cent,  and  risk  their  last  drop  of 
hlood,  in  the  preservation  of  our  neutral  priTi* 
leges?  Or,  are  we  to  be  governed  by  thelow^ 
grovelling  parsimony  of  the  counting  roofn,aBd 
to  cast  up  the  actual  pence  in  the  drawer  before 
we  assert  our  inestimable  rights? 

It  is  said,  however,  that  no  object  is  attsinable 
by  war  with  Great  Britain.  In  its  fortunes,  we 
are  to  estimate  not  only  the  benefit  to  be  derired 
to  ourselve."*,  but  the  injury  to  be  done  the  en^ 
my.  The  conquest  of  Canada  is  in  your  power. 
I  trui^t  I  shall  not  be  deemed  presumptuous  when 
I  state  that  I  verily  believe  that  the  militia  of 
Kentucky  are  alone  competent  to  place  Montreal 
and  Upper  Canada  at  your  feet.  Is  it  nothing  to 
the  British  nation  ;  is  it  nothing  to  the  pride  of 
her  Monarch,  to  have  the  last  of  the  imipeo^e 
North  American  possessions  held  by  him  in  the 
commencement  of  his  reign  wrested  from  his 
dominion?  Is  it  nothing  to  us  to  extingtiish  the 
torch  that  lights  up  savage  warfare?  Is  it  DOtb* 
ing  to  acquire  the  entire  fur  trade  connected  with 
that  country,  and  to  destroy  the  temptation  and 
the  opportunity  of  violating  your  revenue  and 
other  laws? 

War  with  Great  Britain  will  deprive  her  of 
those  supplies  of  rnw  materials  and  proTisioos 
which  she  now  obtains  from  this  country.  It  is 
allesred  that  the  n  on -intercourse  law.  constantly 
evaded,  is  incapable  of  execution.  War  will  be 
a  non-intercourse,  admitting  af  hut  partial  eiasioo. 
The  pressure  upon  her,  contemplated  by  your  re- 
strictive laws,  will  then  be  completely  realiw 
She  will  not  have  the  game,  as  she  will  if  7°° 
press  this  bill  without  an  efficient  system, entirely 
in  her  own  hands.  The  enterprise  and  valor ^f 
our  maritime  brethren  will  participate  in  the  spous 
of  capture. 

Another  effect  of  war  will  be,  the  reprodactioB 
and  cherishing  of  a  commercial  spirit  amofigsli^ 
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Is  there  no  daoeer  that  we  shaFl  become  enervated 
by  the  spirit  ofayarice,  unfortunately  so  predom- 
inant? I  do  not  wish  to  see  that  diffusive  tnili* 
tary  character,  which,  perrading  the  whole  nation, 
might  possibly  evehtuate  in  the  aggrandizement 
of  some  ambitious  chief,  by  prostrating  the  liber- 
ties of  the  country.  But  a  certain  portion  of  mil- 
itary ardor  (and  that  is  what  I  desire)  is  essential 
to  the  protection  of  the  countrjr.  The  withered 
arm  and  wrinkled  brow  of  the  illustriou^^  found- 
ers of  our  freedom  are  melancholy  indications  that 
they  will  shortly  be  removed  from  us.  Their 
deeds  of  glory  and  renown  will  then  be  felt  only 
through  the  cold  rriedium  of  the  historic  page. 
We  snail  want  the  presence  and  living  example 
of  a  new  race  of  hieroes  to  supply  their  places,  and 
to  animate  us  to  preserve  mviolate  what  they 
achieved.  Am  I  counting  too  much  on  the  valor 
of  my  countrymen,  when  I  indalge  the  hope,  that, 
if  we  are  forced  into  war.  the  American  hero  now 
lives,  who,  upon  the  walls  of  Cluebec,  imitating 
his  glorious  etample,  will  avenge  the  fall  of  the 
imoiortal  Montgomery?  But  we  shall,  at  least, 
gain  the  approbation  of  our  own  heart«i.  If  we 
surrender  withoutastruggle  to  maintain  our  rights, 
we  forfeit  the  respect  of  the  world,  and  (what  is 
worse)  of  ourselves. 

We  are  oAen  reminded  that  the  British  nnvy 
constitutes  the  only  barrier  between  us  and  uni- 
versal dominion.  When  resistance  to  Britain  is 
sabmission  to  France,  I  protest  against  the  casti* 
ptioo  of  our  colonial  infancy  being  applied  in  the 
independent  manhood  of  America.  I  am  willing, 
sir,  to  dispense  with  the  parental  tenderness  of 
the  British  navy.  I  cannot  subscribe  to  British 
slavery  upon  the  water  that  we  may  escape  French 
subjugation  on  land.  I  should  feet  myself  hu  n- 
bled,as  aa  American  citizen,  if  we  had  to  depend 
upon  any  foreign  Power  to  uphold  our  indepen- 
dence; and  I  am  persuaded  that  our  own  re- 
sources, propeily  directed,  are  fully  adequate  to 
our  defence.  I  am  therefore  for  resisting  oppres- 
sion, by  whomsoever  attempted  against  us,  whe- 
ther maritime  or  territorial. 

Considering  then  that  the  bill  as  amended  in 
this  House,  in  furnishing  no  substitute  for  the  law 
of  non-intercourse,  which  it  repeals,  nor  the  prop- 
ositions of  the  other  House,  intended  to  take  its 
place;  is  a  total  dereliction  or  all  opposition  to  the 
edicts  of  the  belligerents,  I  cannot  vote  for  it  in 
its  present  form.  I  move  a  recommitment  of  the 
bill  to  supply  this  defect.  What  ought  to  be  the 
substitute,  I  confess  I  have  not  sa^lfied  myself— 
DOC  expecting  that  it  would  fall  to  my  lot  to  make 
you  this  motion.  The  committee,  however,  can 
deliberate  upon  the  subject,  and  propose  one.  I 
vould  suggest  two  for  consideration — either  a  total 
non-importation,  which  our  laws  can  doubtless 
enforce,  or  to  arm  our  merchantmen,  and  author- 
ize convoys.  A  day  may  be  fixed,  allowing  suffi- 
cient time  for  the  last  effort  of  the  negotiation. 
That  failing,  our  merchants  then  to  be  permitted 
to  arm,  and  to  receive  all  the  protection  by  con- 
voys which  the  public  vessels  can  give.  This 
latter  measure  may  lead  to  war,  but  it  is  not  war. 
Oor  neutral  rights  are  violated  by  the  belligerents. 


Each  places  ouir  commerce  under  restrictions,  not 
warranted  by  the  law  of  nations.  We  most  then 
.submit,  or  protect  it.  Whilst  we  confine  oar^ 
selves  within  the  pale  of  that  law,  neither  has  a 
right  to  complain.  When  so  armed,  and  pursu- 
ing our  lawful  destination,  let  those  who  attempt 
to  molest  us  take  to  themselves  the  consequencei 
of  their  own  violations.  On  our  part,  a  war  tlioa 
produced  will  be  a  war  of  defence. 

But,  Mr.  President,  ifj  after  all  our  deliberation, 
it  shall  be  deemed  unwise  to  adopt  either  of  these 
expedients,  perhapSr  some  other  tinexceptionaU^ 
course  a»y  occur.  I  Insist  that  yon  do  not  return 
the  bill  to  the  other  branch  of  the  Legislature  in 
its  present  form.  Thev  have  sent  yon  a  meas« 
ure,  I  acknowledge,  weak ;  it  is,  however,  not  sub- 
mission. It  professes  to  oppose  (ia  form,  at  least) 
the  injustice  of  foreign  Governments.  Whai  ate 
you  about  tn  do — to  breathe  vigor  and  energy  into 
the  bill?  No,  sir;  you  have  eradicated  all  its 
vitality,  and  are  about  to  transmit  back  again 
the  lifeless  skeleton.  I  entreat  the  Senate  to  rec- 
ollect the  biffh  ground  they  occupy  with  the 
nation.  I  call  upon  the  members  of  this  House 
to  maintain  its  character  for  vigor.  I  beseech 
them  not  to  forfeit  the  esteem  of  the  country. 
Will  you  set  the  base  example  to  the  other  House 
of  an  ignominious  surrender  of  our  rights,  after 
they  have  been  reproached  with  imbecility,  and 
you  extolled  for  your  energy  !  But,  sir,  if  we  could 
be  so  forgetful  of  ourselves,  I  trust  we  shall  spare 
you  the  disgrace  of  signing  with  those  bands,  so 
instrumental  in  the  Revolution,  a  bill  abandoning 
some  of  the  most  precious  rights  which  it  then 
secured.  n 

The  rootioo  of  Mr.  Clat  to  recommit  the  bill| 
for  the  purpose  of  amendment,  was  determined 
in  the  negative^^yeas  13,  nays  20,  as  follows: 

Yeas — Messrs.  Bradley,  Brent,  Campbell,  Olay,  Con- 
dlt,  German,  Mathewson,  Meigs,  Pa^er,  Pope,  Robin- 
son, Somter,  and  Whiteaide. 

Nats — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bayard,  Champlin,  Craw- 
ford, Franklin,  Gaillard,  Gilman,  Goodrich,  Gregg, 
HiUhottse,  Horsey,  Lambert,  Leib,  Lloyd,  Pickeringi 
Reed,  Smith  of  Maryland,  Smith  of  New  York,  Tait, 
and  Tamer. 

On  the  question,  Shall  this  bill  pasA  as  amend- 
ed? it  was  determined  in  the  affii'mative — yeaa 
26,  nays  7,  as  follows: 

YsAS — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bayard,  Brent,  Campbell, 
Champlin,  Crawford,  Franklin,  Gaillard,  Gilman,  Good- 
rich, Gregg,  Hillhonse,  Horsey,  Lambert,  Leib,  Lloyd, 
Mathewson,  Meigs,  Pickering,  Reed,  Smith  of  Mary- 
land, Smith  of  New  York,  Sumter,  Tait,  Turner,  and 
Whiteside. 

Nats — Messrs.  Bradley,  Clay,  Condit,  German,  Par- 
ker, Pope,  and  Robinson. 

So  it  was  resolved  that  this  bill  pass  with  amend- 
ments. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Smith  of  Maryland,  it  was 
agreed  that  the  title  of  the  bill  be  amended,  to  read 
as  follows:  "An  act  to  interdict  the  public  shipa 
and  vessels  of  France  and  Great  Britain  from  the 
ports  and  harbors  of  the  United  States^  and  for 
other  purposes." 
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Friday,  February  23. 

Mr.  Qbeoo,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  bill,  entitled  *^  An  act  makiDf  appro-, 
priations  for  the  support  of  the  Navy  of  toe  Uoi- 
ted  States  for  the  year  1810«"  reported  the  bill 
without  amendment.  And  on  motion,  by  Mr. 
Leib,  to  recommit  the  bill,  for  the  purpose  af 
amendment,  it  was  determined  in  the  affirmative 
-^yeas  16,  nays  14,  as  follows : 

Ybas— MesBiB.  Bradley,  Campbell,  Condit,  Cntw- 
ibid,  Qoodrich,  Hillhouse,  Lambert,  Leib,  Lloyd,  Meigs, 
Bead,  Robinson,  Sumter,  Tait,  Turner,  and  Whiteside. 

Nats — Messrs.  Anderson,  Chsmplin,  Clay,  Frank- 
lin, Gsillard,  German,  Oilman,  Gregg,  Horsey,  Mathew* 
■on,  Parker,  Pickering*  Smith  of  Maryland,  and  Smith 
of  New  York. 

Ordered,  That  Messrs.  Qrboo.  Grawfobd,  and 
Lbib,  be  the  committee. 

Mr.  Smith,  of  Maryland,  from  the  committee 
to  whom  was  referred  the  bill,  entitled  "  An  act 
Boakinff  appropriations  for  the  support  of  the  Mil- 
itary Establishment  of  the  United  States  during 
the  year  1810,"  reported  the  bill  without  amend- 
ment. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  second  reading  of  the  bill  to  extend 
certain  privileges  therein  mentioned  to  Joseph 
Joshua  Dyster;  and,  on  the  question.  Shall  this 
bill  be  engrossed,  and  read  a  third  time?  it  was 
determined  in  the  affirmative. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Clay, 

Ordered,  That  the  petition  of  Richard  B.  Lee, 
with  the  report  of  the  Secretary  of  War.  made  on 
the.  29th  November,  1809,  together  with  all  the 
other  papers  accompanying  the  said  petition,  be 
referred  to  a  select  committee,  to  consider  and 
report  thereon,  by  bill  or  otherwise ;  and  Messrs. 
Clay,  Crawford,  and  Brbnt,  were  appointed 
the  committee. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Lbib,  that  the  bill,  entitled 
"  An  act  making  appropriations  for  the  support  of 
the  Military  Establishment  of  the  United  States, 
for  the  year  1810,"  be  now  read  the  third  time^  by 
unanimous  consent,  it  was  objected  to,  as  against 
the  rule. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  second  reading  of  the  bill,  entitled, 
*^*An  act  for  the  appointment  of  an  additional 
judge,  and  extending  the  right  of  suffrage  to  the 
citizens  of  Madison  county,  in  the  Mississippi  Ter- 
ritory," together  with  the  amendments  renorted  by 
a  select  committee ;  and,  having  agreed  thereto, 
the  President  reported  the  bill  to  the  House  as 
amended ;  and,  on  the  question,  Shall  this  bill  be 
read  a  third  time,  as  amended  ?  it  was  determined 
in  the  affirmative. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  bill,  entitled  '^An  act 
to  authorize  the  removal  of  slaves  from  one  part 
of  the  District  of  Columbia  to  another ;"  and  the 
further  consideration  thereof  was  postponed  until 
Monday  next. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Crawford^  it  was  agreed 
that  the  bill  relative  to  the  district  court  of  the 
United  States,  established  in  the  Territory  of  Or- 
leans, be  printed,  as  amended. 


The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  tbe 
Whole,  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  Joseph  Sammerl, 
Simon  Philipson,  William  Hamon,  Archibald 
McCall,  and  Isaac  Clason,  together  with  the 
amendments  thereto  reported  by  the  select  com- 
mittee ;  and,  on  motion,  by  Mr.  Bbauley,  it  vis 
made  the  order  of  the  day  for  Tuesday  next. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill  to  add  to  the  officers  of  the  Trea< 
snry  a  Superintendant  of  the  Public  Laods  of  the 
United  States ;  and  the  further  consideration  wu 
postponed  until  Wednesday  next. 

The  Senate  resumed  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill  authorizing  a  subscription  on  be- 
half of  the  United  States  to  the  capital  stock  of 
the  Chesapeake  and  Delaware  and  Ohio  Caotl 
Companies ;  and  the  further  consideration  wu 
postponed  until  Monday  next. 

The  following  Message,  was  received  from  tbi 
President  of  the  United  States  : 

To  the  Senateofthe  United  SUsie$ .- 

I  transmit  to  the  Senate  a  report  of  the  Seoretaiyof 
the  Treasury,  complying  with  their  resolution  of  the 
16th  instont.  JAMES  MADISON. 

FXBBVABT  28,  1810. 

The  Message  and  papers  were  read,  and  orders 
ed  to  lie  for  consideration. 

Mr.  Bayabd,  from  the  committee  to  whom  wai 
referred  the  bill,  entitled  ^* An. act  to  prevent  tlii 
issuing  of  sea-letters,  except  to  certain  vessels,^ 
reported  it  without  amendment. 


Monday,  February  26. 

Mr.  GiLMAN,  from  the  committee,  reported  th( 
bill  to  extend  certain  privileges  therein  meniiond 
to  Joseph  Joshua  Dyster  correctly  engrossed ;  anj 
the  bill  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

Mr.  G.,  from  the  committee,  also  reported  (b( 
amendments  to  the  bill,  entitled  "An  act  for  thi 
appointment  of  an  additional  jud^,  and  exteod 
ing  the  right  ot*  suffrage  to  the  citizens  of  Madi 
son  county,  in  the  Mississippi  Territory ,'' correct 
ly  engrossed ;  and  the  bill  was  read  the  third  timi 
as  amended. 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass  with  amend 
ments. 

Mr.  Greoo,  from  the  committee  to  whom  wa 
recommitted  the  bill,  entitled  ''An  act  makiaj 
appropriations  for  the  support  of  the  Navy  of  th 
United  States  for  the  year  1810,''  reported  it  witl 
amendments,  which  were  considered  as  in  Com 
mittee  of  the  Whole,  and  agreed  to;  and  th 
President  reported  the  bill  to  the  House  amende 
accordingly.  On  the  question.  Shall  this  bill  b 
read  the  third  time  as  amended  7  it  wasdetermii 
ed  in  the  affirmative. 

Mr.  Bradley,  from  the  committee  appointe 
to  consider  on  the  propriety  of  employing  the  to 
pedo  or  sub-marine  explosions  for  the  defence  < 
the  ports  and  harbors  of  the  United  States,  mad 
a  report,  that  the  committee  were  unanimously  < 
opinion,  that  a  sum  ought  to  be  appropriated  (i 
the  purpose  of  making  experiments  in  relatio 
thereto ;  and,  in  pursuance  of  this  opinion,  a  hi 
was  reported  by  the  committee  "  making  an  a] 
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propriation  for  the  purpose  therein  mentioned.'' 
Tbe  bill  was  read,  and  passed  to  a  second  reading. 

The  bill,  entitled  '^An  act  making  appropria- 
tioD3  for  tbe  support  of  the  Military  Establish- 
nent  of  the  United  States  for  the  ^ear  1810,"  was 
read  tbe  third  time,  and  passed. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
bill,  eotitled  ^An  act  authorizing  the  removal  of 
slaves  from  one  part  of  the  District  of  Columbia 
toaiiother,"  toc^ether  with  the  amendments  re- 
ported thereto  by  the  select  committee. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Hillhousg,  to  strike  out 
the  first  section  of  the  bill,  for  the  purpose  of  in* 
sertJDg  amendments,  a  division  of  the  question 
vas  called  for,  and  it  was  taken  on  striking  out ; 
and  passed  in  the  affirmative — yeas  21,  nays  9,  as 
follows : 

Ybis — ^Messrs.  Bradley,  CampbelU  Champlin,  Con- 
dit,  Crawford,  Grerman,  Gilman,  Goodrich,  Gregg, 
Biilboose,  Lambert,  Leib,  Lloyd,  Mathewson,  Meigs, 
Parker,  Pickering,  Pope,  Reed,  Robinson,  and  Smith 
of  New  York. 

Nati — Messrs.  Brent,  Franklin,  GaiUard,  Giles, 
Smith  of  Maryland,  Sumter,  Tail,  Turner,  and  White- 
ade. 

Aod,  after  debate,  on  motion  by  Mr.  Qiles,  the 
bill  was  recommitted  to  a  select  committee,  fur- 
ther to  consider  and  report  thereon.  And  Messrs. 
Bradley,  Giles,  and  Hillbouse,  were  appoint- 
ed  the  committee. 

The  following  motion  was  submitted  by  Mr. 
Leib: 

Resolved,  That  a  comnuttee  be  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  expediency  of  allowing  additional  rations  to 
fre  commanden  of  separate  posts,  and  to  define  what 
iball  constitQte  a  command  to  entitle  an  officer  to  addi- 
tional rations ;  and  that  the  committee  have  leave  to 
Rport  by  bill  or  otherwise. 

Mr.  Campbell  gave  notice  that  he  should,  to- 
morrow, ask  leave  to  brfog  in  a  bill  to  alter  the 
time  for  holding  the  district  court  in  the  State  of 

Ohio. 


ToBsnAT,  February  27. 

Mr.  GiLMAN,  from  the  committee,  reported  the 
amendments  to  the  bill,  entitled  ''An  act  making 
appropriations  for  the  support  of  the  Navy  of  the 
united  States  for  the  year  1810,"  correctly  en- 
grossed ;  and  the  bill  was  read  the  third  time  as 
aoeoded,  and  passed. 

Mr.  Meigs  presented  the  petition  of  the  inhab- 
itants  of  Marietta,  praying  a  proportion  of  tbe 
proceeds  of  public  lands  within  the  State  of  Ohio 
may  be  appropriated  to  the  improvement  of  the 
great  post  road  leading  from  Western  Port  on  the 
Potomac,  to  the  Ohio,  at  Marietta ;  and  the  peti- 
tion was  read. 

Tbe  bill  making  an  appropriation  for  the  pur- 
pose therein  mentioned  was  read  the  second 
time. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  consideration  of  the  bill  for  tbe  relief 
of  Joseph  Summerl,  Simon  Philipson,  William 
HamoD,  Archibald  McGall,  and  Isaac  Clason^  to- 
gether with  the  report  of  the  select  committee 


thereon ;  and.  on  the  question  to  agree  to  the 
amendment,  as  follows : 

After  the  word  ''place,  in  the  thirtyHdzthline,inserty 
**  to  Joseph  Shoemaker,  for  one  hundred  and  two  hoga- 
heads  and  four  barrels  of  sugar,  exported  from  PhUa- 
delphia  for  Bordeaux,  on  the  eighth  of  August,  one 
thousand  eight  hundred  and  five,  on  which  he  statee» 
that  the  taking  said  oath  and  giving  said  bond  were 
prevented  by  a  belief  that  the  captain  had  cleared  out 
on  the  twelfth,  and  that  he  had  until  the  twenty-second 
to  take  said  oath  and  give  said  bond ;  and  firom  the 
pressure  of  business  at  the  custom-house  on  the  seveiH 
teenth  (on  which  day  he  appeared)  having  prevented 
the  officers  of  the  customs  from  being  enabled  to  at» 
tend  to  his  business ;  that  believing  he  had  until  Aa 
twenty-second,  notwithstanding  he  was  within  the 
intermediate  time,  he  did  retorn  to  the  custom-hoose 
within  the  said  time,  the  twenty-eecond  of  the  month* 
for  the  purpose  of  taking  the  oath,  and  signing  the 
bond  required,  when  he  was  informed  that  the  ship 
had  cleared  on  the  eighth,  and  that  he  was  thereby 
precluded :" 

'  It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative— yeas  16^ 
nays  15,  as  follows : 

Ykas— Messrs.  Campbell,  Charaplin,  German,  Giles^ 
Gilman,  Gk)odrieh,  Gregg,  Hilihouse,  Horsey,  Lloyd, 
Mathewson,  Meiga,  Pickering,  Seed,  Smith  of  Mary* 
land,  and  Smith  of  New  York! 

Nats — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bradley,  Condit,  Craw- 
ford, Franklin,  Gaillard,  Lambert,  Leib,  Parker,  Rob> 
inson,  Sumter,  Tait,  Turner,  and  Whiteside. 

And,  after  debate,  on  motion  of  Mr.  Lbib,  the 
fnrther  consideration  of  the  bill  was  postponed 
until  to-morrow. 

Mr.  Oampbbll  asked  and  obtained  leave  to 
bring  in  a  bill  for  altering  the  time  for  holding 
the  district  court  in  the  State  of  Ohio,  and  the 
bill  was  read,  and  passed  to  a  second  reading. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
motion  made  yesterday,  ^  That  a  committee  be 

*  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  al- 
'  lowing  additional  rations  to  the  commanders  of 
^  separate  posts,  and  to  define  what  shall  eonsti- 
'  tnce  a  command  to  entitle  an  officer  to  addition* 

*  al  rations,  and  that  the  committee  have  leave  to 
^  report  by  bill  or  otherwise ;"  and,  having  agreed 
thereto,  Messrs.  Lbib,  Piokerino,  and  Smith  of 
Maryland,  were  appointed  the  committee. 


WfiDNEBDAY,  February  28. 

The  Vice  PsEeioENT  being  absent,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  the  election  of  a  President  pro  tenk- 
pore,  as  the  Constitution  provides,  and  the  Hon- 
orable John  Gaillabd  was  appointed. 

Ordered,  That  the  Secretary  wait  on  the  Pres- 
ident of  the  United  States,  and  acquaint  him  that 
the  Senate  have,  in  the  absence  of  the  Vice  Pres- 
ident, elected  the  Hon.  John  Oaillabd  President 
of  the  Senatejpro  tempore. 

Ordered,  lliat  the  Secretarv  make  a  similar 
communication  to  the  House  of  Representatives. 

The  bill  for  altering  the  time  for  holding  the 
district  court  in  the  State  of  Ohio  was  read  the 
second  time,  and  referred  to  a  select  committee, 
to  consider  and  report  thereon;   and  Messrs. 
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Campbell,  Andebson,  and  Mathewbon,  werel 
appointed  the  commiitee. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  bill  making  an  ap- 
propriation for  the  purpose  therein  mentioned,  as 
In  Committee  of  the  Whole.  On  motion,  by  Mr. 
BatabDj  to  postpone  the  further  consideration 
thereof  to  the  firNt  Monday  in  December  next,  it 
was  determined  in  the  negative — yeas  12,  nays  19, 
^s  follows : 

Ybas — MeasTs.  Bajard,  Campbell,  Champlin,  Ger- 
man, Gilman,  Goodrich,  Hillhouse,  Horsey,  Lloyd, 
Pickering,  Reed,  aiid  Smith  .of  New  York. 

^ATs — Messn.  Anderson,  Bradley,  Brent,  Gondii, 
Crawford,  Franklin,  Gaillard,  Giles,  Gregg,  Lambert, 
Leib,  Mathewson,  Meigs,  Robinson,  Smith  of  Mary- 
land, Sumter,  Tait,  Turner,  and  Whiteside. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Andebsok,  to  recommit  the 
IriH  to  a  select  committee;  and  that  the  commit- 
tee be  instructed  to  aseertlin  at  theNayy  Depart- 
ment whether  any,  and  what,  experiments  nave 
been  made  of  the  torpedo;  and.whether it  would 
be  useful  to  make  any,  and  what,  experiments 
with  the  same  ;  and,  if  any  experiments  ooght  to 
be  made,  what  sum  of  money  will  be  necesaary 
to  make  the  same  ? 

Mr.  Smitb,  of  Maryland,  called  for  a  diTision 
of  the  question,  and  it  was  takea  on  the  recom* 
mitment — yeas  15, nays  15,  as  follows: 

Tbas — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bayard,  Campbell,  Cbamp- 
tta,  German,  Oilman,  Goodrich,  Hillhouse,  Horsey, 
Lloyd,  Mathewson,  Pickering,  Seed,  Smith  of  Mary- 
luid,  and  Smith  of  New  York. 

Nats — ^Messrs.  Bradley,  Brent,  Condit,  Crawford, 
Franklin,  Gaillard,  Giles,  Gregg,  Lambert,  Leib,  Rob- 
ineon,  Samter,  Tait,  Turner,  and  Whiteside. 

So  the  motion  was  loac. 


TnuBBDAT,  March  1. 

Mr.  Gbego,  from  the  commiitee  to  whom  was 
refersed  the  bill,  entitled  *'An  act  to  extend  the 
time  for  locating  Virginia  military  land  warrants, 
and  for  returning  the  surveys  thereon  to  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  I^partment  of  War,"  reported  it 
wiib  amendmenta,  which  were  read. 

The  PBBeiDEMT  communicated  the  general  ac- 
count of  the  Treasurer  of  tlie  United  States  from 
October  Ist,  1808,  to  October  1st,  1809,  as  also 
the  accounts  of  the  War  and  Navy  Departments 
for  the  same  period ;  together  witH  the  reports  of 
the  accounting  officers  of  the  Treasury  thereon  ; 
which  were  read. 

Mr.  Bradley,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred,  on  the  7th  December,  the  petition  of 
Charles  Minifie,  made  a  report  on  the  subject ; 
which  was  read. 

tie  also  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  report  a 
bill  for  the  relief  of  Charles  Minifie }  and  the  bill 
was  read,  and  passed  to  the  second  reading. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Gebman,  it  was  agreed  that 
the  resolutions  submitted  on  the  31st  January,  on 
the  subject  of  convoys,  be  referred  to  the  commit- 
tee appointed  on  the  Ist  of  December,  on  so  much 
of  the  Message  of  the  President  of  tke  United 
States,  as  respects  the  relations  existing  between 
the  United  States  and  Qceat  3riuin  and  France. 


The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  ike 
Whole,  the  consideration  of  the  bill  for  the  reli^ 
of  Joseph  Suromerl,  Simon  Phil ipson,  William 
Haroon,  Archibald  McCall,  and  Isaac  Clasoo,  to- 
gether with  the  report  of  the  select  committee 
thereon. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Leib,  to  postpone  the  further 
consideration  thereof  to  the  first  Monday  in  De- 
cember next,  it  was  determined  in  the  negatire— 
yeas  13,  nays,  18,  as  follows: 

Yeas — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bradley,  Condit,  Cnv* 
ford,  Frtnklin,  Gregg,  Lambert,  Leib»  Robinson,  Sod- 
ter,  Tait,  Turner,  and  Whiteside. 

.  Nats: — Messrs.  Bayard,  Campbell,  Champlin,  Gd- 
lard,  German,  Giles,  Gilman,  Goodrich,  Hillhouse,  Hor- 
sey, Lloyd,  Meigs,  Parker,  Pickering,  Pope,  Reed, 
Smith  of  Maryland,  and  Smith  of  New  York. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Bradley,  the  bill  was  re- 
committed to  a  select  committee,  to  consist  of  fire 
members,  further  to  consider  and  report  thereon; 
and  Messrs.  Bradley,  Smith  of  Maryland,  Lloyd, 
Leib,  and  Giles,  were  appointed  the  committee. 

Tbe  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  a  bill  making  an  appropriation  for  the  pur- 
pose therein  mentioned. 

On  the  question,  Shall  this  bill  be  engrosied, 
and  read  a  third  timet  it  was  determined  in  the 
affirmative — yeas  16,  nays  14,  as  follows: 

Yxis — Messrs.  Bradley,  Condit,  Crawford,  Prtnk- 
lin,  Gaillard,  Giles,  Gregg,  Lambert,  Leib,  Meigs,  Pope, 
Robinson,  Sumter,  Tait,  Turner,  and  Whiteside. 

Nats — Messrs.  Andenon,  Bayard,  Campbell,  Cbim* 
plin,  German,  Gilman,  Goodrich,  Hillhouse,  Honey, 
Ltoyd,  Parker,  Pickering,  Bead,  and  Smith  of  New 
York. 

The  Senate  resumed,  aa  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill,  entitled  "  An  act  to  prevent  the 
tasoing  of  sea-lettera,  except  to  certain  vessels,^' 
and,  after  debate,  on  motion,  by  Mr.  Bayard,  the 
ffifther  consideration  thereof  was  poalpoaed  lutii 
lo-morrow. 


Friday,  March  2. 

The  bill  for  the  relief  of  Charles  Minifie  wis 
read  the  second  time,  and  the  farther  consideration 
thereof  was  postponed  until  Monday  next. 

Mr.  Leib,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was  re- 
ferred the  bill,  entitled  "An  act  proTidiog  for  the 
third  census,  or  enumeration  of  the  iohabitaots  of 
the  United  States,"  reported  the  bill  with  amead- 
ments. 

The  Senate  resuined,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  consideration  of  the  bill  to  add  to  the 
officers  of  the  Treasury  a  Superintendent  of  the 
Public  Lands  of  the  United  States ;  and  tbe  fur- 
ther consideration  thereof  was  postponed  aatil 
Monday  next. 

Tbe  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  tbe 
Whole,  the  bill,  entitled  ''An  act  to  prercnt  the 
issuing  of  sea-letters,  except  to  certain  vesseLV 
and,  after  debate,  on  motion,  by  Mr.  Lloyo,  the 
bill  was  recommitted  to  a  select  comniittee,  to 
consist  of  fife  members,  further  to  consider  na 
report  thereon ;  and  Messrs.  Bayard,  Smith  of 
Maryland,  Lloyd,  Pops,  and  Champlin,  were  ap- 
pointed the  committee. 
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The  bill  makU^  an  appropriatioa  for  the  pur- 
pose therein  mentioned  was  r«ad  the  third  time ; 
aod.oo  tnoiioQ,  by  Mr.  Bradlbt,  the  bUnk  filled 
wiib  ^' five  thousand  dollars."  On  the  question, 
Shall  ibis  bill  pass  ?  it  was  determined  in  the  af- 
ficmatire — yeas  18,  nays  13,  as  follows: 

Tbii— Messrs.  Bradley,  Condit,  Orawford,  Frank- 
lis,  Gailltrd,  Giles,  Gregg,  Lambert,  Lcib,  Msthewson, 
Meigs,  Pope,  Robinson,  Smith  of  Maryland,  Snmter, 
Tait,  Turner,  and  Whiteside. 

>'at8— Messrs.  Anderson,  Bayard,  Campbell,  Cham- 
plifl,  German,  Oilman,  Goodrrch,  Hillhouse,  Horsey, 
Lloyd,  Pickering,  Reed,  and  Smith  of  New  York. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Anderson,  to  amend  the 
tille,  aod  that  it  be  as  follows: 

**  Aiiict  making  an  appropriation  for  the  pvpose 
of  tiying  the  practical  use  of  the  torpedo,  or  sab-mariue 
explofioo: ' 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirfaative— yeas  23, 
nays  2^  as  follows : 

Ysis — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bayard,  Bradley,  Camp- 
bell, Chssaplin,  Condit,  Crawford,  Franklin,  Gaillaid, 
Genua,  Oilman,  Goodrich,  Gregg,  Hillhouse,  Horsey, 
lunbert,  Leib,  Lloyd,  Mathewson,  Pickering,  Reed, 
Smith  of  New  York,  and  Turner.    ' 

Nats — Messrs.  Sumter,  and  Whiteside. 

Resolvedf  That  tliis  bill  pass,  and  that  the  title 
thereof  be  "An  act  making  an  appropriation  for 
the  purpose  of  trying  the  practical  uae  of  the  tor- 
pedo, or  sub-marine  explosion." 

The  following  Message  was  reoeiyed  from  the 

Pbisident  of  tbb  United  Statbs  : 

To  the  Senaie  and  House  of 

RqfmeHiaiivea  of  the  IMted  States  .• 
1  now  lay  before  you  copies  of  the  treaties  eonolnded 
with  the  Delaware,  Pottawatimie,  Miami,  £el  RiTer, 
ud  Wea  tribes  of  Indians,  for  the  extinguishment  of 
their  title  to  the  lands  therein  described ;  and  I  reoom- 
mead  to  the  consideration  of  Congress  the  making 
proTiiion  by  law  for  carrying  them  into  execution. 

JAMES  MADISON. 

FlBXCABT  28,  1810. 

Tbe  Message  was  read,  and  ordered  to  lie  for 

consideration. 


Monday,  March  5. 

The  President  communicated  a  letter  from  the 
Governor  of  the  State  of  Ohio,  with  a  copy  of  a 
resolution  of  the  General  Assembly  of  that  ^tate, 
approbating  the  measures  of  the  General  Govern- 
Qeot;  which  were  read. 

The  President  also  communicated  the  report 
of  tbe  Postmaster  General,  made  in  obedience  to 
tiie  act  of  the  21st  of  April,  1808,  concerning  pub- 
lic contracts ;  together  with  his  report  on  unpro- 
^Qctive  routes,  pursuant  to  the  30th  section  of  the 
tet  to  establish  the  Post  Office ;  and  the  reports 
Were  read,  and  ordered  to  lie  for  consideration. 

Tbe  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill  authorizing  a  subscription  on  be- 
iialf  of  the  United  States  to  the  capital  stock  of 
^e  Chesapeake  and  Delaware  and  Ohio  Canal 
OompaDiesj;  and  on  motion,  by  Mr.  Bayard,  the 
fotiher  consideration  thereof  was  postponed  until 

Monday  next. 


The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill,  entitled  *^  An  act  providing  for 
tbe  third  census  or  enumeration  of  the  inhab- 
itanu  of  the  United  States,''  together  with  the 
report  of  the  select  committee  thereon  ;  and  hav- 
ing agreed  to  the  report  of  the  committee,  the  Presi-^ 
dent  reported  the  bill  to  the  Hoose  amended  ac- 
cordingly ;  and  the  bill  haTing  been  further 
amended,  on  the  question.  Shall  this  bill  be  read 
a  third  time  as  amended  ?  it  was  determined  ia 
the  affirmatire. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  second  reading  of  the 
bill  for  the  relief  of  Charles  Minifie.    On  the 
question.  Shall  this  bill  be  engrossed  and  read  - 
the  third  time  ?  it  was  deterntHned  in  the  affirm- 
ative. 

The  Senate  resamed,  as  in  Committee  of  the  * 
Whole,  the  bill,  entitled  '^  An  act  to  extend  the- 
time  for  locating  Virginia  military  land  warrants^ 
and  for  returning  the  sarYeys  thereon  to  the  See* 
retery  of  the  Department  of  War,''  together  with 
the  report  of  the  select  committee  thereon ;  and 
the  report  was  agreed  to;  and  tbe  President  re- 
ported the  bill  to  the  Hoose  accordingly.  On  the 
question.  Shall  this  bill  be  read  a  third  time  as 
amended?  it  was  determined  ia  the  affirmative. 

The  Senate  resamed  tbe  bill  to  add  to  the  offi* 
cers  of  the  Treasury  a  Superintendent  of  the 
Public  Lands  of  the  United  States;  and  on  mo- 
tion, by  Mr.  Grbqo.  the  further  consideration 
thereof  was  postponed  until  Thursday  next. 

A  message  A'om  the  Hoose  of  RepresentatiYes 
informed  toe  Senate  that  the  House  disagree  to 
the  amendments  of  the  Sennte  to  the  bill,  entitled 
*^An  act  respeetins^  the  commercial  intercourse 
between  the  United  States  and  Ghreat  Britain  and 
France,  aod  for  other  purposes." 

The  Senate  proceeaed  to  consider  the  resolu- 
tion of  the  House  of  RepresentatiYes,  disagree* 
iog  to  their  amendments  to  the  bill,  entitled  '*Aq 
act  respecting  tbe  commercial  intercourse  be- 
tween the  United  States  and  Great  Britain  and 
France,  and  for  other  purpose:;." 

On  motion  of  Mr.  LotB,  to  postpone  the  con- 
sideration thereof  to  this  day  week,  it  was  deter- 
mined in  the  negative — yeas  10,  nays  21,  as  fol- 
lows : 

Yxis — Messrs.  Bayard,  Brent,  Campbell,  Champ- 
lin,  German,  Gregg,  Leib,  Robinson,  Smith  of  Maiyw 
land,  and  Whiteside. 

Nats — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bradley,  Condit,  Craw- 
ford, Franklin,  Gaillard,  Gilman,  Goodrich,  Hillhouse, 
Horsey,  Lambert,  L!<^d,  Meigs,  Parker,  Pickering, 
Pope,  Reed,  Smith  of  New  Yti^,  Sumter,  Tait,  and 
Tamer. 

A  motion  was  made,  by  Mr.  Anderson,  to  ad- 
here to  the  atneodments:  Whereupon,  a  motion 
was  madcj  by  Mr.  Pope,  to  postpone  the  further 
consideration  thereof  until  to-morrow ;  and,  on 
motion,  by  Mr.  Smith,  of  Maryland,  the  Senate 
adjourned. 


Toesday,  March  6. 

Mr.  GiLMAN,  from  the  committee^  reported  ifato 
amefidments  to  tiw  bill,  entitled  *'Aaact  t(»e»- 
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tend  the  time  for  locating  Vimnia  military  land 
warrants,  and  for  returning  the  surveys  thereon 
to  the  Secretary  of  the  Department  of  War," 
correctly  engrossed ;  and  the  bill  was  read  the 
ihird  time  as  amended,  and  passed. 

^r.  GiLMAN,  from  the. committee,  reported  the 
^amendments  to  the  bill,  entitled  "  An  act  pro- 
viding for  the  third  census  or  enumeration  of  the 
^inhabitants  of  the  United  States,"  correctly  en- 
grossed ;  and  the  bill  was  read  the  third  time  as 
amended. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Campbell,  the  bill  was  re- 
•committed  to  a  select  committee,  further  to  con- 
sider and  report  thereon.    And  Messrs.  Camp- 
bell, Pope,  and  Andebson,  were  appointed  the 
committee. 
Mr.  Bbadlby  submitted  the  following  motion : 

Ruohftdj  That  a  committee  be  appointed  to  inquire 
whether  any,  and  what,  further  provliions  are  neces- 
.aary  and  expedient  in  relation  to  the  intercoune  be- 
tween the  United  States  and  Uie  Barbery  Powers,  with 
leave  to  report  by  bill  or  otherwise. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  bill  relative  to  the 
district  court  of  the  United  States  established  in 
the  Territory  of  Orleans,  as  amended  ;  and  on 
motion,  by  Mr.  Bayabd,  the  further  consideration 
thereof  was  postponed  until  to-morrow. 

Mr.  Meigs  presented  the  petition  of  the  citi- 
zens of  the  county  of  Athens,  in  the  State  of 
Ohio,  praying  a  law  to  make  and  establish  a  per- 
manent national  road,  leading  from  the  seat  of 
the  Federal  Government  through  Clarksburgh  to 
Ohio,  striking  the  State  near  the  mouth  of  the 
Muskingum  river ;  and  the  petition  was  read,  and 
referred  to  a  select  committee,  together  with  the 
petition  of  the  inhabitants  of  Marietta,  presented 
on  the  27th  of  February,  to  consider  and  report 
thereon;  and  Messrs.  Meios,  Anderson,  and 
Bbaoley,  were  appointed  the  committee. 

Mr.  GiLHAN,  from  the  committee,  also  reported 
the  bill  for  the  relief  of  Charles  Minifie  correctly 
engrossed ;  and  the  bill  was  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

THE  MILITIA. 

Mr.  Smith,  of  Maryland,  from  the  committee 
to  whom  was  referred  so  much  of  the  Message  of 
the  President  of  the  United  States  as  relates  to 
an  effectual  organization  of  the  militia  of  the 
United  States  made  report ;  which  was  read,  and 
ordered  to  lie  for  consiaeration. 

The  report  is  as  follows : 

That,  in  considering  the  subject  submitted  to  them, 
Impediments  of  various  and  insuperable  kinds  present 
themselves  to  view.  The  Constitution  of  the  United 
States  gives  to  Congress  only  a  qualified  agency,  on 
the  subject  of  the  militia,  and  authorizes  £em  only 
**  to  provide  for  organising,  arming,  and  discipUning 
the  militia,  and  for  governing  such  part  of  them  as  may 
be  employed  in  the  service  of  the  United  States ;  re- 
serving to  the  States,  respectively,  the  appointment  of 
the  officers  and  the  authority  of  training  the  militia, 
according  to  the  discipline  prescribed  by  Congress." 
As,  under  this  provision,  no  authority  is  delegated  to 
Congress  to  regulate  fines  for  non-attendanoe,  nor  to 
£z  the  days  for  training,  the  only  eflldent  reasons 
seem  to  be  wanting  to  give  force  and  skill  to  this  estab- 


lishment. The  law  of  179S,  already  providei  for  or* 
ganizing  and  disciplining  the  militia ;  and  a  sabwqiieDt 
act  makes  provision  for  arming  them.  All,  therefore^ 
within  the  power  of  Congress,  seems  to  have  been 
already  done,  unless  it  should  be  deemed  expedient  to 
make  a  new  organization,  by  a  classification,  ivhick 
shall  constitute  a  select  and  a  reserve  militia. 

The  prejudices  against  such  a  mode  of  organizatioi 
in  many  parts  of  the  Union,  and  the  difficultiet  to  bi 
surmounted,  at  a  moment  like  the  present,  hare  detc^ 
red  the  committee  firom  submitting  such  a  project 

If  the  States  are  anxious  for  an  effective  militia,  to 
them  belong  the  power,  and  to  them,  too,  belong  thi 
means  of  rendering  the  miUtia  truly  our  bulwark  ii 
war,  and  our  safeguard  in  peace ;  and,  as  the  commit- 
tee are  willing  to  hope  that  the  States  will  not  be  no- 
mindlul  of  the  great  duty  of  providing  for  the  natiooil 
safety,  by  a  well  ordered  and  elective  militia,  and  u 
the  committee  are  unwilling  to  derive  any  powen  to 
Congress,  not  expressly  given  by  the  Conatitntion,  nor 
necessarily  incident  to  the  powers  delegated,  they  m^ 
mit  the  following  resolution,  viz : 

Hesohed,  Th«t  the  committee  be  discharged  fraia 
further  consideration  of  this  subject. 

]SrON-INTERCOUR8E. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  resolution  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  disagreeing  to  their  ameod- 
meats  to  the  bill,  entitled  "  An  act  respecting  the 
commercial  intercourse  between  the  United  States 
and  Great  Britain  and  France,  and  for  other  pur- 


n 


poses 

The  question  pending,  when  the  Senate  ad- 
journed yesterday,  was  on  adherence  to  their 
amendments  to  the  bill. 

Mr.  Anobrbon  obserTed  that,  when  he  had 
made  the  motion  yesterday  to  adhere^  he  bad 
done  it  under  the  impression  that  it  was  proper 
to  bring  the  subject  to  a  conclusion,  and  because 
he  believed  the  interest  of  the  country  required 
that  it  should  be  finally  acted  on.  lie  said  he 
was  still  impressed  with  that  idea  ;  but,  paying  a 
deference  to  the  opinion  of  his  friends,  desirisg 
also  to  treat  the  House  of  Representatives  with 
the  respect  due  to  that  bodr,  and  because  it  was 
more  conformable  to  the  rules  of  proceed icg  gen- 
erally observed,  he  withdrew  the  motion  to  ad- 
herCf  and  moved  to  intiit  on  the  amendments. 
He  said  he  should,  by  parliamentary  practice, 
have  been  fully  justified  in  the  motion  to  adhere 
before  insisting.  But  it  was  proper  that  the  two 
Houses  of  Congress  should  be  courteous  in  their 
conduct  to  one  another,  and  the  state  of  affairs  at 
present  peculiarly  required  it;  he  therefore  varied 
his  motion.  The  question  was  then  taken  to  in* 
n«{,and  carried  without  a  division. 

Mr.  Anoerson  then  moved  to  appoint  a  com- 
mittee of  conference,  to  confer  on  the  subject  witb 
such  committee  as  should  be  appointed  by  the 
House  of  Represeotatives. — Agreed  to. 

Messrs.  Anuerso!!,  Leib,  and  Smitb  of  Mary 
land,  were  accordingly  appointed  on  the  parto 
the  Senate. 


Wedic£boat,  March  7. 
Mr.  Lbib,  from  the  committee  to  whom  wt: 
recommitted  the  bill  to  incorporate  a  compao) 
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for  making  certain  turnpike  roads  in  the  District 
of  Columbia,  reported  it  with  amendments;  which 
were  read. 

Mr.  Smith,  of  Maryland,  stated  that  he  had  re- 
ceived a  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of  the  State 
of  Maryland,  instructing  their  Senators,  and  re- 
questing their  Representatives  in  Congress,  to 
use  all  proper  means  and  exertions  to  procure  the 
passing  a  law  establishing  weights  and  measures ; 
vhich  was  read. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  motion  made  yester- 
day, '^That  a  committee  be  appointed  to  inquire 
'  whether  any  and  what  further  provisions  are 
'  necessary  and  expedient  in  relation  to  the  inter- 
'  course  between  the  United  States  and  the  Bar- 
'bary  Powers,  with  leave  to  report  by  bill  or 
*  otherwise ;-'  and,  having  agreed  thereto, 

Ordered,  That  Messrs.  Bradley,  Anderson, 
and  Smith  of  Maryland,  be  the  committee. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  insist  on  their 
disagreement  to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to 
the  bill,  entitled  ^  An  act  respecting  the  com- 
mercial intercourse  between  tne  United  States 
and  Great  Britain  and  France,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses." They  agree  to  the  conference  proposed 
on  the  subject,  and  have  appointed  managers  on 
their  part. 

Mr.  Bradley,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  recommitted  the  bill,  entitled  '*An  act  to  au- 
thorize the  removal  of  slaves  from  one  part  of 
the  District  of  Columbia  to  another,  reported  the 
bill  with  amendments;  which  were  read. 

Mr.  Bradley  gave  notice  that,  to-morrow,  he 
iboold  ask  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  for  the  preser- 
vation of  peace  and  maintenance  of  the  authority 
of  the  United  States,  in  the  ports,  harbors,  and 
waters,  under  their  jurisdiction. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
^hole,  the  bill  relative  to  the  district  court  es- 
tablished in  the  Territory  of  Orleans,  as  amended ; 
and,  after  debate,  the  further  consideration  there- 
of was  postponed  until  to-morrow. 

Mr.  Campbell,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  bill  for  altering  the  time  for  holding 
the  district  court  in  Ohio^  reported  it  without 
amendment.  On  the  question.  Shall  this  bill  be 
ttgrossed  and  read  a  third  time?  it  waa  deter- 
Dined  in  the  affirmative. 

The  Senate  adjourned. 


Thursday,  March  8. 

Mr.  GiLHAN,  from  the  committee,  reported  the 
bill  for  altering  the  time  for  holding  tne  district 
court  in  Ohio  correctly  engrossed ;  and  the  bill 
«as  read  the  third  time.  And,  on  motion,  by 
Mr.  Whiteside,  the  bill  was  recommitted  to  a  se- 
lect committee,  further  to  consider  and  report 
thereoo;  and  Messrs.  WatTESiDE,  Campbell,  and 
Pope,  were  appointed  the  committee. 

Mr.  Bradley  asked  and  obtained  leave  to 
l^riag  in  a  bill  for  the  preservation  of  peace  and 
taainteDance  of  the  authority  of  the  United  States 
in  tne  porta,  harbors,  and  waters,  under  their  ju- 


risdiction ;  and  the  bill  was  read,  and  passed  to 
the  second  reading. 
Mr.  Lbib  submitted  the  following  resolutions : 

*'  Resolved,  That  the  President  of  the  United  States 
be  required  to  instruct  our  Minister  at  the  Court  of 
Great  Britain  to  demand  of  the  British  Government  an 
immediate  compliance  with  the  arrangement  made  by 
their  Minister,  Mr.  Efskine,  with  this  Government, 
comprising  atonement  for  the  attack  upon  the  frigate 
Chesapeake,  and  a  relinquishment  of  the  Orders  in 
Council ;  and  that,  on  failure  to  execute  that  arrange- 
ment,  our  Minister  be  directed  forthwith  to  return  to 
the  United  States. 

«  Redohed,  That  the  President  of  the  United  States 
be  required  to  instruct  our  Minister  at  the  Court  of 
Great  Britain  to  demand  of  the  British  Government 
an  immediate  release  of  all  American  dtiaens  im- 
pressed into  the  British  service,  and  that,  on  failure  or 
refusal  to  make  such  release,  our  Minister  be  directed 
forthwith  to  return  to  the  United  States. 

Reeohedf  That,  on  the  failure  or  refusal  of  the  Gov- 
ernment of  Great  Britain,  after  demand  made  by  our 
Minister  to  carry  into  effect  the  arrangement  made  by 
Mr.  Erskine*  Uie  British  Minister,  or^  on  the  refusal  or 
failure  to  release  all  American  citizens  impressed  into 
the  British  seitice,  the  President  of  the  United  States 
be  authorized  to  issue  letters  of  marque  and  reprisal 
against  the  ships  and  vessels  belonging  to  the  Govern- 
ment and  subjects  of  Great  Britain." 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill  to  incorporate  a  company  for 
making  certain  turnpike  roads  in  the  District  of 
Colurot)ia,  together  with  the  report  of  the  select 
committee  thereon,  and  the  report  was  agreed  to; 
and  the  bill  having  been  further  amended,  the 
President  reported  it  to  the  House  accordingly. 
On  the  question.  Shall  this  bill  be  engrossed  and 
read  a  third  time  as  amended  1  it  was  determined 
in  the  affirmative. 

Mr.  Bayard,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
recommitted  the  bill,  entitled  "  An  act  to  prevent 
the  issuing  of  sea-letters,  except  to  certain  ves- 
sels,'' reported  the  bill  with  amendments ;  which 
were  read. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill  relative  to  the  district  court  es- 
tablished in  the  Territory  of  Orleans;  and  the 
amendment  reported  by  the  select  committee  hav- 
ing been  agreed  to,  the  President  reported  the  bill 
to  the  House  accordingly.  On  the  question  to 
agree  to  so  much  of  the  report  of  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  as  eoes  to  strike  out  the  first  sec- 
tion of  tike  original  bill,  it  was  determined  in  the 
affirmative — yeas  18,  nays  10,  as  follows : 

YxAS — ^Messrs.  Bradley,  Brent,  Champlin,  Condit, 
Crawford,  FrankUn,  Gaillard,  German,  Lambert,  Leib« 
Lloyd,  Meigs,  Parker,  Reed,  Smith  of  New  York,  Sum- 
ter, Taity  and  Turner. 

NATs^-Measrs,  Andersen,  Bayard,  Campbell,  Clay» 
Goodrich,  Gregg,  Horsey,  Pope,  Smith  of  Maryland* 
and  Whiteside. 


And  the  other  amendments,  agreed  to  as  in 
Committee  of  the  Whole^  having  been  adopted, 
on  the  question,  Shall  this  bill  be  engrossed  and 
read  a  third  time  as  amended  1  it  was  determined 
in  the  affirmative. 
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Friday,  March  9. 

Mr.  GiLMAN,  from  the  committee,  reported  the 
bill  to  iDCorporate  a  company  for  making  certain 
tarnpike  roads  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  cor- 
rectly enfi^rossed;  and  the  bill  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 

Mr.  Oilman,  from  the  committee,  also  reported 
the  bill  relative  to  the  district  court  of  the  United 
States  established  in  the  Territory  of  Orleans, 
correctly  engrossed;  and  the  bill  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Bradlbt,  it  was  agreed,  by 
unanimous  consent,  to  reconsider  the  vote,  and  to 
amend  the  bill  as  follows :  In  the  second  line,  after 
the  word  court,  insert  of  the  dittrid  of  ihieimM, 

Mr.  Campbell,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  recommitted  the  bill,  entitled  ^  An  act  pro- 
riding  for  the  third  census  or  enumeration  of  the 
inhabitants  of  the  United  States,"  reported  the 
bill  with  amendments. 

Mr.  Champlin  gave  notice  that,  on  Monday,  he 
should  ask  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  for  extending 
the  benefit  of  a  drawback  of  the  duties  upon  the 
exportation  of  all  goods,  wares,  and  merchandise, 
subject  thereto,  that  may  be  transported  bv  land 
from  the  district  of  Newport  to  the  port  ot  Bos- 
ton, and  from  said  Boston  to  said  Newport. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Bradlet,  that  the  Senate 
take  into  consideration  the  resolutions  submitted 
yesterday,  respecting  instructions  to  our  Minister 
at  the  Court  of  Great  Britain  ;  on  motion  by  Mr. 
Leib,  it  was  agreed  that  they  lie  on  the  table, 

Mr.  Campbell  presented  the  petition  of  the 
inhabitants  of  Chillicothe,  in  the  State  of  Ohio, 
praying  a  proportion  of  the  net  proceeds  of  the 
public  lands  in  the  State  of  Ohio  may  be  appro- 
priated for  the  improvement  of  a  great  post  road 
leadiog  directly  from  the  Potomac  to  Marietta, 
on  the  Ohio,  and  thence  through  Athens  and  Chil- 
licothe, in  a  western  direction;  which  petition  was 
read,  and  referred  to  the  committee  to  whom  the 
petition  of  the  citizens  of  the  county  of  Athens 
and  State  of  Ohio,  presented  by  Mr.  Meigs,  on 
the  6th  instant,  was  referred,  to  consider  and 
report  thereon. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  report  of  the  commit- 
tee to  whom  was  referred  so  much  of  the  Message 
of  the  President  of  the  United  States  as  relates 
to  an  effectual  organization  of  the  militia  of  the 
United  States ;  and  the  committee  was  discharged 
from  the  further  consideration  of  the  subject. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill,  entitled  -'  An  act  to  prevent  the 
issuing  of  sea-letters,  except  to  certam  vesselu," 
together  with  the  report  of  the  select  committee 
thereon,  and  the  report  was  agreed  to ;  and  the 
Prbbidbnt  reported  the  bill  to  the  Senate  accord- 
inglv.  On  the  question.  Shall  this  bill  be  read  a 
third  time,  as  amended  7  it  was  determined  in  the 
affirmative. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill,  entitled  ^'  An  act  to  authorize  the 
removal  of  slaves  from  one  part  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  to  another,''  together  with  the  report  of 
the  select  committee  thereon ;  and  the  further  con- 
sideration thereof  was  postponed  uatil  Monday. 


Monday,  March  12. 

Mr.  Gilmam,  from  the  committee,  reported  tke 
amendments  to  the  bill,  entitled  "An  act  to  pre> 
vent  the  issuing  of  sea-letters,  except  to  ceruia 
vessels,"  correctly  engrossed ;  and  the  bill  vis 
read  the  third  time  as  amended,  and  passed. 

Mr.  Gileb,  from  the  committee  to  wbom  vu 
referred,  on  the  3d  January  last,  the  Message  of 
the  President  of  that  date,  reported,  in  part,  a  bill 
appropriating  a  sum  of  money  for  procuring  ma- 
niiions  of  war,  and  for  other  purposes ;  aad  ihe 
bill  was  read,  and  passed  to  the  second  readiog. 

Mr.  Giles,  from  the  same  committee,  also  r^ 
ported,  in  part,  a  bill  for  the  establisbmeot  of  a 
Quartermaster's  department;  and  the  bill  was 
read,  and  passed  to  the  second  reading. 

Mr.  Giles  also  communicated  sundry  doca* 
ments  from  the  Secretary  o/i  War,  on  the  subject 
of  the  before-mentioned  bills;  which  were  read, 
and  ordered  to  be  printed  for  the  use  of  the  Seo- 
ate,  with  the  exception  of  the  return  of  ordnance 
and  military  stores. 

Mr.  Giles  presented  the  memorial  of  the  Le 
gislature  of  the  Territory  of  Orleans,  stating  ihe 
inconveniences  resulting  from  their  form  of  go?- 
ernment,  and  praying  the  Territory  may  be  ad- 
mitted a  member  of  the  Union,  for  reasons  stated 
at  large  in  the  memorial;  which  was  read. and 
referred  to  a  select  committee,  to  consist  of  fire 
members,  to  consider  and  report  thereon;  and 
Messrs.  Giles,  Bbaolby,  Cbawfobo,  Goodricb, 
and  Gbeqg,  were  appointed  the  committee. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatires 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  passed 
a  bill,  entitled  '*  An  act  to  amend  an  act,  entitled 
'  An  act  for  the  establishment  of  a  turnpike joad 
in  the  county  of  Alexandria,  in  the  District  of 
Columbia ;"  also,  a  bill^  entitled  "  An  act  to  make 
public  a  road  in  Washington  county,  in  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia ;"  in  which  bills  they  request 
the  concurrence  of  the  Senate.  The  two  bills 
last  brought  up  for  concurrence  were  read,  and 
passed  to  the  second  reading. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill,  entitled  ^  An  act  providing  for 
the  third  census  or  enumeration  of  the  inhabitants 
of  the  United  States,"  together  with  the  report 
thereon  of  the  committee  to  whom  the  bill  was 
recommitted ;  and  the  report  was  agreed  to,  and 
the  Presioent  reported  the  bill  to^the  Hoase 
accordingly.  On  motion  by  Mr.  Smitb  of  Marjr- 
land,  the  bill  was  read  the  third  time,  by  unani- 
mous consent,  as  amended,  and  passed. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill,  entitled  "  An  act  to  aathorize 
the  removal  of  slaves  from  one  part  of  the  Dis- 
trict of  Cohimbia  to  another,"  together  with  (be 
report  of  the  select  committee  thereon.  And,  on 
motion  by  Mr.  Smith,  of  Maryland,  the  further 
consideration  thereof  was  postponed  until  the  first 
Monday  in  December  next. 

The  bill  for  the  preservation  of  peaae  and  maip* 
tenance  of  the  authority  of  the  United  Suies,  in 
the  ports*  harbors,  and  waters,  uader  their  joris^ 
diction,  was  read  the  second  time,  and  referred  to 
a  aeleci  committee,  to  coftsider  and  report  thereon. 
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Messrs.  Bradley,  Crawford,  aad  Gilbs,  were 

tppoioted  the  commiitee. 
Mr.  Bayard  submitted  the  foUowiog  motion : 

Renived,  That  the  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treuory,  of  the  13th  of  December,  4790,  and  alao  the 
report  of  the  Secretaxy  of  the  Treasury,  of  the  2d  of 
March,  1809,  on  the  subject  of  a  National  Bank,  be 
jt&rrtd  to  a  select  committee ;  and  that  the  committee 
hare  lette  to  report  by  bill  or  otherwiae. 

Mr.BBBMT  gmre  notice  that  to«morrow  he  should 
ask  iesTf  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  preyent  the  future 
miirratioD  of  free  negroea  to  the  District  of  Co- 
Ivmbia. 

WITHDRAWAL  OF  RESOLUTIONS. 

Mr.  Leib,  on  request,  had  leave  to  withdraw 
bis  resoIutioDs  submitted  for  consideration  on  the 
8(h  instant. 

Mr.  Leib  remarked,  that  he  had  submitted  the 
fcsolntions  upon  the  table  of  the  Senate  under  a 
eoDTietion  that  the  honor  and  interests  of  the 
natioD  required  such  a  course  of  measures.  He 
beliered  that  it>vas  time  to  have  done  with  tri- 
fling, with  a  war  of  words,  and  with  what  had  been 
termed  gtueonade  ;  that  the  cup  of  expedients  bad 
been  drained  to  the  lastdregs,and  that  a  new  mode 
of  warfare  became  indispensable^  to  vindicate  our 
honor  and  assert  our  rights.  His  impressions  were, 
that  a  determined  attitude  alone  could  rescue  us 
from  the  oppressor's  wrong,  awaken  a  senae  of 
justice,  or  lead  to  that  necessary  alternative  which 
in  injured  nation  is  sometimes  obliged  to  resort 
to,  to  avoid  greater  calamity.  He  said,  that  he 
was  no  friend  to  war — that  peace  was  the  first  wish 
of  his  heart — but  that  he  could  not  consent  to  pre- 
serre  it  by  a  prostitution  of  the  attributes  of  free- 
men. Insult,  robbery,  and  mt^rder.  cried  aloud 
for  justice  or  for  venseance ;  and  duty  required 
of  him  the  aid  of  his  feeble  efforts  to  rescue  the 
nation  from  degradation.  He  remarked,  that  the 
resolations  were  directed  against  one  of  the  bel- 
ligerents, only,  and  he  would  assign  his  reasons 
for  the  discrimination,  and  whv  he  had  selected 
Great  Britain  for  their  object.  It  had  been  admit- 
ted that  we  had  a  right  to  choose  our  enem/i  and 
Ckeat  Britain  was  selected,  because  she  was  first 
in  the  career  of  maritime  despotism,  and  had  ex- 
ercised it  with  unrelenting  severity ;  because  she 
stands  alone  in  the  •  impressment  of  our  citizens, 
and  dooms  them  to  ignominious  punishment,  or 
compels  them  to  fight  her  battles;  because  the 
Dstional  honor  had  been  vitally  wounded,  in  the 
tttack  upon  our  flag ;  and  because  she  had  heaped 
outrage  upon  aggression,  and  had  imbrued  ner 
bands  in  the  innocent  blood  of  our  citizens.  Since 
the  resolutions  were  offered,  he  further  remarked, 
the  aspect  of  things  seemed  to  be  somewhat  va- 
ried, and  a  hope  is  entertained^  from  the  advices 
received,  that  a  change  of  attitude  may  be  ten- 
dered unnecessary ;  and  that,  under  present  cir- 
comstances,  such  change  is  inexpedient,  and  may 
prore  injurious.  However  sceptical  he  might  be 
on  this  subject,  he  had  no  wish  to  embarrass  the 
Administration  in  its  negotiations ;  but,  on  the 
contrary,  he  wished  to  give  full  scope  to  any  efforts 
for  an  amicable  adjustment  of  our  diffierenees.   He 


wished  not  to  throw  in  a  cloud  to  intercept  that 
glimpse  which  was  supposed  to  be  breaking  upon 
us.  His  enmities,  he  said,  were  national,  and 
would  cease  with  the  cause  of  excitement.  Un- 
der these  injpressioos,  and  in  deference  to  the 
judgment  of  political  as  well  as  personal  friends, 
to  whose  opinions  he  was  always  ready  to  render 
a  willing  homage,  he  said  that  he  would  with- 
draw the  resolutions,  reserving  to  himself  the  right 
to  renew  them  under  other  circumstances. 


Tuesday,  March  13. 

The  bill,  entitled  "  An  act  to  make  public  a  road 
in  Washington  county,  in  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia," was  read  the  second  time,  and  referred  to  a 
select  committee,  to  consider  and  report  thereon  ; 
and  Messrs.  Li^oyd,  Smith  of  Mary  land,  and  Tait, 
were  appointed  the  committee. 

The  bill,  entitled  "An  act  to  amend  an  act,  en- 
titled *An  act  for  the  establishment  of  a  turnpike 
company  in  the  county  of  Alexandria,  in  the  JDis- 
trict  of  Ucdumbia,"  was  read  the  second  time,  and 
referred  to  a  select  committee,  to  conaider  and  re* 
port  thereon ;  and  Messrs.  Bxent,  SaciTa  of  Ma- 
ryland, and  Franklin,  were  the  committee  ap- 
pointed. 

The  bill  for  the  establishment  of  a  quartet' 
master's  department  was  read  the  second  time. 

The  bill  appropriating  a  sum  of  money  for  pro* 
curing  munitions  of  war,  and  for  other  purposes, 
;iras  read  the  second  time. 

Mr.  Bradley,  from  the  comjaittee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  bill  granting  a  ri^ht  of  pre-emp- 
tion to  purchasers  of  public  lands  m  certain  cases, 
reported  the  bill  with  atnendments;  which  wer« 
read. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  motion  made  yester- 
day, that  the  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Trea- 
sury, of  the  13th  of  December,  1790,  and  also  the 
report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  of  the  2d 
of  March,  1809,  on  the  subject  of  a  national  bank, 
be  referred  to  a  select  comtnittee,  and  that  the 
committee  have  leave  to  report  by  bill  or  other- 
wise ;  and  havioff  agreed  thereto,  Messrs.  Bay* 
ABD,  Crawford,  Andbrron,  Smith  of  Maryland, 
and  Franklin  were  appointed  the  committee. 

Mr.  Whiteside,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  recommitted  the  bill  for  altering  the  time  for 
holding  the  district  court  in  Ohio,  reported  amend- 
ments; which  were  read. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill,  entitled  ^'An  act  for  the  relief  of 
Jared  Shattuck ;"  and,  after  debate,  the  further 
consideration  thereof  was  postponed  until  Mon- 
day next. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  bill  to  add  to  the  o(6r 
cers  of  the  Treasury  a  Superintendent  of  the 
Public  Lands  of  tbe  United  States;  and  the  further 
consideration  thereof  was  postponed  until  Friday 
next. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill  for  the  improvement  of  the  Uni- 
ted States  by  public  roads  and  canals,  together 
with  the  report  of  the  select  committee  thereon; 
and  the  report  of  the  select  committee  was  disa- 
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greed  to.    The  further  coDsideration  of  the  bill 
was  then  postponed  until  to-morrow. 


Wednesday,  March  14. 

Mr.  Lbib,  from  the  committee  appointed  the 
27th  of  February  on  the  subject,  reported  a  bill 
to  alter  and  amend  the  act,  entitled  '^An  act  fix- 
ing the  Military  Peace  Establish  meat  of  the  Uni- 
ted States ;"  and  the  bill  was  read,  and  passed  to 
the  second  reading. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill  for  altering  the  time  for  holding 
the  district  court  in  Ohio,  together  with  the  report 
of  the  select  committee  thereon,  and  the  report  was 
agreed  to;  and  the  President  reported  the  bill  to 
the  House  amended  accordingly.  On  the  ques- 
tion, dhali  this  bill  be  read  a  third  time  as 
amended  ?    it  was  determined  in  the  affirmative. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as.  in  Committee  of 
the  Whole,  the  bill  granting  a  right  of  pre-emption 
to  purchasers  of  Public  Lands  in  certain  cases, 
together  with  the  report  of  the  select  committee 
thereon.  And  it  was  agreed  that  the  further  con- 
sideration thereof  be  the  order  of  the  day  for  Mon- 
day next. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill  appropriating  a  sum  of  money  for 
procuring  munitions  of  war,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Pope,  to  amend  the  bill,  it 
was  agreed  that  the  further  consideration  thereof 
be  postponed  until  to-morrow. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill  for  the  establishment  of  a  quarter- 
master's department;  and,  after  debate,  on  mo- 
tion, by  Mr.  Giles,  it  was  agreed  that  the  bill  be 
reeominitted  to  the  original  committee,  further 
to  consider  and  report  thereon. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  agree  to 
some,  and  disagree  to  other,  amendments  of  the 
Senate  to  the  bill,  entitled  "An  act  providing  for 
the  third  census  or  enumeration  of  the  inhabitants 
of  the  United  States." 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  amend- 
ments disagreed  to  by  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives to  the  bill,  entitled  "An  act  providing  for 
the  third  census  or  enumeration  of  the  inhabitants 
of  the  United  States ;"  and  on  motion,  by  Mr. 
Pope, 

Beifolvedy  That  the  Senate  insist  on  their 
amendnients  disagreed  to  by  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives to  the  said  bill,  and  ask  a  conference 
on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses. 

Ordered,  That  Messrs.  Pope,  Anderson,  and 
Grbgo,  be  the  managers  at  the  said  conference  on 
the  part  of  the  Senate. 


Thursday,  March  15. 

The  bill  to  alter  and  amend  the  act,  entitled 
''An  act  fixine  the  Military  Peace  Establishment 
of  the  United  States,"  was  read  the  second  time. 

A  message  from  the  Hou.se  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  insist  on 


their  disagreement  to  the  amendments  of  the  Sen- 
ate to  the  bill,  entitled  '*An  act  providing  for  the 
third  census  or  enumeration  of  the  inhabitants  of 
the  United  States."  They  agree  to  the  eonfe^ 
ence  proposed  on  the  subject,  and  have  appointed 
managers  on  their  part.  They'  affree  to  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill,  entitled 
''An  act  to  prevent  the  issuing  of  sea-letters,  ex- 
cept to  certain  vessels,"  with  an  amendment; 
in  which  they  request  the  concurrence  of  the 
Senate. 

The  Senate  resumed^  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill  for  the  improvement  of  the  Uni- 
ted States  by  public  roads  and  canals. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Smith,  of  Maryland,  to 
strike  out  from  section  1,  line  9th,  the  words ''one- 
half '  and  insert  '*  two-thirds,"  it  was  determined 
in  the  affirmative — yeas  20,  nays  12,  as  follows: 

YxAs-i— Messrs.  Champlin,  Condit,  Crawford,  Frank- 
lin, Graillard,  Gilman,  Goodrich,  Gregg,  Hillhouse,  Ltm- 
belt,  Leib,  Llojd,  Mathewson,  Parker,  Pickering,  Rob- 
inson, Smith  of  Maryland,  Smith  of  *New  York,  Sam- 
ter,  and  Tait. 

Naxs — Manrs.  Anderson,  Bayard,  Bradley,  Brent, 
Clay,  German,  Giles,  Horsey,  Meigs,  Pope,  Tamer, 
and  Whiteside. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Greoo,  further  to  amend 
the  bill,  on  motion  of  Mr.  Leib  the  further  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  was  postponed  until  to- 
morrow. 

Mr.  Anderson,  from  the  managers  at  the  con- 
ference on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses 
on  the  bill)  entitled  ^^An  act  respecting  the  com- 
mercial intercourse  between  the  United  States 
and  Great  Britain  and  France. and  for  other  por- 
poses,"  reported  that  they  could  come  to  co  agree- 
ment witn  the  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House 
of  Representatives. 


Fbidat,  March  16. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  amend- 
ment of  the  House  of  Representatives  oo  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill,  entided 
^'An  act  to  prevent  the  issuing  of  sea-letters,  ex- 
cept to  certain  vessels."  And,  on  motion,  by  Mr. 
Bayaro,  the  further  consideration  thereof  wis 
postponed  until  to*morrow.  * 

Tne  President  communicated  a  report  of  the 
Secretary  for  the  Department  of  the  Treasory, 
with  a  statement  of  the  emoluments  of  the  offi- 
cers employed  in  the  collection  of  the  cnstotos, 
for  the  year  1809 ;  which  were  read,  and  ordered 
to  lie  for  consideration. 

The  bill  for  altering  the  time  for  holding  the 
district  court  in  Ohio,  was  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  bill  to  alter  and  amend 
the  act,  entitled  "An  act  fixing  the  Miliury 
Peace  Bstablishment  of  the  United  States ;  tnd 
on  motion,  bv  Mr.  Leib,  it  was  agreed  that  the 
further  consideration  thereof  be  the  order  of  the 
day  for  Monday  next. 

The  following  Message  was  received  from  the 
President  or  the  United  States: 
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Non-hUercourae, 


Senate. 


To  the  Senate  and  Bouee  of 

Representativee  ofine  United  States  .- 

A  treaty  having  been  entered  into  and  dulj  ratified 
with  the  Kickapoo  tribe  of  Indians,  for  the  extinguish- 
mcDt  of  their  title  to  certain  lands  within  the  Indiana 
Tezritorj,  inTolving  conditions  which  require  Legisla- 
tife  prorision,  I  submit  copies  thereof  to  both  branches, 
for  coDfideration.  MME8  MADISON. 

Much  16,  1810. 

The  Message  was  read,  and  ordered  to  lie  for 

coDsideratioD. 


Monday,  March  19. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill  ffrantinf  a  right  of  pre-emption  to 
parehasers  of  public  lands  in  certain  cases,  together 
with  (he  report  of  the  select  committee  thereon; 
and,  after  debate,  on  motion,  by  Mr.  Anderson, 
it  WIS  agreed  that  the  further  consideration  there- 
of be  the  order  of  the  day  for  to-morrow. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatiyes 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  passed 
a  bill,  entitled  an  act  regulating  the  Post  Office  Es- 
tablishment; a  bill,  entitled  ''An  act  for  the  relief 
of  Amey  Dardin,  widow  and  representative  of 
David  Uardia,  deceased;"  also,  a  bill,  entitled 
['An  act  for  the  relief  of  Elizabeth  Hamilton ;" 
in  which  several  bills  they  desire  the  concurrence 
of  the  Senate. 

The  bills  last  brought  up  for  concurrence  were 
read,  and  ordered  to  the  second  reading. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  nave  appoint- 
ed a  committee  on  their  part,  jointly  witn  such 
committee  as  the  Senate  may  appoint  on  their 
part,  to  consider  and  report  what  business  is  ne- 
cessary to  be  done  by  Congress  during  the  pres- 
ent session,  and  when  it  may  be  expedient  to 
close  the  same ;  in  which  they  request  the  con- 
currence of  the  Senate,  and  the  appointment  of  a 
committee  on  their  part. 

The  resolution  was  read,  and  passed  to  the 
second  reading. 

Mr.  Giles  presented  the  petition  of  Sarah 
EastoD  and  Dorothy  Jones,  daughters  and  leeal 
Kpresentatives  of  Robert  Hanson  Harrison,  de- 
ceased, late  Aid-de-Canip  and  Secretary  to  the 
Commander-in-Chief  of  the  Revolutionary  army 
of  the  United  States,  praying  to  be  allowed  the 
commutation  of  their  father's lialf-pay,  or  a  dona- 
tion of  lands,  for  reasons  stated  at  large  in  the 
petition;  which  was  read. 

NON-INTERCOURSE. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
nport  of  the  managers  at  the  conference  on  their 
pirt,  on  the  bill,  entitled  ''An  act  respecting  the 
commercial  intercourse  between  the  United  States 
and  Great  Britain  and  France,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses." 

Oq  motion,  by  Mr.  Anderson,  that  the  Senate 
idhere  to  their  amendments  to  the  said  bill,  a 
motion  was  made^  by  Mr.  Lbib,  to  postpone  the 
foriher  consideration  thereof  until  Monday  next; 
which  was  determined  in  the  negative — yeas  15, 
uys  18,  as  follows  : 


YxAS — Messrs.  Anderson,  Brent,  Campbell,  Condit, 
Gaillard,  Giles,  Lambert,  Leib,  Mathewson,  Meigs, 
Parker,  Robinson,  Smith  of  Maryland,  Sumter,  sind 
Whiteside. 

Nats — Messrs.  Bayard,  Bradlej,  Champlin,  Clay, 
Crawford,  Franklin,  German,  Gilman,  Goodrich,  Gregg, 
Hillhouse,  Horsey,  Lloyd,  Pickering,  Pope,  Smith  of 
New  York,  Tait,  and  Turner. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Clat,  to  postpone  the  fur- 
ther consideration  thereof  until  to-morrow,  it  was 
determined  in  the  negative.  And  the  question 
recurring  on  the  original  motion — 

Mr.  S.  Smith  said:  Mr. .President,  the  question 
before  the  Senate  is,  to  adhere  to  their  amend- 
ments made  to  the  bill  *'  respecting  the  commer- 
cial intercourse  between  the  United  States  and 
Great  Britain  and  France." 

It  is  with  extreme  reluctance  that  I  rise  on  the 
present  occasion.  I  feel,  sensibly  feel,  the  situa- 
tion in  which  I  place  myself  by  opposing  a  meas- 
ure countenanced  by  the  vote  in  the  other  HousCi 
of  almost  all  those  with  whom  I  have  been  accus- 
tomed to  act,  and  by  many  in  the  Senate,  for 
whose  superior  judgment  and  correct  opinions  I 
have  ever  had  the  highest  respect.  Finding, 
however,  that  I  differed  with  those  gentlemen,  I 
took  the  bill  to  my  lodgings,  and  considered  it 
with  a  disposition  to  find  m  it  something  that 
should  induce  me  to  give  up  my  own  opinion  to 
that  expressed  by  the  vote  in  tne  other  House ; 
but  I  looked  in  vain,  and  I  found  myself  com- 
pelled to  take  the  ground  of  opposition,  to  the 
bill.    In  doing  this,  I  must  hope  for  the  indul- 

Sence  of  those  w(th  whom  I  differ,  and  of  the 
•enate,  for  detailing  the  reasons  for  the  motion  I 
made  to  amend  the  bill.  To  do  this,  it  may  not 
be  unprofitable  to  take  a  review  of  the  causes 
(hat  led  to  the  measures  adopted  by  the  United 
States,  and  the  course  taken  by  Congress  to  re- 
sist the  injuries  imposed  upon  us  by  Great  Brit- 
ain and  France. 

The  insult  offered  to  the  honor  of  the  nation 
in  the  affair  of  the  Chesapeake,  so  far  from  being 
redressed,  was  heightened  by  a  proclamation  from 
the  King  of  Great  Britain,  authorizing  publicly, 
in  the  face  of  the  world,  the  boarding  of  our  mer- 
chant ships,  and  taking  therefrom  whomsoever 
their  officers  should  call  a  British  subject;  to  pal- 
liate this  outrage  on  our  independence,  it  was  re- 
commended to  the  boarding  officer  to  execute  this 
indignity  with  politeness.  About  the  same  time 
the  Government  was  informed  of  the  case  of  the 
Horizon,  condemned  under  the  Berlin  decree,  and 
that  the  Emperor  had  determined  that  that  decree 
should  embrace  Americans  as  well  as  other  neu- 
trals. This  determination  was  directly  contrary 
to  the  assurance  given  General  Armstrong,  by 
the  French  Minister  of  Marine^  as  well  as  to  the 
practice  under  the  decree.  This  was  the  first  in- 
timation given  to  our  Government  that  the  Ber- 
lin decree  would  operate  on  the  interest  of  the 
United  States. 

The  President  (as  was  his  duty)  laid  both  of 
those  subjects  before  Congress  in  a  Message,  and 
it  was  well  known  at  the  same  time,  (althoagh 
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Dot  officiallf,)  that  the  British  Order  of  Coadcil 
of  November  had  been  issued. 

What  was  then  oar  situation  with  those  na- 
tions? France  had  declared  every  American 
vessel  that  was  bound  to  or  from  Great  Brit- 
ain, or  having  on  board  goods,  the  produce  or 
manufacture  of  Great  Britain,  to  be  lawful  prize. 
Great  Britain  declared  that  every  American  ves- 
sel bound  to  any  port  of  Europe^  should  first  come 
into  her  ports,  there  land  her  car^o,  pay  a  transit 
duty,  and  depart  (if  they  pleased)  to  their  origi- 
nal port  of  destination;  and  any  vessel  failiog  to 
do  so,  should  be  liable  to  condemnation;  that  any 
Americao  vessel  having  a  certificate  of  origin  on 
board,  should  be  considered  good  prize.  Thus 
situated^  we  had  a  choice  of  war  or  erabargow 
To  make  war  on  France  would  have  been  idle; 
we  could  inflict  no  wound  on  her  by  war,  except 
that  of  withholding  our  supplies  from  her  West 
and  East  India  colonies,  and  this  would  as  effect- 
ually be  done  by  an  embargo.  In  a  war  with 
England,  we  could  inflict  severe  wounds  on  her 
immense  commerce,  and  she  is  always  vulnera- 
bly on  the  side  of  Canada.  A  more  pacific  sys- 
tem was  however  adopted — the  embargo.  Had 
that  measure  been  rigidly  enforced,  it  could  not 
have  failed  to  have  compelled  a  removal  of  the 
unjust  conduct  of  those  nations,  most  certainly  of 
that  of  Great  Britain.  The  Senate,  aware  that 
a  measure  of  that  kind  could  not  be  enforced 
without  a  physical  force,  senisible  that  the  prospect 
of  profit  would  induce  many  to  prevent  its  in- 
tended operations  by  evasions,  did  immediately 
pass  a  bill  authorizing  the  President  to  fit  out  and 
put  to  sea  all  the  armed  vessels  of  the  United 
Slates,  for  the  purpose  of  preventing  evasions  of 
the  law,  to  employ  our  seamen  who  were  thrown 
idle,  and  to  be  prepared  for  events  should  a  war 
ensue.  The  bill  slept  in  the  other  House,  and, 
by  an  ill-timed  economy,  was  ultimately  rejected, 
by  which  a  free  scope  was  given  to  evaders  of 
the  law,  and  the  system  (which  was  a  wise  one) 
was  in  some  degree  frustrated;  yet  it  had  an 
eflfect  highly  salutary  on  Great  Britain,  it  com- 

Selled  her  to  modifv  the  Orders  of  Council  of 
fovember,  and  no  longer  were  our  ships  Com- 
pelled to  go  into  her  ports,  and  there  pay  tribute; 
no  longer  were  our  vessels  subjected  to  condem- 
nation for  having  a  certificate  of  origin  on  board. 
The  embargo  was  severely  felt  bv  Great  Britain 
while  in  force,  every  article  which  they  had  been 
accustomed  to  receive  from  us,  rose  immediately 
in  price,  and  I  am  confident  that  had  it  been  con- 
tinued and  executed,  full  satisfaction  would  have 
been  given  by  Britain  for  the  various  outrages 
which  had  been  committed  on  our  honor  and  in- 
dependence. It  was  relinquished,  and  a  non-inter- 
course was  substituted  as  to  both  nations.  This 
measure,  although  less  strong,  was  such  as  would 
have  been  very  severely  felt  bf  the  British  nation. 
It  completely  excluded  the  importation  of  her 
manufactures  into  the  United  States ;  it  took  from 
her  a  market  for  more  than  one- half  of  her  man- 
ufictares;  it  turned  idle  a  large  number  of  work- 
men, and  although  it  did  not  prevent  her  from 
getting  our  productions,  yet  the  obtained  them  io 


such  a  way,  that  they  cost  her,  in  some  instaoces, 
double  their  usual  price.  This  new  system  wu 
however  checked  in  its  course  by  the  arrange* 
ment  made  with  Great  Britain  through  Mr.  Er» 
kine.  Our  ports  were  thrown  open,  and  oar  Te» 
sell  (then  nearly  all  in  our  harbors)  sooo  filled 
Great  Britain  with  every  things  she  wanted  at  \om 
prices ;  flour  fell  instantly  in  England  to  nine  and 
a  half  and  ten  dollars  the  barrel. 

Great  Britain,  in  lieu  of  the  Orders  of  CooQcil 
excluded  us  from  France  and  Holland,  and  theii 
colonies,  and  from  Italy,  by  a  paper  blockade;  ai 
iniquitous,  illegal  system,  which  she  had  adoptd 
in  1793,  and  has  either  contracted  or  extended  al 
her  pleasure  ever  since.  Our  own  law  exclu<)e<l 
us  from  France  and  Italy.  This  tended  to  girc 
a  direction  to  a  great  proportion  of  our  trade  t( 
Great  Britain,  and  thereby  completely  supplied 
her  wants.  On  the  disavowal  of  Mr.  £r:ikiQe^i 
arrangement;  the  non-intercourse  was  renewed, 
and  a  stop  put  to  our  exports  to  Great  Britaia; 
the  consequence  was,  that  flour  rose  immediately 
to  fourteen  and  fifteen  dollars  in  England ;  cotioa, 
tobacco,  and  other  articles,  in  a  proportion  stilt 
greater.  I  mention  this  to  show,  that  wheoerer 
we  stop  our  trade  to  Great  Britain  she  feels  it 
sensibly  in  the  high  prices  she  has  to  give  for  ou^ 
exports,  and  thus  to  show  the  efficacy  of  the  sys- 
tem that  had  been  taken,  if  it  had  been  duly  exe- 
cuted. But  in  her  exports  Great  Britain  felt  in- 
tie,  for  our  merchants  had  given  their  orderi 
under  the  arrangement,  and  it  would  have  been 
unjust  to  have  prevented  them  from  receiriog 
the  goods  they  had  ordered;  the  non-importatioo 
part,  which  I  conceive  the  most  essential  part  of 
the  non-intercourse,  had  in  consequence  been  in* 
operative. 

What,  then,  was  our  situation  when  Congress 
met?  The  French  privateers  were  capturing  our 
defenceless  merchant  ships,  burning  those  of  lit- 
tle value,  and  carrying  into  their  ports  for  coq- 
demnation  those  which  were  valuable.  Great 
Britain  had,  by  a  pretended  blockade,  excluded  os 
from  entering  the  ports  of  Holland,  France,  Italy, 
and  their  West  and  East  India  colonies.  She 
had  sent  a  Minister  to  succeed  Mr.  Erskinp.who, 
so  far  from  offering  any  explanations  on  the  dis- 
avowal of  the  arrangement  made  with  his  prede- 
cessor, added  insult  to  injury,  and  bearded  us  to 
our  teeth;  he  gave  us  to  understand  that  the 
terms  proposed  in  the  instructions  to  Mr.  £i^' 
kine  would  be  insisted  on — terms  that  I  am  con- 
fident no  citizen  of  the  United  States  would 
accede  to. 

,  In  this  state  of  our  fdreign  relations  Conpess 
met,  the  members  brought  with  them  iheMiOiS 
of  the  people,  who  were  all  alive  to  the  late  m- 
drgnity  offered  their  Government,  all  c*P*J[*.^ 
that  measures  of  energy  would  be  pursued.  Tow 
House  felt  and  acted.  Resolutions  passed  almost 
unanimously,  expressive  of  their  sense  oi  the  in- 
sult oflered  by  the  British  Minister.  . 

The  Senate  passed  a  bill  ordering  the  whole  oi 
the  vessels  of  war  to  be  pot  in  commission  (wdicb 
bill  sleeps  still  io  the  oth«r  House,)  and  ^^^^  P[|^ 
gressiog  in  preparations  for  the  defence  oi  m 
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honor  and  safety  oflhe  nation,  when  the  bill  now 
under  consideration  was  reported  by  the  Com- 
miuee or  Foreign  Relations.  Ii  operated  instantly 
like  an  electric  shock,  it  paralyzed  erery  effort, 
and  gentlemen  were  astonished  when  they  were 
told,  ibat  this  bill  was  the  great  measure  that 
was  to  preserre  oar  honor  in  the  eyes  of  all  the 
world;  that  it  was  the  grand  panacea  which  was 
to  heal  the  wounds  that  had  been  inflicted  on  our 
rights  by  the  belligerents.  In  fact,  it  was  the 
only  meaanre  on  which  we  were  to  rely  for  a  re- 
dress of  all  our  grierances. 

Mr.  President,  I  read  this  grand  effort  with  at- 
tention. In  vain  did  I  look  for  something  therein 
tlmt  woald  tend  to  obtain  satisfaction  for  the 
insQltOD  the. Chesapeake;  in  vain  for  anything 
that  woald  tend  to  prevent  the  future  impress- 
ment of  our  seamen ;  in  vain  for  anything  that 
woold  induce  or  coerce  the  belligerents  to  repeal 
their  unjust  orders  and  decrees  against  our  law- 
ful commerce.  One  great  feature,  and  one  only, 
was  to  be  discovered,  to  wit :  the  repeal  of  the 
non-intcccourse  law — covered  by  a  thin  veil,  com- 
posed, as  the  gebtleman  from  Kentucky  (Mr. 
Cut)  has  said,  of  shreds  and  patches.  Not  so, 
Mr.  President ;  if  it  had  been  patchwork  alone,  I 
ibould  not  have  disturbed  its  arrangement.  But 
Ifoond  in  it,  or  believed  I  did,  that  which  would 
be  roiDous  to  the  commerce  of  the  United  Slates, 
tad  therefore  felt  myself  bound  by  the  duty  I 
owe  to  my  constituents  to  remove  the  veil,  and 
leare  the  measure  open  to  public  view ;  the  Sen- 
ate concurred  with  me  in  opinion,  to  wit:  to  strike 
oot  the  injurious  sections,  to  which  opinion  I 
shall  vote  to  adhere. 

I  will,  Mr.  President,  ask  the  Senate's  indul- 
gence, to  show  my  view  of  the  sections  that 
flare  been  stricken  out  of  the  bill.  The  impor- 
tant ones  are  the  third,  fourth,  and  fifth  ;  the  oth- 
ers are  only  calculated  to  carry  those  into  execu- 
tion. The  third  and  fourth  contain  the  same 
principles ;  they  appear  to  be  intended  to  have  a 
twofold  operation,  the  one  to  coerce  the  belliger- 
ents to  do  09  justice,  the  other,  to  secure  to  our 
own  ships  the  carriage  of  all  the  produce  of  the 
United  States.  The  third  section  excludes  from 
our  ports  all  British  and  French  merchant  ships, 
and  declares  ^<  that  anv  ship  sailing  under  the  flag 
'of  either,  which  shall  hereafter  arrive  in  any  of 
'oor  harbors,  shall,  with  their  cargoes,  be  seized 
'and  condemned." 

Is  there  no  danger,  Mr.  President,  to  be  appre- 
hended from  the  Emperor,  if  the  bill  shoold  pass 
with  this  provision  ?  His  character  for  decision 
is  well  known.  Might  wt  not  fear  that  he  would 
retort  our  own  measure  upon  us,  by  causing  all 
the  property  of  our  merchants  now  under  seques- 
tration (amounting  to  at  least  three  millions  of 
dollars)  to  be  condemned ;  and  by  seizing  all  the 
American  vessels  and  property  in  his  ports,  or 
that  might  arrive  therein  ?  I  confess,  sir,  I  should 
feel  no  surprise  if  be  did.  It  appears  to  me,  from 
his  well  known  conduct,  that  ne  would  scarcely 
hesitate  to  adopt  such  a  measure,  and  what  ri^ht 
would  you  have  to  complain,  and  for  what  object 
wooldaucharisk  bemnl   The  seotion  only  pro- 


hibits the  entry  of  French  merchant  shijps  into 
our  ports — prohibits  what?  That  which  has  no 
existence — for  there  is  scarcely  a  French  mer- 
chant shif^that  now  floats  the  ocean.  The  sec- 
tion permits  our  own  ships  to  carry  to  France. 
It  throws  open  our  trade  to  France,  in  the  only 
way  that  it  can  be  carried  on,  to  wit,  in  onr  own 
vessels,  and  thus  invites  them  to  go  to  France, 
and  there  be  subject  to  any  consequences  which 
the  Emperor  (in  resenting  the  provision  of  that 
section)  might  choose  to  decree.  It  in  no  way 
inflicts  a  punishment  on  France  for  her  aggres- 
sions on  our  honor  and  interest. 

But  what  will  England  do  should  this  law 
pass?    Will  the  Kin?  and  Council  retaliate  nur 
measure?    t  confess,  Mr.  President,  that  I  think 
they  will.    What  right  shall  we  have  to  com- 
plain, if  a  seizure  is  ordered  in  the  ports  of  Great 
Britain  of  everv  American  vessel  found  therein? 
I  have  been  told  that  the  magnanimity  of  Great 
Britain  is  full  security  aeainst  such  conduct,  and 
that  the  words  of  this  bill  would  not  justify  her. 
I  admit  it,  but  I  must  be  excused  for  not  placing 
implicit  reliance  in  her  justice  or  her  magna- 
nimity.   I  fear  that  she  would  not  tie  herself 
down  to  the  letter  of  our  law  in  the  retaliation 
she  woold  inflict;  but  admitting  that  she  did, 
this  bill  permits  an  open  trade  to  her  ports  in  our 
ships;  mn  immense  number  of  our  vessels  are 
ready  to  proceed  to  her  ports  the  moment  this  bill 
shall  pass  into  a  law:  and,  sir,  the  law  will  get  to 
England  as  soon  as  our  ships,  with  their  valuable 
cargoes ;  a'  day  is  sufficient  for  the  King  and 
Council  to  act ;  an  order  may,  and  I  do  not  doubt 
would  issue,  perhaps,  in  the  very  words  of  the  bill, 
^directing  the  seizure  and  condemnation  of  every 
American  vessel  and  their  cargoes  that  shall  ar- 
rive in  her  ports."    What  would  be  the  conse- 
quence?   Ruin  to  your  merchants,  and  destrnc« 
tion  to  the  party  which  now  governs  this  country. 
But,  Mr.  President,  let  us  suppose  that  the  King 
should  not  order  the  condemnation  of  our  ships, 
yet  he  would  have  it  in  his  power  to  wound  us 
severely,  by  simply  arresting  all  the  American 
ships  ana  cargoes  in  his  ports,  and  holdinsr  them  as 
a  security  for  any  of  the  ships  of  his  subjects  that 
we  should  condemn  under  our  law ;  he  would  thus 
place  in  his  power  from  three  to  four  hundred 
thousand  tons  of  shipping  and  their  cargoes;  such 
a  step  would  bring  down  certain  ruin  on  our  mer- 
chants, and  would  be  a  most  powerful  machine 
in  his  hands  to  compel  our  Government  to  such 
measures  as  his  Ministry  miffht  dictate.    What 
Administration  could  stand  the  hue  and  cry  that 
woold  be  raised  against  them  by  the  sufferers  and 
their  friends?    All  would  understand  that  the 
wrong  was  on  our  $ide;  all  would  be  uught  to 
know  that  our  own  law  had  only  been  reported 
upon  us,  and  all  must  agree  that  we  had  no  right 
to  complain.    We  shoiild  lose  the  high  ground 
we  now  stand  on,  that  of  opposition  to  the  unjust 
and  oppressive  measures  of  the  belligerents,  and 
be  compelled  to  admit  that  we  were  the  aj^gje^ 
sors,  thus  departing  from  being  defenders  of  right 
to  become  the  wrongdoers.    And  for  what.  Mr. 
Preaident?    For  the  paltry  constderation  or  pre. 
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yentiog  British  shipping  to  ao  amount  not  ex- 
ceediug'  eisht  thousand  tons  froni  entering  our 
ports,  and  from  becoming  the  carriers  of  our  pro- 
duce to  that  amount  5  for  that  is  the  only  injury 
the  bill  proposes  to  inflict  on  the  British  Qovern- 
ment  for  all  her  spoliations,  insults,  and  injuries. 
The  fourth  section  confines  the  importation  of 
French  and  British  goods  to  our  own  yessels. 
The  third  and  fourth  sections  form  one  great 
whole,  the  object  of  which  is  to  coerce  Great 
Britain  and  France  to  do  us  justice.  How  ? — by 
prohibiting  all  commerce  with  them?  No,  by 
preventing  them  from  the  carrying  any  of  our 
produce,  or  bringing  into  our  ports  any  of  their 
manufactures  in  their  ships.  And  this  measure 
is  to  coerce  Great  Britain  and  France!  What 
are  its  coercive  powers  ?  None,  certainly j  none 
upon  France,  for  she  has  no  merchant  ships;  of 
course  it  can  have  no  coercive  influence  upon  her. 
It  certainly  has  no  persuasive  qualities.  We 
throw  out  provocation  without  a  motive,  as  it 
relates  to  France;  already  we  have  the  whole 
carrying  trade  between  the  United  States  and 
France,  and  her  colonies;  this  bill  could  not  give 
us  more.  But,  Mr.  President,  gentlemen  who 
have  voted  for  this  bill  may  have  thought  that  it 
will  operate  powerfully  against  Great  Britain. 
Let  us  examine  that  point.  If  I  recollect  cor- 
rectly, there  did  enter  the  ports  of  the  United 
States  on  the  average  of  the  three  years  prior  to 
the  embargo,  about  eight  thousand  tons  of  Brit- 
ish shipping.  To  exclude  the  participation  in  the 
carrying  trade  between  Great  Britain  and  the 
United  States  to  that  amount,  is  the  great  good 
that  is  to  result  to  the  United  States  from  the 
third  and  fourth  sections,  to  obtain  which,  we  are 
to  risk  the  retaliation  of  Great  Britain.  Should 
she  take  the  words  of  our  own  law  and  prohibit 
our  vessels  from  her  ports,  what  we  should  suffer 
thereby  is  a  question  worthy  of  consideration.  I 
have  little  doubt  that  three  to  four  hundred  thou- 
sand tons  of  ships  of  the  United  States  annually 
enter  the  ports  of  Great  Britain.  We  sboMld  then 
risk  by  this  law  the  employment  of  four  hundred 
thousand  tons  of  shipping ;  to  obtain  what  ?  The 
empIo]^ment  of  eight  thousand  tons  now  occupied 
by  British  ships — what  extreme  folly !  What 
madness!  Would  any  man  run  such  a  risk  on 
his  private  account? 

It  is.  Mr.  President,,the  old  story  of  the  goose 
with  tne  golden  eggs.  In  attempting  to  seize  on 
a  little,  we  risk  the  loss  of  a  great  wnole.  Hav- 
ing taken  this  view  of  the  subject,  I  had  believed 
that  imperious  duty  compelled  me  to  endeavor  to 
avert  such  ^reat  evil.  But  I  have  been  told,  that 
if  Great  Britain  should  retaliate,  that  her  retalia- 
tion would  operate  as  a  complete  non-intercourse 
or  embargo  between  the  two  countries,  and  in 
a  way  that  would  be  eflfectual ;  and  that  as  I  had 
always  approved  those  measures,  this  view  of  the 
subject  must  meet  my  approbation ;  that  it  would 
precisely  create  that  which  I  have  said  was  a 
powerful  measure  against  Great  Britain — to  wit: 
an  en&bargo.  I  never  will  agree,  Mr.  President, 
in  this  side  way  ^o  carry  into  execution  a  great 
national  measure.    If  we  could  not  execute  our 


law  by  our  own  means,  I  will  not,  by  a  subterfuge) 
attempt  to  call  in  the  aid  of  the  nation  against 
which  the  measure  was  directed.  I  will  not  lose 
the  right  side  of  the  question,  and  put  myself  la 
the  wrong.  The  people  were  impatient  under 
the  embargo,  and  you  repealed  it.  Yes,  sir.  it 
was  repealed  at  the  very  moment  when  Great 
Britain,  smarting  under  its  effects,  was  modifying 
her  Orders  of  Council ;  and  she  would  have  done 
us  complete  justice  but  for  the  wavering  iade- 
cisive  conduct  that  she  saw  we  were  pursuiog. 
Seeing  that,  and  encouraged  by  the  support  her 
measures  met  in  the  United  States,  she  modified 
her  orders  and  substituted  her  blockading  order 
of  April,  1809.  Should  this  bill  pass  and  aootber 
embargo  be  created  thereby  between  the  two  na- 
tions, how  will  the  people  then  feel)  When  ihe 
embargo  was  laid  tp  compel  a  redress  of  wrongs^ 
it  created  uneasiness  among  many,  but  was  highly 
approved  by  most  of  the  people ;  but  should  our 
commerce  be  again  shut  up  through  this  bill  the 
veil  will  be  seen  through;  the  covering  is  too 
thinj  and  all  will  see  that  our  own  act  was  the 
leading  cause ;  that  on  the  part  of  Great  Britain 
it  is  fair  retaliation,  provoked  by  ourselves;  that 
in  justice  to  her  subjects  she  could  not  do  less. 
Y'ou  will  then  appear  the  aggressor.  You  will 
have  left  the  high  ground  of  being  the  defender 
against  acts  of  injustice,  and  place  yourselves 
before  your  fellow-citizens  as  the  wroog-doer. 
You  will  forfeit  that  character  for  impartial  jus- 
tice to  which  we  have  now  a  just  claim,  and  I 
fear,  Mr.  President,  that  it  would  deprive  the 
Administration  of  their  well-earned  popularity. 
But  I  believe  that  the  measure  would  have  a  very 
different  tendency;  that  it  would  throw  the  car- 
rying of  our  produce  to  Great  Britain  and  her 
possessions  entirely  in  British  bands,  which  I 
shall  try  to  show  to  the  Senate  before  I  sit  down. 
The  fitth  section  is  intended  to  operate  io  the 
expectation  that  Great  Britain  and  France  would 
retaliate..  It  prohibits  the  importation  from  those 
nations  of  their  goods,  except  direct  from  the 
place  where  they  are  produced  or  manufactured, 
and  it  is  intended  to  prevent  Great  Britain  from 
introducing  her  produce  or  manufactures  into  the 
United  States,  by  placing  them  at  Amelia  Island, 
at  Nova  Scotia,  or  Canada, or  in  any  neutral  coun- 
try.  Should  Great  Britain  retaliate,  (which  is 
expected  by  this  section  of  the  bilU)  how  will  the 
bill  operate?  In  the  following  manner:  the  bill 
repeals  the  non-intercourse  law;  of  course  our 
ships  are  free  to  go  with  our  produce  whereso- 
ever they  please.  But  Great  Briuin,  it  is  pre- 
sumed, will  prohibit  their  entrance  into  her  ports 
generally ;  still  she  wants  our  exports.  How 
will  she  get  them?  By  throwing  open  Canada, 
Nova  Scotia,  Bermuda,  and  Amelia  island,  to  our 
trade,  our  coasters  will  carry  to  those  ports  our 
cotton,  tobacca  flour.  &«.,  and  from  theoce  they 
will  be  carried  in  British  ships ;  thus  will  our 
ship  owners  be  deprived  of  their  present  valuable 
employment  for  their  ships.  Equally  injurious 
will  it  be  to  the  agricultural  interest,  for  at  those 
places  their  produce  will  meet  with  a  confined 
market,  and  the  prices  they  will  obtain  will  be 
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in  proportion  to  the  difficulties  of  such  a  coarse 
of  trade,  and  to  the  little  competition  in  such 
markets. 

The  manufactures  of  Great  Britain  will  be 
brought  to  those  places,  and  the  prices  in  the 
Uoited  States  will  be  such,  that  no  risk  of  seizure 
vill  prevent  them  from  being  purchased  and 
smogeled  into  the  United  States,  to  the  ruin  of 
your  Soances,  the  great  injury  of  the  honest  mer- 
chant, and  the  destruction  of  the  morals  of  the 
people.  And  all  this  risk  we  are  to  ruD  with  the 
sole  riew  of  employing  eight  thousand  tons  of 
shipping  more  tnan  we  now  employ;  for,  sir, 
there  is  not  another  motive  held  out  in  the  bill ; 
and  to  add  ridicule  to  injury,  we,  in  the  tenth  sec- 
tion, authorize  the  President  to  repeal  this  terrible 
measure,  provided  the  belligerents  shall  withdraw 
their  hostile  orders  and  decrees.  Why,  sir,  we 
should  by  this  bill  hold  ourselves  up  to  the  two 
nations  as  objects  to  be  laughed  at.  When  our 
embargo  and  non-intercourse  did  not  obtain  for 
OS  justice,  can  any  man  believe  for  a  moment 
that  this  measure  can  operate  any  effect  favorable 
10  our  interest  ? 

1  am  averse,  Mr.  President^  to  a  commercial 
warfare  with  Great  Britain ;  in  such  a  war  we 
shall  always  be  the  sufferer.     The   King  and 
Council  can,  in  one  session  of  a  single  day,  do  an 
act  which  it  would  take  Congress  a  month  or  two 
to  meet.    We  have  had  some  experience  on  the 
subject.    Soon  after  the  adoption  of  the  Consti- 
imion,  discriminating  duties  were  laid,  which 
operated  rapidly  to  increase  the  shipping  of  the 
Uoiied  States.    It  soon  called  the  attention  of 
Great  Britain,  and  in  the  treaty  made  by  Mr.  Jay, 
they  provided  against  its  increase,  and  were  au- 
thorized to  countervail  its  effects;  they  did  coun- 
tervail, and  secured  to  themselves  (in  times  of 
peace)  the  carrying  (for  their  consumption  and 
commerce)  of  all  the  tobacco  they  required,  and 
nearly  all  the  other  })roduce  of  the  United  Stales. 
As  they  increase  their  duties,  their  countervail  of 
tea  per  cent,  also  increases ;  this  increase  has  so 
operated  on  the  article  of  cotton,  that  should 
peace  take  place  in  Europe,  every  pound  of  that 
unportant  article  wanted  for  Great  Britain,  would 
he  carried  in  British  ships.    I  am,  therefore,  of 
opinion,  that  we  should,  as  soon  as  possible,  a^ree 
vith  Great  Britain  to  relinquish  our  discrimi- 
uting  doties  on  condition  that  she  would  repeal 
her  coantervailin?  duties.    Let  the  ships  of  each 
ewer  the  ports  of  the  other  on  terms  of  perfect 
equality.    I  am  not  afraid  of  the  competition ;  I 
feel  confident  that  we  can  meet  any  nation  on 
equal  terms  in  the  carrying  of  the  produce  of  our 
own  country ;  if  we  cannot,  we  do  not  deserve 
the  preference.    With  this  precedent  in  my  view, 
1  tm  not  willing  again  to  enter  into  a  commer- 
cial warfare  with  Great  Britain  or  France,  for 
France  has  countervailed  our  discriminating  duty 
on  the  article  of  tobacco,  which  will  j[when  she 
>g|iin  enters  into  trade)  give  to  her  ships  the  car- 
7^Dg  of  all  that  article  wanted  for  her  consump- 
tioi,  being  near  forty  thousand  hogsheads  annu- 
uly,  and  she  will  no  doubt  pursue  the  system  as 
U)  cotton  and  other  articles. 

Uth  Con.  2d  Sess.— 20 


I  have  been  asked,  shall  Congress  rise  and  do 
nothing?  I  answer,  that  it  is  better  to  do  noth- 
ing tbsn  to  do  that  which  will  only  injure  our- 
selves. But,  sir,  T  wished  to  do  something;  I  pro- 
posed, in  select  committee,  to  strike  out  those 
sections  which  would  only  do  us  injury,  and 
then  fill  their  place  with  sections  (which  I  had 
draughted  and  presentedforconsideration)  author- 
izing the  arming  of  the  merchant  ships,  not  for 
defence  alone,  but  with  authority  to  capture  and 
make  prize  of  any  vessel  that  might  assail  them 
while  engaged  in  lawful  commerce,  and  to  em- 
ploy the  public  ships  of  war  in  convoying  the 
traae  of  tne  nation.  I  met  with  no  support  in 
this  system ;  there  were  in  committee  four  against 
my  motion.  Discouraged  by  so  large  a  propor-  ' 
tion  voting  against  me,  I  neglected,  or  was  de- 
terred from  making  the  same  mdtion  in  Senate, 
and  this  error  I  regret,  although  I  know  not  whe- 
ther I  should  have  been  more  successful  in  Sen- 
ate than  I  had  been  in  committee;  but  I  should 
have  been  better  pleased  with  my  own  conduct. 
I  had,  it  is  true,  an  expectation  that,  in  a  com- 
mittee of  conference  between  the  two  Houses, 
that  something  might  be  introduced  that  woula 
please  both  branches  of  the  Legislature;  and  I 
presumed  that  the  convoy  system  would  be  sub- 
stituted. I  have  been  mistaken.  The  conferees 
met,  and  the  committee  of  Senate  submitted  a^ 
section,  ^*  authorizing  the  President,  under  his 
^  instructions,  made  conformably  to  the  laws  of 
^  nations,  to  grant  convoy  to  the  merchant  ships 
<  of  the  United  States  engaged  in  lawful  com- 
/  merce."  That  proposition  spoke  this  language 
to  the  belligerents :  The  United  States  have 
taken  every  pacific  means  of  obtaining  justice 
from  you  without  success.  We  will  no  longer 
deprive  ourselves  of  commerce ;  we  will  open  our 
trade,  and  we  will  defend  it.  We  are  ready  to 
meet  the  consequences  that  may  arise,  and  will 
stan^  prepared  for  war,  if  war  shall  ensue.  This, 
Mr.  President,  appeared  to  your  committee  as  a 
course  that  would  be  honorable  to  the  nation.  It 
was  unanimously  rejected  by  the  comniittee  on 
the  part  of  the  House,  who,  in  turn,  proposed  that* 
*'  British  ships  should  be  permittee!  to  bring  into 
'  the  United  States  the  produce  and  manufactures  . 
'  of  that  nation,  but  should  not  be  permitted  to 
*  carry  from  the  United  States  aiiy  of  the  pro- 
^  duce  thereof^"  and  the  same  as  to  France.  This 
most  extraordinary  proposition  was  unanimously 
rejected  by  the  conferees  on  the  part  of  the  Sen- 
ate. Strip  the  proposition,  and  what  language 
does  it  speak?  That  the  British  merchant  may 
send  into  your  ports  his  ships  and  fill  your  mar- 
ket with  British  goods,  to  the  great  injury  of 
I  your  infant  manufactories;  he  may  enter  into 
competition  with  them  and  work  their  destruc- 
tion. But  he  must  not  enter  into  .competition 
with  the  merchants  in  the  purchase  of  a  return 
cargo,  nor  with  the  ship  owners  in  the  carrying 
of  the  produce  of  the  country.  No,  sir.  that  was 
hallowed  ground,  and  must  not  be  trodden.  The 
conferees  of  the  two  Houses  could  not  agree,  and 
the  question  now  before  the  Senate  is,  to  adhere 
to  their  amendments.     For  which  I  shall  vote, 
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although  the  bill  will  then  not  be  such  as  I  wish 
it  had  been.  But,  sir,  it  cannot  ia  this  stage  be 
amended.  I  am  aware  that  my  vote  will  be  dis- 
approved by  many  of  my  friends.  But,  sir,  I  trust 
that  time,  and  a  further  consideration  of  the  sub- 
ject, will  convince  them  that  my  objections  to 
the  rejected  sections  have  not  been  unfounded. 

The  question  being  then  taken  that  the  Senate 
adhere  to  their  amendments,  it  was  determined 
in  the  affirmative— yeas  17,  nays  15,  as  follows: 

YsAt — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bayard,  Champlin,  Gail- 
lard,  German,  Gilman,  Goodrich,  Gregg,  HiUhouse* 
Horsey,  Leib,  Llojd,  Parker,  Pickering,  Smith  of 
Maryland,  Sumter,  and  Whiteside.  ^ 

Nats — Messrs.  Bradley,  Brent,  Campbell,  Clay, 
Condit,  Crawford,  Franklin,  Giles,  Lambert,  Mathew- 
aon,  Meigs,  Pope,  Smith  of  New  York,  Tait,  and 
Turner. 


'  Tuesday,  March  20. 

The  bill,  entitled  "An  act  regulating  the  Post 
Office  Establishment."  was  read  the  second  time, 
and  referred  to  a  select  committee,  to  consider 
and  report  thereon;  and  Messrs.  Franklin,  An- 
derson, Goodrich,  Gregg,  and  Meigs^  were  ap- 
pointed the  committee. 

The  bill  entitled  "An  adt  for  the  relief  of  Eliz- 
abeth Hamilton,"  was  read  the  second  time,  and 
referred  to  a  select  committee,  to  consider  and 
report  thereon ;  and  Messrs.  Crawford,  Bradley, 
and  Franklin^  were  appointed  the  committee. 

The  bill^eotitled  '*An  act  for  the  relief  of  Amey 
Dardin,  widow  and  representative  of  David  Dar- 
din,  deceased,"  was  read  the  second  time,  andre- 
ferred  to  a  select  committee  to  consider  and 
report  thereon  ;  and  Messrs.  Bradley,  Giles,  and 
HiLLHonsE.  were  appointed  the  committee. 

The  resolution  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  the  appointment  of  a  joint  committee  to 
consider  and  report  the  business  necessary  to  be 
acted  on  during  the  present  session,  and  when  it 
may  be  expedient  to  close  the  same,  was  read  the 
second  time,  and  passed  to  a  third  reading. 
9  The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
amendment  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on 
the  amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill,  entitled 
^'An  act  to  prevent  the  issuing  of  sea-letters,  ex- 
cept to  certain  vessels ;"  and  agreed  thereto,  with 
amendments. 

Mr.  Lloyd,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  bill,  entitled  ''An  act  to  make  public 
a  road  in  Washington  county,  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,"  reported  it  with  amendments,  which 
were  read. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill  for  the  improvement  of  the  Uni- 
ted States,  by  public  roads  and  canals ;  and,  after 
progress,  a  motion  was  made  bf  Mr.  Bradley,  to 
postpone  the  further  consideration  thereof  to  the 
first  Monday  in  December  next ;  which  was  de- 
termined in  the  negative—- yeas  11,  nays  19^  as 
follows : 

Ybas — Messrs.  Bradley,  Champlin,  Condit,  Oilman, 
Goodrich,  Hillhouse,  Lambeit*  Mathewaon»  Pickerings 
Robinson,  and  Turner. 


Nats — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bayard,  Brent,  Camp- 
bell, Clay,  Crawford,  Franklin,  Ga'dlard,  German, 
Gregg,  Horsey,  Leib,  Meigs,  Pope,  Smith  of  Maryland, 
Smith  of  New  York,  Sumter,  Tait,  and  Whiteside. 

Mr.  Pope,  from  the  conferees  on  the  part  of  the 
Senate,  on  the  bill,  entitled  an  act  providiog  for 
the  third  census  or  enumeration  ot  the  inhabit- 
ants of  the  United  States,"  made  report :  Where- 
upon, 

Ee$olved,  That  the  Senate  recede  from  their 
second,  sixth,  and  seventh  amendnlents ;  that  the 
Senate  recede  from  the  fourth  amendment  with 
an  amendment,  to  wit :  strike*  oui  ^  January," 
and  insert  ^' March." 


Wedr E8DAT,  March  21. 
The  following  Message  was  yesterday  receifed 
from  the  Presioent  of  the  United  States: 

To  the  Senate  and  House  of 

Repreeeniaiives  of  the  United  Stales  .• 

I  lay  before  Congress  a  return  of  the  militia  of  the 
United  States,  as  received  by  the  Department  of  War, 
from  the  several  States  and  Territories. 

Mabch  20,  1810.  JAMES  MADISON. 

Orderedj  That  the  Message  and  Joou menu  lie 
for  consideration. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Giles, 

Ordered,  That  the  petition  of  Sarah  Eastoa 
and  Dorothy  Jones,  daughters  of  Robert  H.  Har- 
rison, Esq  ,  deceased,  be  referred  to  the  commit- 
tee who  have  under  consideration  the  bill,  eoti- 
tied  ^*An  act  for  the  relief  of  Elizabeth  Hamiltoo^'' 
to  consider  and  report  thereon. 

Mr.  Brent  presented  the  petition  of  FontaiDe 
Maury  of  the  city  of  New  York,  praying  thebeD- 
efit  of  drawback  on  three  hundred  and  eighif 
bags  of  coffee,  although  the  formalities  of  the 
laws  (with  no  intention  of  fraud,  bowe?er.  bat 
from  the  ignorance  of  the  captain)  have  not  beea 
complied  with,  as  is  stated  in  the  petition;  wbich 
was  read,  and  referred  to  a  select  committee,  to 
consider  and  report  thereon  ;  and  Messrs.  Bbent, 
GaillarD|  and  Gbego,  were  appointed  the  coid* 
mittee. 

Mr.  B.,  also,  presented  the  petition  of  Gkorge 
Andrews  and  others,  inhabitants  of  the  District 
of  Columbia,  praying  Congress  to  empower  them 
to  form  a  company  lor  making  a  turnpike  road 
from  the  termination  of  Vermont  avenue  lo  a 
point  where  it  shall  intersect  the  boundary  Jioe 
of  the  District ;  and  the  petition  was  read,  aad 
referred  to  a  select  committee,  to  consider  and 
report  thereon  ;  and  Messrs*  Brbiiit,  CoNniT,  and 
Matbewson,  were  appointed  the  committee. 

Mr.  B.  aLso  presented  the  petition  of  Urban 
Guillet  and  his  associates,  known  under  the  name 
of  '*The  Society  of  La  Trappe."  now  resident  in 
the  Illinois  Territory,  slating  tnat  their  associa- 
tion has  for  its  peculiar  object  the  promotion  of 
useful  literature,  husbandry,  and  mechanical  arts, 
and  praying  confirmation  of  the  title  to  certain 
parcels  of  land  mentioned  in  the  petition;  wbicli 
was  read,  and  referred  to  a  select  conunittee,  to 
consider  and  report  thereon ;  and  Messrs.  Brent, 
GtLfiej  and  Grboq,  were  appointed  tbe^oialDittee. 
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The  resolution  of  the  House  of  ReprettentatiTes 
)r  the  appoiotmeot  of  a  joint  committee  to  con- 
der  and  report  the  business  necessary  to  be  acted 
a  daring  the  present  session,  and  when  it  may 
s  expedient  to  close  the  same«  was  read  the  third 
me,  and  agreed  to ;  and  Messrs.  Greoo,  Craw- 
3RD,  Clay,  Franklin,  and  Anderson,  were 
ppointed  the  committee  on  the  part  of  the 
eoate. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatiyes 
iformed  toe  Senate  that  the  House  hare  passed 

bill,  entitled  *'An  act  authorizing  a  detaonmeDt 
om  the  militia  of  the  United  Statet,"  in  which 
ley  desire  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 

The  bill  last  bfouffht  up  for  coocurrenee  waa 
»d,  and  passed  to  the  second  reading. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Vhole,  the  bill  for  the  improvement  of  the  Uni^ 
ed  States  by  public  roads  and  canals;  and  the 
^resident  having  reported  the  bill  to  the  House 
mended,  a  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Leib  to 
irikeout  the  first  and  second  articles  of  the  bill, 
Qthorizing  the  subscription  of  the  United  States 
0  the  stock  of  the  Massachusetts  and  New  Jersey 
ompanies,  when  formed;  and  Mr.  Anderson 
ailed  for  a  division  of  the  question,  and  it  was 
aken  on  striking  out  the  first  article,  authorizing 
be  $ubscri|)tion  to  the  Massachusetts  company, 
lod  determined  in  the  negative — yeas  11,  nays  19, 
IS  follows : 

YiAS— Messrs.  Campbell,  pisy,  Condit,  Crawford, 
>aiUard,  Gilss,  Gregg,  Leib,  Meigs,  Sumter,  and 
rorncr. 

Nats— Messrs.  Anderson,  Bayard,  Champlin,  Frank- 
in,  German,  Oilman,  Goodrich,  Hillhouse,  Horsey, 
-ambfrt,  Lloyd,  Mathewson,  Pickering,  Pope,  Robin- 
TO,  Smith  of  Maryland,  Smith  of  New  York,  Tait, 
ind  Whiteside. 

On  the  question,  to  strike  out  the  second  arti- 
cle, authorizing  the  subscription  to  the  New  Jer- 
;ey  Company :  it  was  determined  in  the  nega- 
ive— yeas  7,  nays  23,  as  follows: 

Ysis— Messrs.  GampbeU,  Clay,  Giles,  Gregg,  Leib, 
Meigg,  and  Turner. 

NiTs-^Messrs.  Anderson,  Bayard,  Champlin,  Con- 
^  Crawford,  Franklin,  GaUlard,  German,  Gilman, 
I^oodrich,  HiUhoiwe,  Horsey,  Lambert,  Lloyd,  Math- 
fwnn.  Pickering,  Pope,  Robinson,  Smith  of  Mair- 
K  Smith  of  New  York,  Sumter,  Tail,  and  White- 
nde. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Giles,  to  postpone  the  fur- 
faer  consideration  of  the  bill  to  the  first  Monday 
iQ  December  next :  it  was  determined  in  the  affir- 
mative—yeas  18,  nays  11,  as  follows : 

Ysii^MciBrs.  Champlin,  Condit,  Crawford,  Frank- 
KOtiflard,  Gtlei^  Gilman,  Goodrich,  Hillhouse,  Lam- 
^rt,  Leib,  Lloyd,  Mathewson,  Pickering,  Robinson, 
ontth  of  Maryland,  Sumtsr,  and  Turner. 

NiTi^Messrs.  Anderson,  Bayard,  Clay,  German, 
^^*  Horsey,  Meigs,  Pope,  Smith  of  New  York* 
Tait,  and  Whiteside. 

Mr.  Batard  gave  notice  that  to-morrow  he 
wowd  ask  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  authorizing  the 
jale  and  grant  of  a  certain  quantity  of  public 
^od  to  the  Chesapeake  and  Delaware  Canal 


Company  ;  also,  a  hill  to  amend  the  laws  withia 
the  District  of  Columbia. 
Mr.  PoPB  submitted  the  following  motion : 
ReMohed,  That  so  much  of  the  report  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury,  respecting  roads  and  canals,  as 
relates  to  the  Ohio  Canal,  he  referred  to  a  select  com- 
mittee, with  leave  to  report  by  bill  or  otherwise. 
And  on  motion,  the  Senate  adjourned. 


Thubsdat,  March  22. 

Mr.  Batard  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  bring 
in  a  bill  authorifeing  the  sale  and  grant  of  a  quan- 
tity of  public  land  to  the  Chesapeake  and  Dela*- 
ware  Canal  Company ;  and  the  bill  was  read 
and  passed  to  the  second  reading. 

Mr.  Bayard  a&ked  and  obtained  leave  to. bring 
in  a  bill  to  amend  the  laws  within  the  District  of 
Columbia ;  and  the  bill  was  read  and  parsed  to 
the  second  reading. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  motion  made  yester- 
day *^  That  so  much  of  the  report  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasure,  respecting  roads  and  canals, 
as  relates  to'the  Onio  Canal,  be  referred  to  a  se- 
lect committee,  with  leave  to  report  by  bill  or 
otherwise;"  and,  having  agreed  thereto,  Messrs. 
PoPB,  Batard,  and  Bradley,  were  appointed  the 
committee. 

The  bill,  entitled  "  An  act  authorizinj;  a  de- 
tachment from  the  militia  of  the  United  Statas," 
was  read  the  second  time,  and  referred  to  a  select 
committee,  to  consider  and  report  thereon;  and 
Messrs.  Bradley,  Sdmter,  and  Bayard,  were 
appointed  the  committee. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Bradley, 

Resolioed^  That  the  President  of  the  United 
States  be  requested  to  cause  to  be  laid  before  the 
Senate  the  whole  of  the  correspondence  between 
the  United  States  and  Jared  Shatluck,  or  any 
agent  acting  for  him,  or  in  his  behalf,  in  respect 
to  Lieutenant  Maley's  detaining  the  ship  Mer* 
cator,.in  the  year  1800,  and  in  relation  to  the  judi- 
cial investigation  that  was  afterwards  suggested, 
and  the  stipulations  that  a  final  decree  should 
not  involve  the  question  whether  the  United 
States  are  responsible. 

Ordered,  Tnat  the  Secretary  la|r  this  resolu- 
tion before  the  President  of  the  United  States. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill  granting  a  right  of  pre-emption 
to  purchasers  of  public  lands  in  certain  cases,  to- 
gether with  the  report  of  the  select  committee 
thereon;  and,  after  debate,  on  motion,  by  Mr. 
Clay,  it  was  recommitted  to  a  select  comiriittee. 
further  to  consider  and  report  thereon ;  ana 
Messrs.  Clay,  Bradley,  and  Leir,  were  appoint- 
ed the  select  committee. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill,  entitled  "An  act  to  make  public 
a  road  in  Washington  county,  in  the  District  of 
Colufftbia,"  together  with  the  report  of  the  select 
coD»mitiee  thereon ;  and  having  agreed  thereto, 
the  President  reported  the  bill  to  the  House 
amended  aecordtncly.  On  the  question,  Shall 
this  bill  be  rend  a  third  time  aa«tiiieaded  1  it  waa 
determined  in  the  affirmative. 
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The  following  motion  was  submitted  by  Mr. 
Whiteside  : 

Retoived,  That  a  committee  be  appointed  t6  inquire 
whether  any  further  and  what  provision  should  be 
made  for  the  relief  of  persons  imprisoned  on  process  is- 
sued from  the  courts  of  the  United  States  in  civil  cases, 
mnd  that  they  have  leave  to  report  by  bill  or  other- 


Mr.  Giles,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
recommitted  the  bill  for  the  establishment  of  a 
quartermaster's  department,  reported  it  with 
amendments ;  which  were  read. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Cofimittee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill  to  alter  and  amend  the  act,  enti- 
tled "  An  act  fixing  the  Military  Peace  Establish- 
ment of  the  United  States." 

NATIONAL  BANK. 

Mr.  Bayard,  from  the  committee  appointed  on 
the  subject  the  thirteenth  instant,  reported  a  bill 
making  provision  for  the  estabii:»hmeDt  of  a  Na- 
tional Bank ;  and  the  bill  was  read,  and  passed 
to  the  second  reading.    The  bill  is  as  follows : 

A  bill  making  provision  for  the  establishment  of  a 

National  Bank. 

Be  a  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  /Zepre- 
untaii'oe*  of  the  united  States  of  America,  in  Con- 
gress assembled,  That  a  Bank  of  the  United  States 
■hsU  be  establiahed,  the  capital  stock  whereof  shall 
iiot#zceed  twenty  millions  of  dollars,  divided  into  fifty 
thousand  shares,  each  share  being  four  hundred  dol- 
lars. And  that  subscriptions  towards  constituting  the 
laid  stock  shall,  on  the  first  Monday  of  October  next,  be 
opened  at  Portsmouth,  in  the  State  of  New  Hampshire, 
for  eight  hundred  and  sixty-seven  shares;  at  Boston, 
in  the  State  of  Massachusetts,  for  two  thousand  nine 

hundred  and  fifty  shares;  at  ,  in  the  State  of 

Connecticut,  for  one  thousand  two  hundred  and  fifteen 
■hares ;  at  Providence,  in  the  State  of  Rhode  Island, 

for  three  hundred  and  forty-seven  shares  ;  at ,  in 

the  State  of  Vermont,  for  six  hundred  and  ninety-four 

■hares ;  at ,  in  the  State  of  New  York,  for  two 

thousand  nine  hundred  and  fifty  shares ;  at  Trenton, 
in  the  State  of  New  Jersey,  for  one  thousand  and  forty- 
five  shares ;  at  Philadelphia,  in  the  State  of  Pennsyl- 
vania, for  three  thousana  one  hundred  and  twenty-five 
■hares ;  at  Dover,  in  the  State  of  Delaware,  for  three 
hundred  and  forty-seven  shares;  at  Baltimore,  in  the 
State  of  Maryland,  for  one  thousand  five  hundred  and 
■ixty-two  shares ;  at  Richmond,  in  the  State  of  Vir- 
ginia, for  three  ^ousand  eight  hundred  and  twenty 
■hares;  at  Raleigh,  in  the  State  of  North  Carolina,  for 
two  thousand  and  eighty-two  shares ;  at  Charleston, 
in  the  State  of  South  Carolina,  for  one  thousand  three 
hundred  and  eighty-eight  shares ;  at  Milledgeville,  in  the 
State  of  Georgia,  for  six  hundred  and  ninety-four 
■hares ;  at  Lexington,  in  the  State  of  Kentucky,  for 
one  thousand  and  forty-five  shares ;  at  Knoxville,  in 
the  State  of  Tennessee,  for  five  hundred  and  twenty- 
two  shares ;  and  at ,  in  the  State  of  Ohio,  for 

three  hundred  and  forty-seven  shares ;  under  the  su- 
perintendence in  each  State  of  such  persons,  not  less 
than  three,  as  shall  be  appointed  for  that  purpoee  by 
the  President  of  the  United  Sutes,  (who  is  hereby  au- 
thorixed  to  appoint  the  said  persons  accordingly,) 
whieh  subscriptions  shall  continue  open  until  the  whole 
•f  the  said  stock  shall  have  been  subscribed. 

Sxc.  8.  And  be  it  further  enaded,  That  it  shall  be 


lawful  for  any  person,  being  a  citizen  of  the  United 
States,  or  of  the  Territories  thereof,  copartneiship  com- 
posed of  such  person  or  body   politic,  inoorponted 
within  the  United  States,  to  subscribe  (or  so  many 
diares  as  he,  she,  or  they  shall  think  fit,  not  exceeding 
one  thousand,  except  as  shall  hereafter  be  provided  in 
relation  to  the  United  States,  and  the  States  respect- 
ively ;  and  that  the  sums  respectively  subscribed,  ex- 
cept on  behalf  of  the  United  States,  and  the  respective 
States,  shall  be  payable  in  gold  or  silver,  and  disU  be 
payable  in  four  equal  instalments,  at  the  distance  of 
six  calendar  months  from  each  other;  the  first  whereof 
shall  be  paid  at  the  time  of  subscription. 

Skc.  3.  And  be  it  further  enacted,  That  all  those 
who  shall  become  subscribers  to  the  said  bank,  their 
successors  and  assigns,  shall  be,  and  are  hereby,  created 
and  made  a  coiporation  and  body  politic,  by  the  name 
and  style  of  the  President,  Directors,  and  Compsnj  of  | 
the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  and  shall  so  continoe  ' 
until  the  fourth  day  of  March,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord 
one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  fifty;  and  by  thit 
name  shall  be,  and  are  hereby,  made  able  and  capable 
in  law  to  have,  purchase,  receive,  possess,  enjoy,  and 
retain,  to  them  and  their  successors,  lands,  rents,  tene- 
ments, hereditaments,  goods,  chattels,  and  eflects,  of 
what  kind,  nature,  or  quality  soever,  to  an  amount  not 
exceeding  in  the  whole  thirty  millions  of  dollars,  in* 
eluding  &e  amount  of  the  capital  stock  aforesaid;  and 
the  same  to  sell,  grant,  demise,  alien,  or  dispose  of;  to 
sue  and  be  sued,  plead  and  be  impleaded, answer  and  be 
answered,  defend  and  be  defended,  in  courts  of  record, 
or  any  other  place  whatsoever.    And,  also,  to  make, 
have,  and  use*  a  common  seal,  and  the  same  to  break, 
alter,  and  renew,  at  their  pleasure ;  and,  also,  to  or- 
dain, establish,  and  put  in  execution  such  by-laws, 
ordinances,  and  regulations,  as  shall  seem  necessary 
and  convenient  for  the  government  of  the  said  corpo- 
ration, not  being  contrary  to  law,  or  to  the  Constita- 
tion  thereof,  (for  which  purpose  general  meetings  of 
the  stockholders  shall  and  may  be  called  by  the  direc- 
tors, and  in  the  manner  hereinafter  specified,)  and 
generally  to  do  and  execute  all  and  singular  acts,  mat- 
ters, and  things,  which  to  them  it  shall  or  may  apper- 
tain to  do ;  subject,  nevertheless,  to  the  rules,  regula- 
tions, restrictions,  limitations,  and  provisions,  herein- 
after prescribed  and  declared. 

Skc.  4.  And  be  it  further  enacted.  That  for  the 
well-ordering  of  the  afiairs  of  the  said  corporation, 
there  shall  be  twenty-five  directors;  for  twenty  of 
whom  there  shall  be  an  election  on  the  first  Monday 
in  January  in  each  year,  by  the  stockholders  or  pro- 
prietors of  the  capital  stock  of  the  aaid  corporation,  and 
by  plurality  of  votes  actually  given,  and  five  of  whom 
shall  be  appointed  as  hereinafter  provided ;  and  those 
who  shall  be  duly  chosen  at  any  election,  and  appointed 
as  provided,  shall  be  capable  of  serving  as  directors,  by 
virtue  of  such  choice  and  appointment  until  the  end  or 
expiration  of  the  Monday  in  January  next  ensuing  the 
time  of  such  election,  and  no  longer.  And  the  stid 
directors,  at  their  first  meeting  after  each  election,  shall 
dioose  one  of  their  numbers  as  president. 

Sac.  6.  And  be  it  further  enacted.  That,  at  the  ex- 
piration of  twenty  days  alter  the  opening  of  the  said 
subscriptions,  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  persons  hat- 
ing the  superintendence  of  the  same  to  transmit  an 
account  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  of  the  amount 
of  subscriptions  upon  their  books  respectively,  and  of 
the  moneys  actually  paid  on  account  of  such  subscrip- 
tions, and  as  soon  as  it  shall  appear  to  him  that  the 
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«niii  of  four  millioni  of  doUan  have  been  actiiallj  re- 
ceived on  aeconnt  of  subscriptions  to  said  stock,  he 
fihall  caoie  due  public  notice  thereof  to  be  gx^eUf  and 
he  shall  at  the  same  time  in  like  manner  notify  a  time 
and  place  within  the  city  of  PhUadelphia,  at  the  dis- 
tance of  sixty  days  from  the  time  of  such  notification, 
for  proceeding  to  the  election  of  twenty  directors ;  and 
it  shall  be  lawful  for  such  election  to  be  then  and  there 
made;  and  the  persons  who  shall  be  then  and  there 
•chosen,  together  with  five  directors  to  be  appointed  by 
the  Commissioners  of  the  Sinking  Fund  for  the  time 
being,  (who,  or  a  majority  of  them,  are  hereby  empow- 
ered to  make  such  appointment  ^t  any  due  and  con- 
venient time,)  shall  be  the  first  directors,  and  shall  be 
capable  of  serving,  by  virtue  of  such  choice  and  ap- 
pointment, nntil  the  end  or  expiration  of  the  Monday 
in  January  next  ensuing  the  time  of  making  the  same, 
and  ibali  forthwith  thereafter  commence  the  operations 
of  the  said  bank  at  the  said  city  of  Philadelphia :  Pro- 
mkd.  That  in  case  it  should  at  any  time  happen  that 
an  election  or  appointment  of  directors  should  not  be 
made,  upon  any  day  when,  pursuant  to  this  act,  it 
OQght  to  have  been  made,  the  said  corporation  shall 
Bot  for  that  cause  be  deemed  to  be  dissolved ;  but  it 
shall  be  lawful  on  any  other  day  to  hold  or  make  an 
election  or  appointment  of  directors  in  such  manner  as 
shall  have  been  regulated  by  the  laws  and  ordinances 
«f  the  said  corporation,  not  inconsistent  with  this  act : 
And  praoided  further.  That  in  case  of  the  death,  re- 
signation, absence  from  the  United  States,  or  the  re- 
moval of  a  director  by  the  stockholders  of  one  of  those 
chosen  by  them,  or  of  the  death,  resignation,  absence 
from  the  United  States,  or  the  removal  of  a  director  by 
a  majority  of  the  Commissioners  of  the  Sinking  Fund 
of  one  of  those  appointed  by  them,  lus  place  may  be 
fiUed  np  by  a  new  choice  or  appointment  (as  the  ease 
may  be)  for  the  remainder  of  the  year. 

Skc.  6.  And  be  U  further  enacted.  That  the  direc- 
tors for  the  time  being  shall  have  power  to  appoint 
such  officers,  clerks,  and  servants  under  them,  as  shall 
be  necessary  for  executing  the  business  of  the  said 
coiporation,  and  to  allow  them  such  compensation  for 
their  services  respectively  as  shall  be  reasonable ;  and 
thai!  be  capable  of  exercising  such  other  powers  and 
iQthorities,  for  the  well-governing  and  ordering  of  the 
affairs  of  the  said  corporation,  as  shall  be  described, 
fixed,  and  determined  by  the  laws,  regulations,  and 
ordinances,  of  the  same. 

Sic.  7.  And  be  it  further  enacted,  That  the  follow- 
ing restrictions,  limitations,  and  provisions,  shall  form 
and  be  fondamental  articles  of  the  constitution  of  the 
nid  corporation,  vix : 

1.  The  number  of  votes  to  which  each  stockholder 
chall  be  entitled,  shall  pe  according  to  the  number  of 
shares  he  shall  hold,  in  the  proportions  following,  that 
is  to  say :  For  one  share,  and  not  more  than  two,  one 
'ote ;  for  every  two  shares  above  two,  and  not  exceed- 
ing ten,  one  vote ;  for  every  four  shares  above  ten,  and 
not  exceeding  thirty,  one  vote ;  for  every  six  shares 
»hove  thirty,  and  not  exceeding  sixty,  one  vote  ;  for 
every  eight  shares  above  sixty,  and  not  exceeding  one 
hundred,  one  vote ;  and  for  every  ten  shares  above  one 
hundred,  one  vote.  But  no  person,  copartnership  or 
^y  politic,  shall  be  entitled  to  a  greater  number  than 
^y  votes,  except  in  relation  to  the  stock  subscribed 
^7  the  respective  States,  in  which  case  the  number  of 
votes  in  the  ratio  aforesaid  shall  be  limited  to  one  hun- 
dred. And  after  the  first  election,  no  share  or  shares 
shall  confer  a  right  of  suffrage,  which  shall  not  have 


been  holden  three  calendar  months  previous  to  ihm 
day  of  election.  Stockholders  actually  resident  within 
the  United  States,  and  none  other,  may  vote  in  0lee- 
tions  by  proxy. 

3.  Not  more  than  three-fourths  of  the  directors  in 
office  chosen  by  the  stockholders,  nor  more  than  threo- 
fifths  of  those  appointed  by  the  Commissioners  of 'tho 
Sinking  Fund,  the  president  excepted,  shall  be  eligible 
or  capable  of  appointment  for  the  next  succeeding 
year.  But  the  director  who  shall  be  president  at  the 
time  of  an  election,  may  always  be  re-elected  or  re- 
appointed as  the  case  may  be. 

3.  None  but  a  stockholder,  being  the  owner  of  five 
shares,  and  being  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  and 
resident  therein,  shall  be  capable  of  being  chosen  or 
appointed  as  a  director. 

4.  No  director  shall  be  entitled  to  any  emolument, 
unless  the  same  shall  have  been  allowed  by  the  stock- 
holders at  a  general  meeting.  The  stockholders  shall 
make  such  compensation  to  the  president  for  his  ex- 
traordinary attendance  at  the  bank,  as  shall  appear  to 
them  reasonable. 

6.  Not  less  than  seven  directors  shall  constitute  a 
board  for  the  transaction  of  business,  of  whom  the 
president  shall  always*  be  one,  except  in  case  of  sick- 
ness, or  necessary  absence;  in  which  case  his  p\iu6m 
may  be  supplied  by  any  other  director  whom  he,  b^ 
writing  under  his  name,  shall  nominate  for  the  purpose. 

6.  A  number  of  stockholders,  not  less  than  sixty, 
who,  together,  shall  be  proprietors  of  two  hundrod 
shares  or  upwards,  shall  have  power  at  any  time  to 
call  a  general  meeting  of  the  stockholders,  for  the  pni^ 
poses  relative  to  the  institution,  giving  at  least  ten 
weeks  notice  in  two  public  gazettes  of  the  place  where 
the  bank  is  kept,  and  specifying  in  such  notice  the  ob- 
ject or  objects  of  such  meeting. 

7.  Every  cashier  or  treasurer,  before  he  enters  upon 
the  duties  of  hb  office,  shall  be  required  to  give  bond, 
with  two  or  more  sureties,  to  the  satisfaction*  of  the 
directors,  in  a  sum  not  less  than  fifty  thousand  dol- 
lars, with  condition  for  his  good  behaviour. 

8.  The  lands,  tenements,  an>l  hereditaments,  wbidi . 
it  shall  be  lawful  for  the  said  corporation  to  hold,  shalF 
be  only  such  as  shall  be  requisite  for  its  immediate  «b- 
commodation  in  relation  to  the  convenient  transaclioa 
of  its  business,  and  such  as  shall  have  been  bona  fide 
mortgaged  to  it  by  way  of  security,  or  conveved  to  it 
in  satis&ction  of  debts  previously  contracted  in  the 
course  of  its  dealings,  or  purchased  at  sales  upon  judg^ 
ments  whidi  shall  have  been  obtained  for  such  debtf  • 

9.  The  total  amount  ot  the  debts,  which  the  said 
corporation  shall  at  any  time  owe,  whether  by  bond, 
bill,  note,  or  other  contract,  shall  not  exceed  the  sum 
of  twenty  millions  of  dollars,  over  and  above  the  mo- 
neys then  actually  deposited  in  the  bank  for  safekeep- 
ing, unless  the  contracting  of  any  greater  debt  shall 
have  been  previously  authorized  by  a  law  of  the  Uni- 
ted States.  In  case  of  excess,  the  directors,  under 
whose  administration  it  shall  happen,  shall  be  liable 
for  the  same,  in  their  natural  and  private  capacities, 
and  an  action  of  debt  may  in  such  case  be  brought 
against  them,  or  any  of  them,  their  or  any  of  their 
heirs,  executors  or  ad«iinistrators,  in  any  court  of 
record  of  the  United  States,  or  either  of  them,  by  any 
creditor  or  creditors  df  the  said  corporation,  and  may 
be  prosecuted  to  judgment  and  execution ;  any  eondi- 
tion,  covenant,  or  agreement,  to  the  contrary  notvritii- 
standing.  But  this  shall  not  be  construed  to  exempt 
the  said  corporadon,  or  the  lands,  tenements,  goods  or 
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chattels  of  the  same,  from  being  also  liable  for,  and 
chargeable  with,  the  said  excess.  Such  of  the  said 
directors,  who  may  have  been  absent  when  the  said 
excess  was  contracted  or  created,  or  who  may  have 
dissented  from  the  resolution  or  act,  whereby  the  same 
was  so  contracted  or  created,  may  respectively  exone- 
rate themselves  from  being  so  liable,  by  fortwith  giving 
notice  of  the  fact,  and  of  their  absence  or  dissent,  to 
the  President  of  the  United  States,  and  to  the  stock- 
holders at  a  general  meeting,  which  they  shall  have 
power  to  call  for  that  purpose. 

10.  The  said  corporation  shall  not  be  at  liberty  to 
purchase  any  public  debt  whatsoever,  nor  shall  directly 
or  indirectly  deal  or  trade  in  anything,  except  bills  of 
exchange,  gold  or  silver  bullion,  or  in  the  sale  of  goods 
retflly  and  truly  pledged  for  money  lent  and  not  re- 
deemed in  due  time,  or  of  goods  which  ahall  be  the 
produce  of  its  lands.  Neither  shall  the  said  oorpon- 
tion  take  more  than  at  the  rate  of  aix  per  centum  per 
lumnm,  for  or  upon  loans  or  discounts. 

11.  Mo  loan  shall  be  made  by  the  said  corporation, 
for  the  use  or  on  account  of  Uie  Government  of  the 
United  States,  to  an  amount  exceeding  one  hundred 
thousand  dollars,  or  of  any  particuiar  Stale  to  an 
amount  exceeding  fifty  thousand  dollars,  of  of  any 
£»eign  Prince  or  State,  unless  previously  authoiised 
by  a  law  of  the  United  Stotes. 

12.  The  stock  of  the  said  corporfttion  shall  be  as- 
signable and  transferable  according  to  such  rulee  as 
shall  be  instituted  in  that  behalf,  by  the  laws  and  ordi- 
nances of  the  same;  except  the  stock  subscribed  by 
the  several  States,  which  shall  not  bo  assignable  or 
transferable  either  in  law  or  equity. 

13.  The  bills  obligatory  and  of  credit,  under  the 
«eal  of  the  a|dd  corporation,  which  shall  be  made  to 
any  person  or  persons,  shall  be  assignable  by  endorse- 

.meat  thereupon,  under  the  hand  or  hands  of  such  per- 
son or  persons,  and  of  hi«,  her,  or  their  assignee  or 
aasignees,  and  so  as  absolutely  to  tmnafer  and  veetthe 
property  thereof  in  each  and  every  assignee  or  assign- 
ees successively,  and  to  enable  such  aastgnee  or  as- 
signees to  bring  and 'maintain  an  action  thereupon,  in 
\his,  her,  or  their  own  name  or  names.    And  bills  or 
liotes  which  may  be  issued  by  order  of  the  corporation, 
•;gned  by  the  president  and  countersigned  by  the 
pAUcipal  casihier  or  treasurer  thereof,  promiaing  the 
payUAent  of  money  to  any  person  or  persons,  his,  her, 
or  their  order,  or  to  bearer,  though  not  under  the  seal 
•f  the  caid  corporation,  shall  be  binding  and  obligatory 
upon  the  same,  in  the  Uke  manner,  and  with  the  like 
ibrce  and  effect,  as  upon  any  private  person  or  persons, 
if  issued  by  him  or  them,  in  his,  her,  or  their  private 
or  natural  capacity  or  capacities;  and  shall  be  assign- 
jible  or  negotia.ble,  in  like  manner,  as  if  they  were  »o 
issued  by  such  private  person  or  persons :  That  is  to 
say,  those  which  shall  be  payable  to  any  person  or  per- 
sons, his,  her,  or  their  order,  shall  be  assignable  by  en- 
dorsement, in  like  manner,  and  with  the  like  efiect,  as 
Ibreign  bills  of  exchange  now  are ;  and  those  which  are 
payable  to  bearer,  shah  be  negotiable  and  assignable 
on  delivery  only. 

14.  Half-yearly  dividends  shall  be  made  «f  so  much 
of  the  profits  of  the  bank*  as  shall  appear  to  the  direet- 
ors  advisable;  and  once  in  every  three  years,  the  di- 
MCtors  shall  lay  before  the  stockholders,  at  a  general 
meeting*  for  their  information,  an  exact  smd  particular 
■rtatcment  of  the  debts,  which  shall  have  veaiained  un- 
|iaid  after  the  expiration  of  the  original  credit,  for  a 
^enod  of  treUe  the  Icnn  of  that  ciedii;  ond  of  the 


surplus  of  profit,  if  any,  after  deducting  losses  anddir. 
idends.  If  there  shall  be  a  failure  in  the  pajmeot  of 
any  part  of  any  sum,  subscribed  by  any  pcnon,  co- 
partnership or  body  politic,  except  in  case  of  the  Sutet 
who  shall  be  respectively  entitled  to  a  dividend  propor> 
tioned  to  the  payment  actually  made  by  them,  theputj 
failing  shall  lose  the  benefit  of  any  dividend  vhkk 
may  have  accrued,  prior  to  the  time  of  making  radi 
payment,  or  which  may  accrue  while  there  beadefavit 
m  payment  of  any  part  of  the  subscription  mouj 
which  is  payable. 

16.  It  shall  be  lawful  for  the  directors  aforesaid  to 
establish  offices  wheresoever  they  shall  think  fit  withio 
the  United  States,  or  the  Territories  thereof,  for  the 
purpose  of  discount  and.deposite  only,  and  upon  the 
same  terms,  and  in  the  same  manner,  as  shall  be  pne* 
Used  at  the  bank,  and  to  commit  the  management  of 
the  said  offices,  and  the  making  the  said  dlscounls,  to 
such  persons  under  such  agreements,  and  subjed  to 
snch  regulations,  as  they  shall  deem  proper,  not  bong 
contrary  to  law  or  the  constitution  of  the  bank.  And 
it  shall  be  the  doty  of  the  said  directofs  to  esttbliib 
such  offices  of  discount  and  deposite  in  each  of  the 
States  respectively,  the  Legislature  whereof  may  re- 
quire the  same  to  be  done.  And  the  Legislatarae  of 
the  States  respectively  shall  have  a  right  to  requin  of 
the  said  directors  the  establishment  of  an  eficeafoR- 
said  within  the  State,  at  such  place  as  the  direetm 
may  &Lf  with  a  capita]  not  exceeding  for  the  8tatt« 
respectively,  the  sum  hereafter  lonited,  that  is  to  saj: 
For  the  State  of  New  Hampshire,  two  hundred  thou- 
sand dollars ;  for  the  State  of  Massachusetts,  seven 
hundred  thousand  dollars ;  for  the  State  of  Connecti- 
cut, two  hundred  and  ninety  thousand  dollars ;  for  the 
State  of  Rhode  Island,  two  hundred  thousand  dollan; 
for  the  State  of  Vermont,  one  hundred  and  fifty  thou- 
sand dollars ;  for  the  State  of  New  York,  seven  hut* 
dred  thousand  dollars ;  for  the  State  of  New  Jenej, 
two  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  dollars;  for  the  State 
of  Delaware,  one  hundred  thousand  dollars;  for  the 
State.of  Maryland,  five  hundred  thousand  dollars;  for 
the  State  of  Virginia,  eight  hundred  thousand  doUan; 
for  the  State  of  North  Carolina,  five  hundred  thousand 
dollars ;  for  the  State  of  South  Carolina,  four  hun- 
dred thousand  dollars ;  for  the  State  of  Geoi^gia,  two 
hundred  thousand  dollars;  for  the  State  of  Kentucky, 
two  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  dollars;  for  the  State 
of  Tennessee,  one  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  dol- 
lars ;  and  for  the  State  of  Ohio,  two  hundred  thou- 
sand dollars. 

16.  The  officer  at  the  bead  c^  the  Treasoiy  Depait- 
ment  of  the  United  States  shall  be  fumishsd,  frosi 
time  to  time,  as  often  as  he  may  require,  not  exceed- 
ing once  a  week,  with  statements  of  the  amount  of 
the  capital  stock  of  the  said  corporation,  and  of  the 
debts  due  the  same ;  of  the  moneys  deposited  tbeffin j 
of  the  notes  in  circulation,  and  of  cash  in  hand ;  aud 
shall  have  a  right  to  inspect  such  general  acoountim 
the  books  of  the  bank,  as  shall  relate  to  the  said  sUte- 
ments:  Provided^  That  this  shall  not  be  construed  to 
imply  a  right  of  inspecting  the  account  of  any  private 
individual  or  individuals  with  the  bank. 

Ssc.  8.  And  be  itjuriher  enacted.  That  if  the  mi 
corporation,  or  any  person  or  persons  for  or  to  the  nit 
^  of  the  sune,  shall  deal  or  trade  in  baying  or  teliio? 
any  goods,  wares,  or  merchandise,  or  comnioditi«| 
whatsoever,  contrary  to  the  provisions  of  this  act,  lU 
and  every  person  and  persons,  by  whom  any  order  er 
dizeclion  for  so  deahng  or  trading  shall  have  botf^ 
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given,  and  all  and  every  penion  or  penons  who  shall 
hare  been  oancemed  as  parties  or  agents  therein,  shall 
forfeit  and  lose  trrble  the  valiie  of  the  goods,  wares, 
merchandise,  and  commodities,  in  which  such  dealing 
and  trade  shall  hftve  been,  one-half  thereof  to  the  use 
of  the  informer,  and  the  other  half  thereof  to  the  use 
of  the  United  States,  t«  be  recovered  with  costs  of 
suit 

Sic.  9.  And  be  it  further  enacted,  That  if  the  said 
corporation  shall  advance  and  lend  any  sum,  for  the 
ute,  or  on  account  of,  the  Government  of  the  United 
States,  to  an  amount  exceeding  one  hundred  thou- 
land  dollars ;  or  of  any  particular  State  to  an  amount 
exceeding  fifty  thousand  dollars;'  or  of  any  foreign 
Prince  or  State,  (unless  previously  authorized  thereto 
bj  a  law  of  the  United  States,)  all  and  every  person 
and  persons,  by  and  with  whose  order,  agreement, 
consent,  approbation,  or  connivance,  such  unlawful 
adTance  or  loan  shall  have  been  made,  updn  convic- 
tion thereof,  shall  forfeit  and  pay,  for  every  such  of- 
fence, treble  the  vahie  or  amount  of  the  sum  or  s«ms 
which  shall  have  been  so  unlawfully  advanced  or  lent ; 
sne-iifUi  thereof  to  the  use  of  ike  informer,  and  the 
MsJdDe  thereof  to  the  nse  of  the  United  States,  to  be 
disposed  ef  by  law  and  not  eiherwise. 

Sec.  10.  And  be  it  further  enaeUd,  That  the  bills 
or  notes  of  the  said  corporation,  originally  made  paya- 
Ue,  or  which  shadl  have  become  payable  on  demand, 
ia  gold  and  silver  coin,  shall  be  receivable  in  all  pay- 
fflenta  to  the  United  States. 

Sic.  U.  And  be  it  further  enaeted.  That  it  ahall  be 
lawful  for  the  President  of  the  United  States,  at  any 
time  or  times,  within  two  years  from  the  time  of  the 
pisang  of  this  act,  to  cause  a  subscription  to  be  made 
to  the  stock  of  the  said  corporation,  as  part  of  the 
•foresaid  capital  stock  of  twenty  millions  of  dollars, 
on  behalf  of  the  United  States,  to  an  amount  not  ex- 
ceeding four  millions  of  dollars,  to  be  paid  out  of  the 
moneys  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated, 
or  which  may  be  borrowed  by  virtue  of  this  act ;  and 
it  ihall  be  lawful  for  the  President  to  borrow  from  the 
Hid  bank,  fortiie  purpose  aforesaid,  a  sum  or  sums  not 
eiceeding  in  the  whole  four  millions  of  dollars,  which 
tbe  said  bank  are  hereby  authorized  to  lend,  reimburs- 
ibie  in  ten  years,  by  equal  annual  instalments,  or  at 
ny  time  sooner,  or  in  any  greater  proportion  that  the 
Gtnenment  may  think  fit. 

Sic.  12.  And  be  it  further  enaeted^  That  it  shall  be 
aviul  for  the  Legislatures  of  the  States,  at  any  time  or 

^i°>cs  within  three ,  to  cause  a  subscription  to  be 

^de  to  the  stock  of  the  said  corporation,  as  part  of 
^  aforesaid  capital  stock  of  twenty  millions  of  dol- 
|u8,on  behalf  of  the  States,  to  an  amount  not  exceed- 
^  >ix  millions  of  dollars,  to  be  appropriated  among 
^  ^Uieg  respectively  as  follows,  that  is  to  say : 

The  State  of  New  Hampshire,  five  hundred  and 
^ty  shares ;  the  State  of  Massachusetts,  seven  hun- 
°^  and  seventy  shares ;  the  State  of  Connecticut, 
*^en  hundred  and  thirty  shares ;  the  State  of  Rhode 
^Qd,  two  hundred  and  ten  shares;  the  State  of 
'  ermont,  four  hundred  and  sixteen  shares ;  the  State 
o<[  New  York,  seventeen  hundred  and  seventy  shares ; 
«« Slate  of  New  Jersey,  six  hundred  and  twenty- 
f^abares ;  the  State  of  Pennsylvania,  eighteen  hun- 
r^  and  seventy-five  shares;  the  State  of  Delaware, 
^  hundred  and  ten  shares;  the  State  of  Maryland, 
^  hundred  shares ;  the  State  of  Yirginia,  two  thou- 
^  *haies;  the  SUte  of  North  Carolina,  twelve  hun- 
^  and  %  sharea;  the  State  of  South  CaMlina, 


eight  hundred  and  thirty-three  shares;  the  State  of 
Georgia,  four  hundred    and    fifly-three  shares;  th»>. 
State  of  Kentucky,  six  hundred  and  twenty-five  shares  ; , 
the  State  of  Tennessee,  four  hundred  and  fifly-thvee  - 
shares ;  the  State  of  Ohio,  three  hundred  and  sixty 
shares ;  which  said  subscription  may,  as  the  Legisla-^ . 
tares  of  the  States  shall  judge  proper,  be  paid  in  any 
equal  annual  instalments  within  ten  years ;  the  first 
instalment  to  be  paid  at  the  time  of  subecribing,  and  . 
the  subsequent  instalments  at  a  distance  of  time  not 
greater  than  one  year  from  each  other  successively  t 
Provided,  That  if  any  State  shall  decline  or  neglect 
subscribing  within  the  period  herein  limited,  or  neglect 
to  pay  the  whole  amount  of  its  subscriptions  within 
ten  years  from  the  time  of  subscribing,  in  such  case  it  . 
shall  be  lawful  for  the  United  States  to  dispose  of,  or 
make  any  regrnlations  they  may  judge  proper  in  r»-  > 
spect  to  any  shares  not  subscribed,  or  any  inatalmant 
remakiing  unpaid. 

Sac.  18.  And  be  it  further  enacted.  That  the  bank 
herein  provided  for,  ahall  take  effect  and  be  established 
on  the  fourth  day  of  March  next;  and  that  no  other 
bank  shall  be  established  by  any  future  law  of  tha 
United  States,  during  the  continuance  of  the  corpora- 
tion hffireby  created ;  for  which  the  fiiith  of  the  United 
Statae  is  hereby  pledged. 

MUNITIONS  OF  WAR. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  cotisideration  of  the 
bill  appropriating  a  sum  of  money  for  procuring 
munitioDft  of  war,  and  for  other  purposes. 

[This  bill  provides :  That  for  procuring  cannon 
and  small  arms,  with  all  necessary  implements 
for  using -the  same  with  effect,  when  required  for 
actual  service,  and  for  procuring  gunpowder 
saltpetre,  knapsacks,  tents,  camp  kettles,  and  all 
other  necessary  implements  and  munitions  of 
war,  and  also  for  providing  proper  and  conveni- 
ent arsenals,  and  other  needful  buildings  for  the 
reception  and  preservation  of  the  same,  there 
shall  be,  and  hereby  is,  appropriated  a  sum  of 

money  not  exceeding dollars,  to  be  paid  out 

of  an^  moneys  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  ap* 
propriated. 

That  thenforesaid  sum  of  money,  or  so  much 
thereof  as  in  the  judgment  of  the  President  of  the 
United  Stales  shall  he  deemed  necessary  for  the 
objects  aforesaid,  shall  be  applied  by  the  Secre- 
tary at  War,  under  the  directions  of  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  to  the  purchasing  and  pro- 
curing the  articles  aforesaid,  in  such  proportions 
and  at  such  times,  and  the  same  when  purchased 
or  procured  shall  be  deposited  in  such  places  as 
the  President  of  the  United  States  shall  direct, 
having  regard  hi  making  such  deposites  to  places 
of  security,  convenient  to  such  parts  of  the  Uni- 
ted States  as  he  shall  deem  most  liable  to  preda- 
tory attacks  from  an  enemy. 

That,  for  supplying  clothing  for  the  Army  of 
the  United  Slates  for  the  year  one  thousand  eight 
hundred  and  eleven,  there  shall  be,  and  hereby  is, 
appropriated  a  sum  of  money  not  exceeding  -^— 
dollars,  to  be  paid  out  of  any  moneys  in  the  Trea- 
sury not  otherwise  iippropriated  ;  and  the  samey 
or  so  much  thereof  as  may  be  necessary  for  the 
object,  as  well  as  all  other  moneys  hereafter  ap- 
propriated, shall  be  applied  to  procuring  the  ne- 
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cessary  clothiog  for  the  Army  of  the  United 
States,  under  the  directions  of  the  Secretary  at 
War,  by  publishing  proposals  and  making  con- 
tracts for  supplying  the  aforesaid  clothing,  or 
any  part  thereof,  in  the  same  manner  as  propo- 
sals are  now  publi.«hed  and  contracts  are  now 
made  for  supplying  provisions  for  the  Army  of 
the  United  States,  giving  the  preference,  in  all 
cases  of  such  proposals,  to  fabrics  of  the  domes- 
tic manufactures  of  the  United  States,  where  the 
^same  can  be  done  without  material  detriment  to 
'the  service  thereof] 

Mr.  Pope  moved  to  amend  tbe  bill  by  adding 
the  following  as  a  new  section: 

Sxc.  4.  And  be  it  further  enacted.  That  for  sup- 
plying clothing  for  the  Marine  Corps  and  for  furnishing 
-and  equipping  the  Navy  of  the  United  States,  for  the 
year  1811,  there  shall  be,  and  is  hereby,  appropriated, 

-a  sum  of  money  not  exceeding dollars,  to  be  paid 

^ut  of  any  moneys  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  ap- 
•propriated,  and  the  same  or  so  much  thereof  as  may 
ktt  necessary  for  the  object,  as  well  as  all  other  moneys 
hereafter  appropriated,  shall  be  applied  to  procuring 
the  necesssry  clothing  foi  the  Marine  Corps  and  fur- 
nishing and  equipping  the  Navy  of  the  United  States, 
under  the  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  by 
publishing  proposals,  and  making  contracts  for  supply- 
ing the  aforesaid  clothing  or  any  part  thereof,  in  the 
same  manner  as  proposals  are  now  published,  and  con- 
tracts are  now  made  for  supplying  provisions  for  the 
Army  of  the  United  States,  giving  preference  in  all 
cases  of  such  proposals  to  fabrics  and  articles  of  the 
manufacture  and  growth  of  the  United  States,  where 
the  same  can  be  done,  without  material  detriment  to 
the  service  thereof. 

Mr.  Lloyo  also  having  offered  an  amendment, 
the  further  consideration  of  the  bill  was,  on  mo- 
tion of  Mr.  Giles,  postponed  till  to-morrow. 


Friday,  March  23. 

Mr.  Oilman,  from  the  committee,  reported 
the  amendments  to  the  bill,  entitled  "  An  act  to 
make  public  a  road  in  Washington  county,  in  the 
District  of  Columbia,"  correctly  engrossed ;  and 
the  bill  was  read  the  third  time  as  amended. 

Resolved^  That  this  bill  pass  with  amendments. 

The  bill  to  amend  the  laws  within  the  District 
of  Columbia  was  read  the  second  time,  and  refer- 
red to  a  select  committee,  to  consider  and  report 
thereon ;  and  Messrs.  Bayard,  Brent,  and  Pope, 
were  appointed  the  committee. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  motion  made  yester- 
day, That  a  committee  be  appoiifted  to  inquire 
whether  any  further  and  what  provision  should 
be  made  for  the  relief  of  persons  imprisoned  on 
process'  issued  from  the  courts  of  the  United 
S^tes  in  civil  cases,  and  that  they  have  leave  to 
report  by  bill  or  otnerwise;  and,  having  agreed 
thereto,  Messrs.  Whiteside,  Leib,  and  Bayard, 
were  appointed  the  committee. 

A  message  from  tlye  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  passed 
a  bill,  entitled  *' An  act  authorizing  the  discharge 
of  John  Kerr  from  his  imprisonment,"  in  which 
they  request  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 


The  bill  last  brought  up  for  concorreace  was 
read,  and  passed  to  the  second  reading. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  tbe 
Whole,  the  bill  to  alter  and  amend  the  act,  enti- 
tled "An  act  fixing  the  Military  Peace  Establish- 
ment of  the  United  States." 

[The  first  section  provides:  '^That  no  allow- 
ance of  additional  rations  shall  be  made  to  any 
officer  above  the  rank  of  a  colonel,  nor  to  the  com- 
mandant of  the  Marine  Corp,  nor  in  any  ca^e 
shall  allowance  of  additional  rations  exce^  the 
number  of  rations,  to  which  the  officer  receiving 
such  allowance  is  entitled  by  law  for  his  dailf 
subsistence."] 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Anderson,  to  strike  out, 
from  lines  fourth  and  fifth,  the  following  words: 
"  nor  to  the  commandant  of  the  Marine  Corps.^ 
it  was  determined  in  the  affirmative — yeas  IS, 
nays  10,  as  follows : 

YxAS — Messn.  Anderson,  Bayard,  Bradley,  Chim- 
plin,  Clay,  Gaiilard,  Gennan,  Gilman,  Goodrich,  Hill* 
house,  Horsey,  Mathewson,  Meigs»  Pickering,  Pope, 
Smith  of  Maryland,  Smith  of  New  York,  and  Somta. 

Nats — Messrs.  Campbell,  Condit,  Crawford,  Fniik- 
lin,  Lambert,  Leib,  Lloyd,  Tait,  Tomer,  and  White- 
side. 

And  the  President  reported  the  bill  to  the 
House  amended  accordingly.  On  the  questioo, 
Shall  the  bill  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time 
as  amended  ?  it  was  determined  in  the  affirma- 
tive. 

Tbe  bill  authorizing:  the  sale  and  grant  of  a 
certain  quantity  of  puSlic  land  to  the  Chesapeake 
and  Delaware  Canal  Company,  was  read  the 
second  time,  and  referred  to  a  select  committee, 
to  consider  and  report  thereon ;  and  Messrs.  Bat- 
ard.  Pope,  and  Anderson,  were  appointed  tbe 
committee. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill  appropriating  a  sum  of  monef 
for  procuring  munitions  of  war,  and  for  other 
purposes;  and,  after  the  consideration  of  suodrf 
propositions  to  amend  the  bill,  the  further  consid- 
eration thereof  was  postponed  until  Mondav  next 

The  Senate  resumed  the  bill  to  add  to  the  offi- 
cers of  the  Treasury  a  Superintendent  of  tbe  Pob- 
lie  Lands  of  the  United  States.  And-,  on  motion 
by  Mr.  Meigs,  the  further  consideration  thereof 
was  postponed  indefinitely. 


Monday,  March  28. 

Mr.  Batard,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  bill  authorizing  the  sale  and  grant  of 
a  certain  quantity  of  public  land  to  the  Chesa- 
peake and  Delaware  Canal  Company,  reported  it 
without  amendment. 

The  bill,  entitled  *'An  act  authorizing  the  dis- 
cbarge of  John  Kerr  from  his  imprisooment,'^ 
was  read  the  second  time. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill  for  the  establishment  of  a  Quar- 
termaster's department,  together  with  the  amend- 
ments reported  by  the  select  committee  *,  and, 
having  agreed  thereto,  and  further  amended  tbe 
bill,  the  President  reported  it  to  the  House  accord- 
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ingly.  On  the  question,  Shall  this  bill  be  en- 
{grossed  and  read  a  third  time  as  amended?  it 
was  determined  in  the  affirmative. 

The  bill  making  provision  for  the  establish- 
meot  of  a  National  Bank,  was  read  the  second 
time. 

Mr.  Oilman,  from  the  committee,  reported  the 
bill  to  alter  ana  amend  the  act,  entitled  "An  act 
fiiiog  the  Military  Peace  Establishment  of  the 
United  States,"  correctly  engrossed ;  and  the  bill 
was  read  the  third  time,  ana  passed. 

A  Message  from  the  House  of  Representativjes 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  passed 
the  bill, entitled  "An^act  making  an  appropriation 
for  the  purpose  of  trying  the  practical  use  of  the 
torpedo,  or  submarine  explosion,"  with  an  amend- 
meot,  in  which  they  desire  the  concurrence  of 
the  Senate.  The  House  of  Representatives  have 
passed  a  bill,  entitled  ^'An  act  authorizing  the  dis- 
charge of  Phineas  Varney  from  his  imprison- 
ment;'' also,  a  bill,  entitled  ^^An  act  making 
appropriations  for  carrying  into  effect  certain  In- 
dian treaties;"  in  which  bills  they  desire  the  con- 
currence of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  CuiT,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
recommitted  the  bill  granting  a  right  of  pre-emp- 
tion to  purchasers  of  public  lands  in  certain  cases, 
reported  it  with  amendments;  which  were  read. 

OHIO  CANAL  COMPANY. 

Mr.  Pope,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred,  on  the  22d  instant  so  much  of  the  report 
of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  on  roads  and 
canals,  as  relates  to  the  Ohio  Canal,  reported  the 
following  bill,  which  was  read  the  first  and  sec- 
ond time : 

A  bill  authorizing  a  subscription  on  the  part  of  the 
Tnited  States,  to  the  stock  of  the  Ohio  Canal  Com- 
pany, 

Bt  it  matted  by  the  Senate  and  House  ofRepresen' 
taiivti  of  the  Untied  States  of  America,  tn  Congress 
mmhtedy  That  the  President  of  the  United  States 
ibil  be,  and  is  hereby,  authorized  to  subscribe  unto 
tbe  capital  of  the  Ohio  Canal  Company,  incorporated 
by  the  State  of  Kentudcy,  upon  the  application  of  the 
aid  company,  in  the  manner  and  under  the  restric- 
tiou  in  this  act  contained,  to  the  amount  which  may 
be  deficient  in  the  subscription  to  the  said  stock,  not 
exceeding  one  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  dollars,  pay- 
able in  three  equal  annual  instalments,  to  be  payable 
<>Qt  of  any  moneys  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  ap- 
propriated. 

Sxc.  2.  'And  be  it  further  enacted,  That  whenever 
Application,  by  said  company,  shall  be  made,  as  afore- 
*sid,  an  authentic  map  and  description  of  the  said 
^al,  explaining  the  mataner  in  which  the  same  is 
proposed  to  be  carried  into  effect,  shall  be  deposited 
»ith  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  together  with  a 
correct  list  of  all  the  subscriptions  and  payments  which 
'bill  have  been  made  to  the  capital  stock  of  the  said 
c^'iBpany,  and  also  a  copy  of  the  law  under  which  the 
company  shall  have  been  incorporated  and  empowered 
to  act;  and  if  it  shall  appear  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
^'^ent,  that  proper  and  competent  arrangements 
^ve  been  made  for  cutting  or  making  the  said  canal, 
^  that,  in  his  opinion,  there  is  no  sufficient  objection 
^the  line  or  tines  on  which  the  said  company  propose 
to  cirry  the  said  canal,  then  the  said  subscription,  on 


the  part  of  the  United  States,  shall  be  made  as  before 
directed  by  the  President,  who  shall,  at  the  time  of 
subscribing,  direct  when  the  first  instalment  of  the 
aforesaid  sum  of  one  hundred  snd  fifty  thousand  dol- 
lars shall  be  paid.  But  if  any  objection  occur  to  the 
line  or  lines,  on  which  the  company  propose  to  carry 
their  canal,  then  it  shall  be  lawful  for  the  President  to 
withhold  tiie  subscription  on  behalf  of  the  United 
States,  until  the  line  or  lines  of  said  canal  shall  be 
located  in  such  manner  as  to  him  may  appear  proper.' 
Sec  3.  And  be  it  further  enacted,  That  the  shares 
constituting  the  subscription  which  may  be  made  on 
the  part  of  the  United  States,  as  by  this  act  provided, 
shall  be  vested  in  the  United  States,  and  it  shall  be 
lawful  for  the  President  to  appoint  a  proxy  to  vote,  at 
any  stated  or  other  meeting  of  the  stockholders,  on 
behalf  of  the  United  States,  and  in  all  respects  to  rep- 
resent the  interest  of  the  United  States,  under  the 
direction  of  the  President. 

MUNITIONS  OF  WAR. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
bill  appropriating  a  som  of  money  for  procuring 
munitions  of  war.  The  section,  as  first  offered 
by  Mr.  Pope,  having  been  objected  to  by  some  on 
the  ground  that  the  expressions  relative  to  the 
Navy  were  too  general  and  comprehensive,  Mr. 
P.  withdrew  it  and  offered  the  following  as  a 
substitute: 

Szc.  4.  And  be  it  further  enacted,  Thki  for  supply- 
ing clothing  for  the  Marine  Corps  and  for  furnishing 
the  Navy  of  the  United  States  for  the  year  one  thou- 
sand eight  hundred  and  eleven,  with  sail-duck,  cor- 
dage, and  hemp,  and  other  articles  of  the  fabric  of 
hemp  and  flax  requisite  for  its  use,  there  be  and  is 
hereby  appropriated  a  sum  of  money  not  exceeding 

dollars,  to  be  paid  out  of  any  moneys  in  the 

Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated;  and  the  same, 
or  so  much  thereof  as  may  be  necessary  for  the  object, 
as  well  as  all  other  moneys  which  shall  be  hereafter 
Appropriated,  shall  be  applied  to  procuring  the  necea- ' 
saiy  clothing  for  the  Marine  Corps,  and  furnishing  the 
Navy  of  the  United  States  as  aforesaid,  under  the 
direction  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  by  publishing 
proposals  and  making  contracts  for  supplying  the  afore- 
said clothing  and  naval  supplies  aforesaid,  or  any  part 
thereof,  in  the  same  manner  as  proposals  are  now  pub- 
lished and  contracts  are  now  made,  for  supplying  pro- 
visions for  the  Army  of  the  United  States,  giving  pref- 
erence, in  all  cases  of  such  proposals,  to  &brics  and 
articles  of  the  manufacture  and  growth  of  the  United 
States,  where  the  same  can  be  done  without  material 
detriment  to  the  service  thereof. 

A  motion  was  made,  by  Mr.  Lloyd,  to  strike 
out  from  the  amendment  the  following  words: 

"And  for  furnishing  the  Navy  of  the  United  States 
with  saU-dudc,  cordage,  and  hemp,  and  other  articles 
of  the  fabric  of  hemp,  and  flax,  requisite  for  its  use :" 

Mr.  Clat.— The  local  interest.  Mr.  President, 
of  the  quarter  of  the  country  which  I  have  the 
honor  to  represent,  will  apologize  for  the  trouble 
I  may  give  you  on  this  occasion.  My  colleague 
has  proposed  an  amendment  to  the  bill  before  you, 
instructing  the  Secretary  of  tlie  Navy,  in  provid- 
ing supplies  of  cordage,  sail-cloth,  hemp,  dbc,  to 
give  a  preference  to  those  of  American  growth 
and  manufacture.  This  part  of  the  amendment 
is  moved  by  the  gentleman  from  Massac husettSi 
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(Mr.  Llotd)  to  be  stricken  out.  And  in  the 
course  of  the  discussion  which  has  arisen,  re- 
marks have  been  noade  on  the  general  policy  of 
promoting  manufactured.  The  propriety  of  this 
policy  is  perhaps  not  very  intimately  connected 
with  the  subject  before  us,  but  is  nevertheless 
within  the  legitimate  and  admissible  scope  of 
debate.  Under  this  impression  I  offer  my  senti- 
ments. 

In  inculcating    the  advantages  of   domestic 
manufactures,  it  never  entered  the  head,  I  pre- 
same,  of  any  one  to  change  the  habits  of  tfie  na- 
tion from  an  agricultural  to  a  manufacturing 
society.'    No  one  I  am  persuaded  ever  thought 
of  converting  the  ploughshare  and  the  sickle  into 
the  spindle  and  shuttle.    And  yet  this  is  the  de- 
lusive view  too  often  taken  of  the  subject.    The 
opponents  of  the  manufacturing  system  transport 
themselves  to  the  establishments  of  Manchester 
and  Birmingham,  and  perceiving  the  indigence, 
vice,  and  wretchedness  prevailing  there,  by  push- 
ing it  to  an  extreme,  argue  that  its  introduction 
into  this  country  will  be  attended  by  the  same  mis- 
chievous consequences.    But  what  is  the  fact? 
That  England  is  the  manufacturer  of  a  great  part 
of  the  world,  and  even  there  the  numbers  thus  em- 
ployed bear  an  inconsiderable  proportion  to  the 
whole  mass  of  population.    If  we  were  to  be- 
come the  manufacturers  of  other  nations,  effects 
of  the  same  kind  might  result.    But  if  we  limit 
our  efforts  by  our  own  wants,  the  evils  appre- 
hended would  be  found  to  be  chimerical.    The 
invention  and  improvement  of  machinery,  for 
wbich  the  present  age  is  so  remarkable,  dispens- 
ing in  a  great  degree  with  manual  labor;  and 
the  employment  of  those  persons,  who^  if  we  are 
engaged   in  the  pursuits  of  agriculture  alone, 
would  be  either  unproductive,  or  exposed  to  in- 
dolence and  immorality,  will  enable  us  to  supply 
our  wants  without  withdrawing  our  attention 
from  agriculture;  that  first  and  greatest  source 
of  our  wealth  and  happiness.    A  judicious  Amer- 
ican farmer,  in  the  household  way,  manufactures 
whatever  is  requisite  for  his  family.    He  squan* 
ders  but  little  in  the  geWgaws  of  Europe.    He 
presents  in  epitome  what  the  nation  ought  to  do. 
Their  manufactories  ought  to  bear  the  same  pro- 
portion, and  effect  the  same  object  in  relation  to 
the  whole  community  that  the  part  of  his  house- 
hold employed  in  domestic  manufacturing  does 
to  the  whole  family.    It  is  certainly  desirable 
that  the  exports  of  the  country  should  continue 
to  be  the  surplus  production  of  tillage,  and  not 
become  those  of  manufacturing  establishments. 
But  it  is  important  to  diminish  our  imports — to 
furnish  ourselves  with  clothing  made  by  our  own 
industry — and  to  cease  to  be  dependent  for  the 
very  coat  we  wear  upon  a  foreign  and  perhaps 
inimical  country.    The  nation  that  imports  its 
clothing  from  abroad  is  but  little  less  dependent 
than  if  it  imported  its  bread. 

The  fallacious  course  of  reasoning  urged  against 
manufactures,  the  distress  and  servitude  produced 
by  those  of  England,  would  equally  indicate  the 
propriety  of  abandoning  agriculture  itself.  Cast 
your  eyes  upon  the  miserable  peasantry  of  Poland. 


Revert  back  to  the  days  of  feudal  vassalage,  aod 
you  rpay  thence  draw  copious  arguments  of  the 
kind  now  under  consideration  against  the  par- 
suits  of  the  husbandman!  What  would  become 
of  commerce,  the  favorite  theme  of  some  gentle- 
men, if  assailed  with  this  sort  of  weapon?  The 
fraud,  perjury,  cupidity,  and  corraption,  irith 
which  it  is  unhappily  too  often  attended,  would 
at  once  produce  its  overthrow.  In  short,  sir,  take 
the  blacK  side  of  the  picture  and  every  human 
occupation  will  be  found  pregnant  with  faitl 
objections. 

The  opposition  to  manufactarioff  institationi 
recalls  to  my  recollection  the  case  of  a  gentlemet 
of  whom  I  have  heard.  He  had  been  in  the  habit 
of  supplying  his  table  from  a  neighboring  cook 
and  confectioner's  shop,  and  proposed  to  his  wife 
a  reform  in  this  particular.  She  revolted  at  the 
idea.  The  sight  of  a  scullion  was  dreadful,  and 
her  delicate  nerves  could  not  bear  the  clatteriag 
of  kitchen  furniture.  But  the  gentheman  persist^ 
in  his  design;  his  table  was  thenceforth  better 
and  cheaper  supplied,  and  his  neighbor  the  eoD- 
fectioner  lost  one  of  his  best  customers.  In  like 
manner  Dame  Commerce  will  oppose  domestic 
manufactures.  She  is  a  flirting,  flippant,  noisy 
jade,  and  if  we  are  s^oTerned  by  her  fantasies,  we 
shall  never  put  off  the  muslins  of  India  and  the 
cloths  of  Europe.  But  I.tr-ust  that  the  yeomanry 
of  the  country,  the  true  and  genuine  landlord  of 
this  tenement,  called  the  United  States,  disre- 
garding her  freaks,  will  persevere  in  reform  qdiII 
the  whole  national  family  is  furnished  by  itself 
with  the  clothing  necessary  for  its  own  use. 

It  is  a  subject  no  less  of  curiosity  than  of  in- 
terest to  trace  the  prejudices  in  favor  of  foreign 
fabrics.  In  our  colonial  condition  we  were  is  a 
complete  state  of  manufactural  and  commercial, 
as  well  as  political  dependence  on  the  parent 
country.  For  many  years  after  the  war,  such 
was  the  partiality  for  her  productions,  that  a  gen- 
tleman's head  could  not  withstand  the  inflaence 
of  solar  heat,  unless  covered  with  a  London  hat-;- 
his  feet  could  not  bear  the  pebbka  or  frost  of  this 
country,  unless  protected  by  London  shoes— and 
the  comfort  or  adorn raent  of  his  person  was  coa- 
salted  when  his  eoat  was  cut  out  by  the  shears 
of  a  tailor  ''just  from  London."  At  length,  how- 
ever the  wonderful  discorery  has  been  made  that 
it  is  not  absolutely  beyond  the  reach  of  American 
skill  and  ingenuity  to  provide  these  articles,  com- 
bining with  equal  elegance  greater  durability. 
And  I  entertain  no  doubt  that  in  a  sh^rt  time 
the  no  less  important  fact  will  be  developed,  that 
the  domestic  manufactories  of  the  United  States, 
fostered  by  Government,  and  aided  by  household 
exertions,  are  fully  competent  to  supply  lis  with 
at  least  every  necessary  article  of  clothing.  I 
therefore,  air,  for  one,  (to  use  the  fashionable  cant 
of  the  day,)  am  in  favor  of  encouraging  them,  not 
to  the  extent  to  which  they  are  carried  in  Eng- 
land, but  to  such  extent  as  will  redeem  uses- 
tirely  from  all  dependenee  oo  foreign  countries. 
There  is  a  pleasure — a  pride  (if  I  may  be  allowed 
the  expression,  and  I  pity  those  who  cannot  feel 
the  sentiment)  in  being  clad  in  the  productions  of 


629 


HISTORY  OF  CONGRESS. 


630 


March,  1610. 


Munitioru  of  War. 


Senate. 


our  own  families.  Others  majr  prefer  the  cloths 
of  Leeds  and  of  Loodon,  bat  give  me  those  of 
Humpbreysville. 

Aid  may  b^  given  to  native  institutions  in  the 
form  of  bounties  and  of  protecting  duties.  Bat 
against  bounties  it  is  urged  that  you  tax  the 
whole  for  the  benefit  of  a  part,  only,  of  the  com* 
mnnity ;  and  in  opposition  to  duties  it  is  alleged 
that  yon  make  the  interests  of  one  part,  the  con* 
somer,  bend  to  that  of  aiK>ther  part,  the  maira* 
facturer.  The  sufficiency  of  the  answer  is  not 
always  admitted,  that  the  sacrifice  is  merely  tem- 
porary, being  ultimntely  compensated  by  the 
greater  abundance  and  superioritv  of  the  article 

Jirodnced  by  the  stimulus.    But,  of  all  practicable 
brms  of  encouiagement,  it  might  have  been  ex- 
pected that  the  one  under  consideration  would 
escape  opposition,  if  everything  proposed  in  Con- 
press  were  not  doomed  to  experience  it.    What 
IS  it?    The  bill  contains  twb  provisions — one 
prospective,  anticipating  the  appropriation  for 
eloihing  for  the  Army,  and  the  amendment  pro- 
poses extending  it  to  naval  supplies  also,  for  the 
year  1811— and  the  other,  directing  a  preference 
to  be  given  to  borne  manufactures  and  produc* 
tioDs  whenever  it  can  be  done  without  material 
detriment  to  the  public  service.    The  object  of 
the  first  is  to  authorize  contracts  to  be  made  be- 
forehand with  manufacturers,  and  by  making 
advances  to  them,  under  proper  security,  to  enable 
them  to  supply  the  articles  wanted  in  sufficient 
QQBntity.    When  it  is  recollected  that  they  are 
frequently  men  of  limited  capitals,  it  will  be  ac- 
knowledged that  this  kind  of  assistanee,  bestowed 
with  prudeiice^  will  be  productive  of  the  best 
resalis.    It  ia,  in  fact,  only  pursuing  a  principle 
long  acted  upon,  of  advancing  to  contractors  with 
Gorernment,  on  account  of  the  magnitude  of 
their  engagements.    The  appropriation  contem- 
plated to  be  made  for  the  year  1811,  may  be  re- 
stricted to  such  a  sum  as,  whether  we  have  peace 
or  war,  we  must  necessarily  expend.    The  dis- 
cretion is  proposed  to  be  vested  in  officers  of  high 
confidence,  who  will  be  responsible  for  its  abuse, 
udwhoareenjoined  to  5ee  that  the  public  service 
reeeiyes  no  material  detriment.    It  is  stated  that 
hemp  is  now  very  high,  and  that  contracts  made 
Qoder  existing  circumstances  will  be  injurious  to 
Government.    But  the  amendment  creates  no  ob- 
ligition  upoo*the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  go 
into  market  at  this  precise  moment.    In  fact,  by 
eolarging  his  sphere  of  action,  it  admits  of  his 
taking  advantage  of  u  favorable  fluctuation,  and 
gciUDg  a  supply  below  the  accustomed  price,  if 
soehafall  should  occur  prior  to  the  ustnl  annual 
appropriation. 

I  consider  the  amendment  under  consideration 
of  the  first  importance  in  point  of  principle.  It  is 
evident,  that  whatever  doubt  may  be  entertained 
to  to  the  general  policy  of  the  manafacturing  sys- 
tem, none  can  exist  as  to  the  propriety  of  our 
being  able  to  furnish  ourselves  with  articles  of 
lite  first  necessity,  in  time  of  war.  Oor  maritime 
operations  ought  not  in  such  a  state  to  depend 
opon  the  casualties  of  foreign  supply.  It  is  not 
Accessary  that  they  should.    With  very  little  en- 


couragement from  Qovernment,  I  believe  we  shall 
90on  not  want  a  pound  of  Russia  hemp.  The 
increase  of  the  article  in  Kentucky  has  been  rap- 
idly great.  Ten  years  ago  there  were  but  two 
ropr  manufactories  in  the  State.  Now  there 
are  about  twenty,  and  between  ten  and  fifteen  of 
cotton  bafging ;  and  the  erection  of  new  ones  . 
keeps  pace  with  the  annual  augmentation  of  the 
quantity  of  hemp.  Indeed  the  Western  country 
alone  is  adequate  to  the  supply  not  only  of  what- 
ever of  this  article  is  requisite  for  our  own  con- 
sumption, but  is  capable  of  affording  a  surplus  for 
foreign  markets.  The  amendment  proposed  pos- 
sesses thedouble recommendation  of  encouraging 
at  the  same  time  the  manufacture  and  growth 
of  hemp.  For,  increasing  the  demand  lor  the 
wrought  article,  vou  increase  the  demand  also  for 
the  raw  material,  and  consequently  present  new 
incentives  to  the  cultivator. 

The  three  great  subjects  that  claim  the  atten- 
tion of  the  National  Legislature  are  the  interests 
of  agriculture,  commerce,  and  manufactures.  We 
have  had  before  us  a  proposition  to  afford  a  manly 
protection  to  the  rights  of  commerce,  and  how 
has  it  been  treated  ?  Rejected !  Yuu  have  been 
solicited  to  promote  agriculture,  by  increasing  the 
facilities  of  internal  communication  through  the 
means  of  canals  and  roads,  and  what  has  beea 
done  ?  Postponed  !  We  are  now  called  upon  to 
give  a  trifling  support  to  our  domestic  manufac- 
tories, and  shall  we  close  the  circle  of  Congres- 
sional inefficiency  by  adding  this  also  to  the  cat- 
alogue ? 

When  Mr.  Clat  had  concluded,  the  4)  nest ioa 
was  taken  on  striking  out  the  clause,  and  it  was 
determined  in  the  negative — yeas  9|  nays  22,  «a 
fallows : 

YsAs — Messrs.  Bradley,  Crawfbrd,  German,  Gilman,^ 
Goodrich,  Hillhoose,  Lloyd,  Pickering  and  Tuner. 

Nats — Messrs.  AndsrsoOi  fiayard,  Campbell,  Cham- 
plin,  Clay,  Condit,  Franklin,  Gaillard,  Giles,  Gregg, 
Horsey,  Lambert,  Leib,  Mathewson,  Meigs,  Pope,  Rob- 
inson, Smith  of  Maryland,  Smith  of  New  York,  Sum- 
ter, Tait,  and  Whiteside. 

And  the  original  ndotion,  of  Mr.  Pope,  for 
amendment  having  been  agreed  to,  the  Senate 
adjourned. 


TuEBDAT,  March  27. 

Tb«  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  amend- 
ment of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill, 
entitled  **  An  act  making  an  appropriation  for  the 
purpose  of  trying  the  practical  use  of  the  torpedo 
or  submarine  explosion."  And  on  motion  by  Mr. 
Leib, 

Reaoivedj  That  they  concur  therein. 

The  bill  from  the  House  of  Representatives, 
entitled  "An  act  making  appropriations  for  car- 
rying into  effect  certain  Indian  treaties,"  was  read^ 
and  passed  to  the  second  reading. 

Tike  bill,  entitled  "  An  act  authorizing  the  dis- 
charge of  Phineas  Varney  from  his  imprison- 
ment," was  read  and  passed  to  the  second  reading. 

Mr.  Oilman,  from  the  committee,  reported  the 
I  bill  for  the  establishment  of  a  Cluartermaater'a 
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department  correctly  engrossed ;  and  the  bill  was 
resumed.  And  on  motion,  by  Mr.  Leib,  it  was 
recommitted  to  a  select  committee,  further  to  con- 
sider and  report  thereon,  and  Messrs.  Pickering, 
Leib,  and  Anderson,  were  apj>ointed  the  com- 
mittee. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Rejyesentatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  nave  passed 
a  bill,  entitled  '*  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Tristram 
Hussey ;"  in  which  they  desire  the  concurrence 
of  the  Senate. 

The  bill  last  brought  up  for  concurrence  was 
read,  and  passed  to  the  second  reading. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill  granting  a  ri^ht  of  pre-emption 
to  purchasers  of  public  lands  in  certain  cases,  to- 
gether with  the  amendments  reported  by  the  select 
committee ;  and  having  agreed  thereto,  and  fur- 
ther amended  the  bill,  on  motion,  by  Mr.  German, 
to  strike  out  all  the  bill  except  the  enactine  clause 
and  the  third  section,  it  was  determined  in  the 
affirmative — yeas  26,  nays  4,  as  follows: 

YxAs — Messrs.  Anderson,  Campbelli  Champlin, 
Clay,  Franklin,  Oaillard,  German,  Giles,  Gilman,  Good- 
rich, Gregg,  Hillhoiise,  Horsey,  Lambert,  Leib,  Lloyd, 
Mathewson,  Meigs,  Pickering,  Reed,  Robinson,  Smith 
of  Maryland,  SmiUi  of  New  York,  Sumter,  Tait,  and 
Whiteside. 

Nats — Messrs.  Bradley,  Gondit,  Crawford,  and 
Turner. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Meigs,  the  bill  was  recom- 
mitted to  a  select  committee,  further  to  consider 
and  report  thereon ;  and  Messrs.  Meigs,  Gregg, 
and  Giles,  were  appointed  the  committee. 

Mr.  Champlin  stated  that  the  Legislature  of 
the  State  of  Rhode  Island  had  requested  their 
Senators  and  Representatives  in  Congress,  to  op- 
pose an  alteration  of  the  Constitution  of  the  Uni- 
ted States,  respecting  the  removal  from  office  by 
the  President  of  the  united  States,  of  any  of  the 
judges  of  the  courts  thereof,  which  was  proposed 
as  an  amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the  Uni- 
ted States  by  the  Legislature  of  the  State  of  Ver- 
mont. 


* 

Wednesoat,  March  28. 

Mr.  Anderson,  from  the  committee  appointed 
on  the  subject,  reported  a  bill  to  amend  an  act 
supplementary  to  an  act,  entitled  *^  An  act  to  in- 
corporate the  inhabitants  of  the  City  of  Wash- 
ioffton,  in  the  District  of  Columbia;"  and  the 
bill  was  read,  and  passed  to  the  second  reading. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Batard,  it  was  agreed  that 
the  bill  making'  provision  for  the  establishment 
of  a  National  mnk  be  the  order  of  the  day  for 
Wednesday  next. 

The  bill,  entitled  "An  act  making  appropria- 
tions for  carrying  into  effect  certain  Indian  trea- 
ties," was  read  the  second  lime,  and  passed  to  the 
third  reading. 

The  bill,  entitled  "  An  act  authorizinfr  the  dis- 
charge of  Phineas  Varney  from  his  imprison- 
ment," was  read  the  second  time,  and  referred 
to  a  select  committee,  to  consider  and  report  there- 
on; and  Messrs.  Bradley,  Goodrich,  and  Gregg, 
were  appointed  the  committee. 


The  bill  entitled  "An  act  for  the  relief  of  Tris- 
tram Hussey,"  was  read  the  second  time,  and  re- 
ferred to  a  select  committee,  to  consider  and  re- 
port thereon;  and  Messrs.  German,  Bradlet. 
and  Gregg,  were  appointed  the  committee. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Turner,  the  bill  entitled 
"An  act  authorizing  the  discharge  of  John  Kerr 
from  his  imprisonment,"  was  re^rred  to  a  select 
committee,  to  consider  and  report  thereon;  and 
Messrs.  Turner,  Tait,  and  Crawford,  were  ap- 
pointed the  committee. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  bill  authorizing  the 
sale  and  grant  of  a  certain  quantity  of  publiclaod 
to  the  Chesapeake  and  Delaware  Canal  Compaof. 
On  the  question,  Shall  this  bill  be  engrossed  aod 
read  the  third  time?  it  was  determined  in  the  af- 
firmative. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  bill  authoriziog  a  sub- 
scription on  the  part  of  the  United  Stales  to  the 
stock  of  the  Ohio  Canal  Company.  On  the  qaes- 
tion.  Shall  this  bill  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third 
time?  it  was  determined  in  the  affirmative. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill  appropriating  a  sum  of  money 
for  procuring  munitions  of  war,  and  for  other 
purposes,  and  the  President  hairing  reported  the 
bill  to  the  House  amended,  on  the  question,  Shall 
this  bill  be  engrossed  and  read  the  third  time  as 
amended  ?  it  was  determined  in  the  affirmatire. 

Mr.  Clat«  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred,  on  the  23d  February,  the  petition  of  Rich- 
ard B.  Lee,  made  report ;  which  was  read  for  con- 
sideration. 

Mr.  Anderson,  from  the  committee  appoioted 
on  the  subject,  reported  a  bill  supplementary  to 
An  act,  entitled  "An  act  concerning  the  District 
of  Columbia ;"  which  was  read  and  passed  to  (he 
second  reading. 

Mr.  Meios,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
recommitted  the  bill  granting  a  right  of  pre-emp- 
tion to  purchasers  of  public  lands  in  certaiD  cases, 
reported  amendments  thereto;  which  were  read. 

Mr.  Clat  gave  notice  that  to-morrow  be  should 
ask  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  supplementary  to  aa 
act,  entitled  "An  act  to  regulate  trade  and  inter- 
course with  the  Indian  tribes,  and  to  preserve  peace 
on  the  frontiers." 

Mr.  Lloyo  presented  the  memorial  of  the  pro- 
prietors of  the  Middlesex  canal,  in  Massachasetts. 
stating  that,  at  a  very  great  expense,  they  have 
constructed  a  canal  twenty-seven  miles  io  length. 
and  which,  in  its  nrogress,  over  seven  rivers  and 
by  twenty  locks,  aesceods  one  hundred  and  four 
feet,  into  the  harbor  of  Boston ;  and  when  finish- 
ed will  be  of  great  public  utility ;  but  that  the 
finances  of  the  proprietors  are  inadequate  to  (he 
completion  of  their  object,  ultimately,  the  inland 
navigation  from  the  Merrimack,  by  intervening 
rivers  and  lakes,  to  the  western  waters.  They 
therefore  pray  they  may  be  included  in  the  bill 
for  the  improvement  of  the  United  Slates  by  ca- 
nals and  roads;  and  the  memorial  was  read, and 
referred  to  a  select  committee,  to  consider  and 
report  thereon  by  bill  or  otherwise ;  and  Mcssa 
Lloyd,  Bradley,  and  Oilman,  were  appomiea 
the  committee. 
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Mr.  Lloyd,  from  the  last  mentiooed  committee, 
reported  a  bill  aathonziDcr  the  sale  aod^rant  of 
a  certain  quantity  of  public  land  to  the  proprie- 
tors of  the  Middlesex  canal,  in  the  State  oT  Mas- 
sachusetts; and  the  bill  was  read  and  passed  to 
the  second  reading. 


Thurbdat.  March  29. 

• 

The  bill  autborizine  the  sale  and  grant  of  a 
certain  quantity  of  public  land  to  the  proprietors 
of  the  Middlesex  canal,  in  the  State  of  Massa- 
chusetts, was  read  the  second  time,  and  consider- 
ed as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole ;  on  motion  by 
Mr.  Llotd,  the  bill  baring  been'  amended,  the 
President  reported  it  to  the  House  accordingly. 
Od  the  question,  Shall  thi»  bill  be  engrossed  and 
read  the  third  time  as  amended  7  it  was  deter- 
mined in  the  affirmative. 

The  bill  supplementary  to  an  act,  entitled  **An 
act  concerning  the  District  of  Columbia,"  was 
read  the  second  time ;  and,  on  motion  by  Mr.  An- 
DEKsoN,  it  was  agreed  that  the  further  considera- 
tion thereof  be  the  order  of  the  day  for  Tuesday 
Bext. 

The  bill  to  amend  the  act  supplementary  to  an 
act,  entitled  "^An  act  to  incorporate  the  inhabit- 
aots  of  the  City  of  Washington;  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,"  was  read  the  second  time ;  and,  on 
motion  by  Mr.  Anobbbon,  it  was  agreed  that  the 
further  consideration  thereof  be  the  order  of  the 
dar  for  Tuesday  next. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  amendments  reported  by  the  select 
committee  to  the  bill  granting  the  right  of  pre- 
emption to  porchasers  of  public  lands  in  certain 
cases;  and,  having  agreed  thereto,  the  President 
reported  the  bill  to  the  House  amended  according- 
ly. On  thequestion,  Shall  this  bill  be  engrossed  and 
read  the  third  time  as  amended  ?  it  was  deter- 
mioed  in  the  affirmative. 

The  bill  authorizing  the  sale  and  grant  of  a 
certain  quantity  of  public  land  to  the  Cnesapeake 
aod  Delaware  Canal  Company,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 

Mr.  Gregg,  from  the  joint  committee  appoint- 
ed on  the  part  of  the  Senate  to  consider  and  re- 
port the  business  necessary  to  be  acted  on  durin|^ 
the  present  session,  and  when  it  may  be  expedi- 
eot  to  close  the  same,  reported  the  business ;  and 
that^  in  the  opinion  of  the  committee,  the  session 
nay  be  closed  on  the  23d  da^  of  April  next ;  and 
the  report  was  read  for  consideration. 

Mr.  Fbamklin.  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  oill,  entitled  *'An  act  regulating 
the  Post  Office  Establishment/'  reported  it  with 
ID  amendment. 

The  bill  authorizing  a  subscription  on  the  part 
of  the  United  States  to  the  stock  of  the  Ohio  Ca* 
nal  Company  was  read  the  third  time,  and 
pisied. 

Mr.  TuBiiBR.  from  the  committee  to  whom  waa 

referred  the  bill,  entitled  ''An  act  authorizing  the 

discharge  of  John  Kerr  from  his  imprisonment," 

reported  it  without  amendment. 

Ordered,  That  this  bill  pass  to  a  third  reading. 


On  motion,  by  Mr.  Giles,  it  was  agreed  that 
the  further  consideration  of  the  bill  appropriating 
a  sum  of  money  for  procuring  munitions  of  war, 
and  for  other  purposes,  be  postponed  until  Mon- 
day next. 

Mr.  Clay  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  bring  in 
a  bill  supplementary  to  an  act,  entitled  "An  act 
to  regulate  trade  and  intercourse  with  the  Indian 
tribes,  and  to  preserve  peace  on  the  frontiers;" 
and  the  bill  was  read,  and  passed  to  the  second 
reading. 


Friday,  March  30. 

The  report  of  the  select  committee  on  the  pe- 
tition of  Richard  B.  Lee  was  resumed ;  and,  on 
motion  by  Mr.  Brent,  it  was  ordered  to  lie  on 
the  table. 

The  bill  supplementary  to  an  act,  entitled  "An 
act  to  regulate  trade  and  intercourse  with  the  In- 
dian tribes,  and  to  preserve  peace  on  the  fron- 
tiers,'' was  read  the  second  time,  and  referred  to 
a  select  committee,  to  consider  and  report  thereon ; 
and  Messrs.  Clay,  Anderson,  and  Meigs,  were 
appointed  the  committee. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Anderson, 

Resolved^  That  a  committee  be  appointed  to 
inquire  whether  any,  and,  if  any,  what  alterations 
are  necessary  to  be  made  in  the  act  for  establish- 
ing trading-nouses  with  the  Indian  tribes,  and  the 
several  acts  supplementary  thereto ;  and  that  the 
committee  have  leave  to  report  by  bill,  or  other- 


wise. 


Ordered^  That  Messrs.  Anderson,  Crawford, 
and  Qreoo,  be  the  committee. 

Mr.  Giluan,  from  the  committee,  reported  the 
bill  authorizing  the  sale  and  grant  of  a  certain 
quantity  of  puolic  land  to  the  proprietors  of  the 
Middlesex  canal,  in  the  State  of  Massachusetts, 
correctly  engrossed ;  and.  on  motion  by  Mr. 
Goodrich,  it  was  agreed  that  the  further  consid- 
eration thereof  be  postponed  until  Monday  next. 
Mr.  GiLMAN.  from  the  committee,  also  reported 
the  bill  granting  the  right  of  pre-emption  to  pur- 
chasers of  public  lands  in  certain  cases  correctly 
engrossed ;  and  the  bill  was  read  the  third  time ; 
and,  on  motion  by  Mr.  Campbell,  the  blanks 
were  filled  as  follows : 
The  first,  with  the  word  "six." 

second,  with  the  words  "  six  hundred  and 

forty." 
third,  with  the  words  "  first  day  of  Janu- 
ary next."   . 
fourth,  with  the  word  "  two." 
fifth,  with  the  word  "  two. 
sixth,  with  the  words  "  six  hundred  and 

forty." 
seventh,  with  the  words  "  first  day  of  June 
next." 
RtioLved.  That  this  bill  pass,  and  that  the  title 
thereof  be  "An  act  to  extend  the  time  for  making 
payment  for  the  public  lands  of  the  United  States 
in  certain  cases." 
On  motion,  by  Mr.  Turner, 
Remdved,  That  the  bill,  entitled  "An  act  au- 
thorizing the  discharge  of  John  Kerr  from  .his 
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imprisonment,"  be  recommiUed  to  a  select  cook- 
mittee,  further  to  consider  and  report  thereon. 

Ordered,  That  Messrs.  Turner,  Crawford, 
and  Tait,  be  the  committee. 

Mr.  Bayard,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  bill  to  amend  the  laws  witbin  the 
District  of  Columbia,  reported  it  with  amend- 
ments; which  were  read. 

Mr.  Crawford,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  recommitted,  on  the  20th  February,  the  reso- 
lution for  an  amendment  to  the  Constitution  of 
the  United  States,  respecting  titles  of  nobility, 
together  with  the  amendments  reported  thereto 
by  the  select  committee,  reported  it  further 
amended. 

The  bill,  entitled  "An  act  making  appropria- 
tions for  carrying  into  effect  certain  Indian  trea- 
ties," was  read  the  third  time. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Bradley,  it  was  agreed,  by 
unanimous  consent,  to  amend  the  bill,  bj  adding, 
at  the  end  of  the  second  section,  the  toUowing 
words:  *^and  a  further  annuity  of  two  hundred 
dollars  to  the  Miami  tribe  of  Indians  ;  and  to  the 
Wea  and  Eel  river  tribes^  a  further  annuity  of 
one  hundred  dollars  each,  which  shall  be  perma- 
nent." 

Heiolvedy  That  this  bill  pass  with  an  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  German  gave  notice  that  on  Monday  he 
should  ask  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  appropriate 
a  certain  tract  of  land  for  opening  and  improving 
the  water  communication  between  the  ride  waters 
of  the  Hudson  river  and  Lakes  Ontario  and 
Erie. 

Mr.  Q.,  also,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  bill  fur  the  relief  of  Tristram  Hussey. 
reported  It  without  amendment. 

Ordered^  That  this  bill  pass  to  a  third  reading. 


Monday,  April  2. 

Mr.  Bradley,  from  the  committee  appointed  on 
the  subject,  reported  a  bill  fixing  the  compensa- 
tion of  public  Ministers,  and  of  Consuls  residing 
on  the  coast  of  Barbary,  and  for  oth«r  purposes ; 
and  the  bill  was  read  and  passed  to  tbe  second 
reading. 

Mr.  B.,  also,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
recommitted  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  Joseph  Sum- 
vwrl,  Simon  Philipson,  William  Hamon,  Archi- 
bald McCall,  and  Isaac  Clason,  reported  it 
amended. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Brent, 

Ordered^  That  the  petition  of  Richard  B.  Lee, 
with  the  report  of  the  Secretary  of  War,  made  on 
the  29ch  of  November.  1809,  together  with  all  the 
other  papers  accompanying  the  said  petition,  be 
recommitted  to  a  select  oommittce^  further  to  con- 
sider and  report  thereon. 

Ordered.  That  Messrs.  Brbut,  CaAwromn^  and 
Clay,  be  the  committeeb 

The  Senate  resumed^  as  in  Committee  of  tb« 
Whole,  the  amendments  reported  bv  the  select 
committee  to  the  bill  to  amend  the.  laws  witbin 
the  Dbtrict  of  Columbia;  and,  having  agreed 
thereto^  the  Ptesidem  repiorted  the  btO  to  the 


House  amended  accordingly.  On  the  qnestioti, 
Shall  this  bill  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time 
as  amended  ?  it  was  determined  in  the  affirma- 
tive 

Mr.  Brent,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  petition  of  Urban  Gruillet  and  his  as* 
soctate5r,  known  under  the  name  of  the  ^'Society 
of  La  Trappe,"  made  report ;  which  was  read  for 
consideration. 

The  engrossed  bill  authorizing  the  sale  and 
grant  of  a  certain  quantity  of  public  land  to  the 
proprietors  of  the  Middlesex  canal,  in  the  State 
of  Massachusetts,  was  read  the  third  time. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Lloyd,  it  was  agreed,  by 
unanimous  consent,  to  amend  the  bil^  and  to 
strike  out,  after  the  word  ^*  therewith,"  at  iheend 
of  the  fourth  section,  as  follows:  "^  and  eztendiog 
the  same  to  Connecticut  river,  by  sach  waten  or* 
canals  as^may  be  fixed  hj  the  Board  of  Directors," 
and  to  insert  the  .following  words:  "  pursuant  to 
the  act  or  acts  of  incorporation  that  have  beea 
or  may  be  obtained  by  said  company." 

Beaolved^  That  this  bill  pass  as  amended,  asd 
that  the  title  thereof  be  "An  act  authorizing  the 
sale  and  grant  of  a  certain  quantity  of  public 
land  to  the  proprietors  of  the  Middlesex  canal,  in 
the  State  ot  Massachusetts. 

On  motion^  by  Mr.  Smith,  of  Maryland. 

Resolved^  That  the  Secretary  for  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  Treasury  be  directed  to  report  to  the 
Senate,  whether  any,  and  what,  dividends  hare 
been  made  by  the  mnk  of  the  United  States, 
other  than  those  publicly  declared  of  eight  per 
cent,  per  annum ;  and  whether  any  surplus,  and 
what  amount,  remained  to  the  credit  of  the  back 
after  payment  of  the  last  dividend  had  been  made; 
and.  also,  the  profit  or  loss  that  has  resulted  to  the 
bank  from  its  offices  of  discount  and  deposite; 
specifying  the  profit  or  the  loss  on  each  office 
separately,  and  the  amount  of  capital  supplied  to 
each. 

The  following  Message  was  received  from  the 

PREBIOENT  OP  THE  UnITEO  StaTEB: 

To  the  Senate  of  the  United  Siatee  .• 

I  transmit  to  the  Senate  a  report  of  the  Seeretaryof 
State,  complying  with  the  resolation  of  the  twenty- 
second  insUnt.  JAUE8    MADISON. 

Marcb  30,  1810. 

The  Message  and  report  w«re  read. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  BaAnLsr,  it  was 

Betohed,  That  the  bill,  entitled  ^An  act  for  the 
relief  of  Jared  Shattuck,"  together  with  tkeabore 
Message  and  report,  be  referred  to  a  seieet  com- 
mitteev  to  consider  and  report  thereon. 

Ordered,  That  Messrs.  Braolet,  Qbbgo,  and 
Bataro,  be  the  committee. 

The  bill,  entitled  "An  act  for  the  relief  of 
Tristram  Hussey/'  was  read  the  third  time,  aad 
paased. 

Mr.  GsRMAir  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  bring 
in  a  bill  to  appropriate  a  certain  tract  of  land  for 
opening  and  improving  the  water  cotDaflaication 
between  the  tide  watera  of  the  Hudson  river  and 
Lakes  Ontario  and  £«rie ;  and  the  bill  was  read 
and  passed  to  a  secooil  readings 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Represeatattres 
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informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  adhere  to 
their  disagreement  to  the  a  mead  men  t  of  the  Sen- 
ate to  the  hill,  entitled  ''An  act  respecting  the 
commercial  intercourse  between  the  United  Stnies 
aod  Great  Britain  and  France,  and  for  other  pur- 
pose's.^'  The  House  have  parsed  a  bill,  entitled 
''An  act  to  examine  into  the  title  to  the  batture  in 
front  of  the  suburb  St.  Mary ;"  in  which  bill  they 
desire  the  concurreaoe  of  the  Senate. 

The  bill  last  brought  up  for  concurrence  was 
read,  and  passed  to  the  second  reading. 

On  motion,  bj  Mr.  Giles,  the  further  consider- 
ation of  the  bill  appropriating  a  sum  of  money 
for  procuring  munitions  of  war,  and  for  other 
purposes,  was  postponed  until  Thursday  next. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill,  entitled  '*An  act  regulating  the 
Post  Office  Establishment,"  together  with  the 
amendment  reported  thereto  by  the  select  com- 
mittee ;  and.  after  progress,  the  Senate  adjourned. 


ToBBDi.T,  April  3. 

Mr.  GiLMAN,  from  the  committee,  reported  the 
bill  to  amend  the  laws  within  the  District  of  Co- 
lombia correctly  engrossed ;  and  the  bill  was  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed. 

The  bill  to  appropriate  a  certain  tract  of  land 
for  opening  and  improving  the  water  communi- 
cation between  tlf^  tide  waters  of  the  Hudson 
river  and  Lakes  Ontario  and  Erie,  was  read  the 
second  time. 

The  bill  fixing  the  compensation  of  Ministers 
aod  of  Consuls  residing  on  the  coast  of  Barbary, 
aod  for  other  purposes,"  was  read  the  second 
time. 

The  bill,  entitled  '^An  act  to  examine  into  the 
title  of  the  batture  in  front  of  the  suburb  St. 
Mary,"  was  read  the  second  time,  and  referred  to 
a  select  committee,  to  consist  of  five  members,  to 
consider  and  report  thereon  ;  and  Messrs.  White- 
BiDB,  Cbawford,  Qreoo,  Bradlet,  and  Hill- 
bouse,  were  appointed  the  committee. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill,  entitled  *'An  act  regulating  the 
Post  Office  Establishment,"  together  with  the 
amendments  proposed  thereto;  and  on  the  amend- 
meot  submitted  oy  Mr.  Bayaro,  as  follows: 

To  strike  oat,  from  the  word  "  office,"  in  the  second 
line  ot  tenth  section,  to  the  word  **  and,"  in  sixth  line, 
and  insert  the  following  clause : 

"  Which  shall  remain  open  for  the  receipt  and  de- 
livery of  letters,  papers,  and  packages,  each  day  of  the 
week,  from  the  hour  of  .        in  the  morning,  to  the 

hour  of in  the  eTening;  during  which  time,  and, 

tlso,  such  other  time  as  the  Postmaster  General  shall 
direct,  one  or  more  persons  shall  attend  for  the  par- 
pose  of  performing  the  duties  thereof:" 

Mr.  Braolet  called  for  a  division  of  the  ques* 
tioo,  and  it  was  taken  on  striking  out;  and  deter- 
tnioed  in  the  negaliTe— yeaa  14,  nays  15,  as 

follows : 

Tbas — Messrs.  Andenon,  Bayard,  Campbell,  Clay, 
Qsiliard,  Giles,  HeiMy,  Lambert,  Reed,  Smith  of 
Marybndy  Bomtar,  Tamer,  and  Whiteside. 

Nats— Messrs.  Bradley,  Condit,  Craw&rd,  Frank- 


lin, German,  GUman,  Goodrich,  Gregg,  Hillhouse, 
Lloyd,  Mathewson,  Meigs,  Pickering,  Robinson,  and 
Smith  of  New  York. 

■  Oo  motion,  by  Mr.  Goourioh.  to  amend  the 
bill,  by  inserting  the  words  "  by  water."  between 
the  words  '*commanication''and  **  shall,"  in  the 
7th  section,  it  was  passed  in  the  affirmative — 
yeas  22,  nays  5,  as  follows : 

YiAS — Messrs.  Bayazd,  Bradley,  Campbell,  Cham- 
plin.  Clay,  Condit,  Crawford,  Gaillard,  German,  Gil- 
man,  Goodrich,  Hillhouse,  Horsey,  Lambert,  Lloyd, 
Mathewson,  Pickering,  Reed,  Robinson,  Smith  of 
Maryland,  Smith  of  New  York,  and  Turner. 

NATS^Messrs.  Anderson,  Franklin,  Gregg,  Meigs, 
and  Sumter. 

And  sundry  other  amendments  baring  been 
agreed  to,  the  Senate  adjourned. 


WEONcaniAT,  April  4. 
BANK  OF  THB  UNITED  STATES. 

The  PRESinENT  laid  before  the  Senate  the  fol- 
lowing report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
made  in  pursuance  of  the  resolution  of  the  Sen- 
ate of  the  2d  instant : 

Tbxasvbt  Dxpakthikt,  4/>rt73, 1810. 
Sia :  I  have  the  honor  to  transmit  a  report,  prepared 
in  obedience  to  the  resolution  of  the  Senate  of  yesterday. 
I  have  the  honor  to  be,  dec 

ALBERT  GALLATIN. 

To  the  honorcUfk  the  Preaident  of  the  Senate : 

The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  in  obedience  to  the 
resolution  of  the  Senate,  of  the  3d  instant,  respectfully 
reports— 

That  the  statement  annexed  to  the  report  made  to 
the  Senate  on  the  2d  day  of  March,  1809,  contained  all 
the  dividends  made  by  the  Bank  of  the  United  States, 
from  its  establishment  to  the  date  of  the  report,  as  stated 
to  the  Treasury  by  the  bank. 

That  the  annexed  table,  (A,)  being  a  transcript  of 
the  abovementioned  statement,  with  the  addition  of  the 
diTidenda  made  on  the  1st  day  of  July,  1809,  and  on 
the  let  day  of  January  last,  embraces  not  only  the  semi- 
annual diTidenda  of  4  per  cent.,  but  also  all  the  extra 
diTidends  which  are  within  the  knowledge  of  this  De- 
partment, and  which,  it  is  believed,  hava  ever  been  made 
by  the  bank;  making,  in  the  whole,  an  average  of  8 13-36 
per  cent,  a  year. 

That  there  remained  to  the  credit  of  the  bank,  a£Ur 
payment  of  the  dividend  made  on  the  1st  day  of  Jano? 
ary  last,  a  surplus  of  $409,410,  consisting  of  two  iteai% 
vix:  $126,000,  designated  by  the  nan^e  of  *' General 
Bank  Estate,'*  intended  as  an  ofiset  against  decay  and 
presumed  losS|  in  case  of  sale  of  the  real  estate  of  the. 
bank — that  estate  having  been  paid  for  from  the  capital 
8to<^,  and  not  from  the  profiti  of  the  bank;  and  $284,410, 
designated  by  the  name  of  **  Contingent  Fund,"  in* 
tended  in  the  first  place  to  cover  losses  arising  from  bad 
debts,  not  yet  actually  lost ;  and  the  residue  of  which, 
if  any,  will  be  applicable  to  another  extra  dividend. 

That  the  nominal  profit  resulting  to  the  bank,  from 
each  of  its  offices  of  discount  and  deposite,  could  not  be 
ascertained  without  an  investigation  of  all  the  weekly 
returns  made  to  this  Department ;  and  that  there  are 
no  returns  from  which  the  actual  loss  sustained  by  eafih 
office  can  be  known. 

But,  that  the  statement  (B)  shows  the  permanent 
capital  given  to  each  office  of  discount  and  deposite ;  the 
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balance  due  in  account  eonent  by  the  offices  of  the 
bank,  (exclusive  and  in  addition  to  the  aaid  permanent 
capital,)  on  the  27th  day  of  March  latt ;  the  amount  of 
the  notes  actually  discounted  and  due  to  the  bank  by. 
the  last  returns,  specifying  the  amount  discounted  at 
Philadelphia,  and  at  each  office  respectively ;  and  an 
estimate  of  the  gross  amount  of  the  annual  expenses 
and  losses  of  the  bank,  including  its  several  offices,  by 
which  it  appears  that  the  annual  expenses,  being  about 
$135,000  a  year,  the  ascertained  losses  must  in  the 
whole  have  amounted  to  about  $36,000  a  year. 
All  which  is  respectfully  submitted. 

ALBERT  GALLATIN. 


Dividends  on 

United  State*  Bank  StorJt. 

No.          Date. 

Rate 

No. 

Date. 

Rate 

p.  ct. 
4 

19 

p.ct. 

1 

July,        1792 

July,         1801 

2 

January,  1793 

4 

20 

January,  1802 

44t 

3 

July, 

3f 

21 

July, 

44t 

4 

January,  1794 

3i* 

22 

January,  1803 

44t 

6 

July, 

4 

23 

July, 

6 

January,  1796 

4 

24 

January,  1804 

4it 

7 

July,          " 

4 

25 

July,          " 

8 

January,  1796 

4 

26 

Januaiy,  1806 

9 

July, 

4 

27 

July,           " 

10 

January,  1797 

4 

28 

January,  1806 

11 

July, 

4 

29 

July, 

12 

January,  1798 

6t 

30 

Januaiy,  1807 

6t 

13 

July, 

4 

31 

July,          *« 

14 

Januaiy,  1799 

4 

32 

January,  1808 

16 

July,          «* 

4 

33 

July,          " 

16 

January,  1800 

4 

34 

January,  1809 

17 

July,          «* 

4 

36 

July,          " 

18 

January,  1801 

6t 

36 

January,  1810 

*  Dividendfl  (aHinc  short  of  the  imte  of  8  per  cent  per  SDmun. 
t  Including  extra  dlTidends. 


Statement  of  the  capital  of  the  seoerai  branehcB,  and 
of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  and  of  the  amount 
ofdUeounts  6y  the  last  received  return*. 


Cities,  &C. 

Capital. 

Amt  of  notes 
discounted. 

Boston            ... 

$700,000 

$998,869 

New  York      - 

1,800,000 

4,176,874 

Baltimore        ... 

600,000 

1,349,550 

Washington    ... 

200,000 

485,286 

Norfolk 

600,000 

880,170 

Charleston      ... 

600,000 

1,409,916 

Savannah  .... 

500,000 

1,054,113 

New  Orleans  ... 

300,000 

611|517 

Philadelphia- 

Balance  due  the  bank,  in 

account  current,  by  the 

offices       -    $750,000 

Cap'l  reserved  3,950,000 

4,700,000 

$10,000,000 

Funded  debt  - 

1,411,620 

$16,949,497 

Estimate  of  the  expense*  and  lo**e*  of  the  Bank. 

Six  per  cent  on  $17,000,000,  estimated  as  per  above, 
as  the  amount  usually  loaned  on  interest,  is,  per 
annum,  $1,020,000— to  wit : 

Dividend  of  8  13-36  per  cent,  a  year,  on  ten  millioniof 
dollars  actually  paid  to  the  stockholders,  is,  per  tn- 
num $836,111 

Undivided  surplus  on  the  1st  January,  1810, 
$409,410,  divided  by  18  yean,  would  be 
equal  to  an  annual  dividend  of       -         -       22,745 

Leaving  for  the  estimated  annual  amoant  of 

expenses  and  losses         ....    161,144 


Total 


$1,020,000 


The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  tbe 
Whole,  tbe  bill  making  provision  for  the  estab- 
lishroeot  of  a  National  mnk ;  and  Mr.  Batard 
moved,  among  other  amendments,  the  followia* 
new  section  to  the  bill  making  provision  for  the 
establishment  of  a  National  mnk,  which  wen 
ordered  to  be  printed,  and  the  bill  postponed  till 
Friday  next,  and  made  the  order  of  that  day. 

Sac.  3.  And  be  it  further  enacted.  That  it  riiaU  be 
lawful  for  any  perK>n,  copartnership,  or  body  politic, 
who  now  do,  or  at  any  time  within  three  years  fiom  the 
third  day  of  March  next  may,  hold  stock  of  the  present 
Bank  of  the  United  States,  to  subscribe,  within  that 
period  of  time,  in  the  books  to  be  opened  at  the  citj  of 
Philadelphia,  for  as  many  share^  as  he,  she,  or  thej, 
may  hold  of  the  capital  stock  of  the  said  Bank  of  the 
United  States ;  and  the  shares  so  subscribed  shall  be 
payable  either  in  gold  or  stiver,  or  by  the  transfer  and 
assignment  of  an  equal  amount  of  the  stock  of  the  said 
bank,  at  the  time  of  the  subscription. 

Sac.  16.  And  be  itfiArther  enacted.  That  the  inoo^ 
poration  of  the  subscribers  to  the  Bank  of  the  United 
States,  made  and  established  by  the  act,  entitled  "  As 
act  to  incorporate  the  subscribers  to  the  Bank  of  the 
United  SUtes,"  passed  on  the  26th  day  of  Febmaiy, 
A.  D.  1791,  shall  continue,  and  the  same  is  hereby  oofr 
tinned,  till  the  4th  day  of  March,  A.  D.  1814— the  cap< 
ital  to  be  augmented  to  thirty  millions  of  dollars. 

POST  OFFICE  ESTABLISHMENT. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  th^ 
Whole,  the  bill,  entitled  "An  act  regulating  the 
Post  Office  Establishment."  together  with  the 
amendments  proposed  thereto.  | 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Reed,  to  strike  oat  the  39ih 
section  of  the  bill,  which  provides  an  additional 
compensation  to  the  deputy  postmaster  of  the 
City  of  Washington,  it  was  determined  in  thi 
negative — yeas  2,  nays  25^s  follows: 

YxAs — Messrs.  Reed  and  Turner. 

Nats  ^- Messrs.  Anderson,  Campbell,  Champlin 
Clay,  Condit,  Crawford,  Franklin,  Gaillard,  German 
Oilman,  Goodrich,  Gregg,  Hillhouse,  Horsey,  Lambert 
Lloyd,  Mathewson,  Meigs,  Pickering,  Pope,  Robinson 
Smith  of  Maryland,  Smith  of  New  York,  Somter,  an< 
Whiteside. 

On  the  qoestioD,  to  agree  to  the  report  of  the 
select  committee,  to  strike  ooc  the  40th  section  ol 
tbe  bill,  which  gives  the  Adjutant  Generals  oi 
the  respective  States  tbe  right  of  sending  and  r» 
ceiving  certain  letters  and  packages  free  of  po?t* 
age,  it  was  determined  in  the  negative—yeas  10] 
nays  17,  as  folio ws: 
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Senatb. 


Tkas — Messrs.  Bradley,  Condit,  Crawford,  FranUin, 
Gngg,  Lambert,  Meigs,  Sumter,  Turner,  and  White- 
fide. 

Nats — Messrs.  Anderson,  Champlin,  Clay,  Gaillard, 
Germso,  Gilman,  Goodrich,  Hillhonse,  Horsey,  Lloyd, 
Mathewson,  Pickering,  Pope,  Reed,  Robinson,  Smith 
of  Maryland,  and  Smith  of  New  York. 

Od  motion,  by  Mr.  Smith  of  Maryland,  a  new 
sectioD,  to  follow  section  40th  of  the  original  bill, 
was  agreed  to :  and,  on  motion,  by  Mr.  Llotd,  a 
new  section  to  follow  the  last  was  adopted  $  and 
the  Senate  adjourned. 


Tbubsdat,  April  5. 

Mr.  Bradley,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  bill  for  the  preservation  of  peace  and 
maintenance  of  the  authority  of  the  United  States 
in  the  ports,  harbors,  and  waters,  under  their  juris- 
diction, reported  it  without  amendment. 

Mr.  Smith,  of  Maryland,  gave  notice  that  to- 
morrow be  should  asc  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  to 
authorize  the  President  of  the  United  States  to 
imploy  the  public  armed  ships  in  protecting  the 
commerce  of  the  United  States,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

Mr.  Lloyd  submitted  the  following  motion : 

Raolvedt  That  the  Secretary  for  the  Department  of 
War  be,  and  he  hereby  is,  requested  to  prepare  a  sys- 
tem for  improving  the  discipline  of  the  militia  of  the 
United  States,  eomprehending  the  infantry,  cavalry, 
ind  artillery ;  and  to  report  the  same  to  the  Senate  at 
the  next  session  of  Congress. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  passed 
a  resolution  authorizing  the  President  of  the  Sen- 
ate and  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tires  to  adjourn  their  respective  Houses  on  the 
twenty-third  of  April  instant ;  in  which  they  re- 
qnest  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 

The  resolution  was  read,  and  passed  to  the 
second  reading. 

POST  OFFICE  ESTABLISHMENT. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill,  entitled  "An  act  regulating  the 
Post  Office  Establishment." 

On  motion,  by*Mr.  Hillhouse,  to  strike  out 
the  third  section  of  the  bill,  which  authorizes  the 
appintment  of  agents,  it  was  determined  in  the 
affirmative — yeas  21,  nays  6,  as  follows: 

YiAs — Messrs.  Campbell,  Condit,  Crawford,  Frank- 
lin, Gaillard,  Giles,  Oilman,  Goodrich,  Gregg,  Hill- 
home,  Horsey,  Lambert,  Lloyd,  Mathewson,  Pickering, 
Reed,  Smith  of  Maryland,  Smith  of  New  York,  Sumter, 
Tiit,  and  Tomer. 

Nats — Meacrs.  Brent,  Clay,  German,  Pope,  Robin- 
Mm,  and  Whiteside. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Reed,  to  amend  the  bill,  by 
inserting,  at  tne  end  of  the  17th  section,  the  follow-* 
ing  words : 

"Or  by  any  vessel  plying  from  one  port  or  place 
to  another,  employed  in  carrying  grain  or  other  pro- 
dnce,  or  goods  or  merchandise,  anything  herein  con- 
tained that  might  be  construed  to  the  contrary  not- 
irithstanding." 

1  Ith  Gov.  2d  Sk88.— 21 


It  was  determined  in  the  negative — yeas  7, 
nays  20,  as  follows : 

YxAs — Messrs.  Champlin,  Gilman,  Hillhonae,  Hor- 
sej^  Pickering,  Reed,  and  Smith  of  Maryland. 

Nats — Messrs.  Clay,  Condit,  Crawford,  Franklin, 
Gaillard,  German,  Giles,  Goodrich,  Gregg,  Lambert, 
Lloyd,  Matthewson,  Meigs,  Pope,  Robinson,  Smith  of 
New  York,  Sumter,  Tait,  Turner,  and  Whiteside. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Horsey,  to  amend  the  bill, 
after  the  word  **  thereof,^  in  the  6th  line  of  the 
10th  section,  and  add  the  following  words : 

**  Provided^  That,  in  the  cities  or  towns  of  Boston, 
Providence,  and  Newport,  in  the  State  of  Rhode  Is- 
land, Philadelphia,  Wilmington,  in  the  State  of  Dela- 
ware, Bihimore,  Annapolis,  Washington,  Alozandria» 
Richmond,  Petersburg,  Norfolk,  Charleston,  Savan- 
nah, Augusta,  and  New  Orleans,  the  postmasters  shall 
keep  their  respective  offices  open  for  the  receipt  and 
deiiTOiy  of  letters,  papers,  and  packages,  and  give  due 
attendance  each  day  of  the  week,  from  the  hour  of 
— •  in  the  morning  to  the  hour  of  in  the  eve- 

ning, and  at  such  other  hours  as  the  Postmaster  Gen- 
eral shall  direct" — 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative^yeas  15| 
nays  16,  as  follows : 

YiAs — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bayard,  Brent,  Cham- 
plin, GaiUard,  Giles,  Gregg,  Horsey,  Lloyd,  Matthew- 
son,  Reed,  Smith  of  Maryland,  Sumter,  Turner,  and 
Whiteside. 

Nats — Messrs.  Bradley,  Campbell,  Clay,  Condit, 
Franklin,  German,  Gihnan,Goodricb,  Hillhouse,  Lam- 
bert, Meigs,  Pickering,  Pope,  Robinson,  Smith  of  New 
York,  and  Tait. 

And  the  bill  having  heen  further  amended,  the 
further  consideration  thereof  was  postponed  until 
to-morrow. 


FRiDi.T,  April  6. 

The  resolution  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives authorizing  the  President  of  the  Senate 
and  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives  to 
adjourn  their  respective  Houses  on  the  twenty- 
third  of  April,  instant,  was  read  the  second  time^ 
and  passed. 

Mr.  Giles  (in  pursuance  of  instructions  from 
the  Legislature  of  Virginia)  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing resolutions  for  consideration : 

Resobfedy  That  a  committee  be  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  expediency  of  providing  by  law  for  appropria- 
ting certain  waste  and  unappropriated  lands  to  satisfy 
bounties  due  from  the  State  of  Virginia  to  the  officen 
and  soldiers  of  the  line  of  that  State,  and  to  the  ma- 
rines thereof;  and,  if  deemed  expedient,  to  designate 
the  said  lands  by  law. 

Reaohtdy  That  a  committee  be  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  expediency  of  extinguishing  the  Indian  daim 
to  lands  within  the  boundaries  of  the  State  of  Ken- 
tucky, and  of  confirming  the  titles  of  all  locations  for 
military  services  therein  made ;  and  that  the  commit- 
tee have  leave  to  report  by  bill  or  otherwise.    • 

On  motion,  made  yesterday. 

Resolved,  That  the  hill  to  incorporate  the 
Trustees  of  Washington  College  be  postponed  to 
the  first  Monday  in  December  next. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
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Whole,  the  bill,  eoiitled  ''Aq  act  regolaticg  the 
Post  Office  EtfUblif'hiDeDt.'' 

On  motion^  by  Mr.  Reed,  to  strike  out,  from 
the  17ih  lectioD  of  the  bill,  after  the  word  ''  post 
road,"  io  the  second  instance,  the  words,  ^'  or  any 
packet,  boat,  or  other  vessel,  to  ply  regularly 
from  one  place  to  another,  between  which  a  reg- 
ular comoaunicatioo  by  water  shall  be  e^ublished 
by  the  United  States ;"  it  wa«  determined  in  the 
oegatiye — yeas  10,  nays  18.  as  follows : 

YsAS — Mmbis.  Bayard,  ChampUD,  Gilman,  Good- 
rich, Hiilhoose,  Horsey,  Lloyd,  Pickering,  Reed,  and 
Smith  of  Msiyland. 

Nays — Messrs.  Bradley,  Brent,  Clay,  Con dit,  Craw- 
ford, Franklin,  Gaillard,  German,  Gregg,  Lambert, 
Leib,  Meigs,  Robinson,  Smith  of  New  Tork,  Somter, 
Tait,  Tomer,  and  Whiteside. 

And  the  bill  having  been  further  amended,  the 
President  reported  it  to  the  House  accordingly. 

•  On  the  question,  Shall  this  bill  be  read,  the  third 
time  as  amended?  it  was  determined  in  the  af- 
irmative. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Brent,  the  report  of  the 
select  committee  on  the  petition  of  Urban  Quil- 
let and  his  associates,  known  under  the  name  of 
the  society  of  "  La  Trappe,"  was  referred  to  a 

•  aelect  committee,  to  consider  and  report  thereon 
by  bill  or  otherwise;  and  Messrs.  Brent,  Qregg, 
and  Giles,  were  appointed  the  committee. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill  making  provision  for  the  estab- 
lisbanent  of  a  National  Bank,  together  with  the 
amendments  reported  thereto;  and,  nfter  pro- 
gress, the  further  consideration  thereof  was  post- 
,poned  until  to-morrow. 


Saturday,  April  7. 

Mr.  Brent,  from  the  committee  appointed  on 
the  subject,  reported  a  bill  concerning  the  society 
of  the  order  of  La  Trappe;  which  was  read,  and 
passed  to  the  second  reading. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Bayard,  the  further  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  making  provision  for  the 
esrablishment  of  &  National  Sank  was  postponed 
until  Monday  next. 

Mr.  Oilman,  from  the  committee,  reported  the 
amendments  to  the  bill,  entitled  **  An  act  regula- 
ting the  Post  Office  Establishment,"  correctly 
engrossed ;  and  the  bill  was  read  the  third  time 
as  amended. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Crawford, 

Resolved^  That  the  bill  be  recommitted,  for  the 
purpose  of  further  amending  it,  so  as  to  abridge 
the  privilege  of  franking  letters  and  packets,  par- 
ticularly as  it  respects  the  deputy  postmasters. 

Ordered^  That  Messrs.  Crawford,  Clay,  and 
Andbrson,  be  the  committee. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  motion  made  on  the 
5th  instant,  which  was,  on  motion,  by  Mr.  Lloyd, 
amended  and  agreed  to,  as  follows: 

BeBolved,  That  the  Secretarv  for  the  Depart- 
ment of  War  be,  and  he  hereby  is,  directed  to 
prepare  a  system  of  regulations  for  improving  the 
discipline  of  the  militia  of  the  United  States. 
eomprehending  the  infantry,  cavalry,  and  artil- 


lery ;  and  to  report  the  same  at  the  next  bessioo 
of  Conffress. 

Mr.  PiCKCRiKG,  from  the  committee  to  wkom 
was  recommitted  the  bill  for  theestablisshmfotof 
a  duarter master's  department,  reported  it  with 
amendments. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Represeotatirn 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  hare  parsed 
a  bill,  entitled  ''  An  act  to  alter  and  ameod  u 
act,  entitled  'An  act  providing  for  the  tbird 
eensos  or  enumeration  of  the  inhabitaDis  of  tbe 
United  States;"  a  bill,  entitled  ^  An  act  forUe 
relief  of  Moses  Young;"  a  bill,  entitled  **  Ad  act 
for  the  relief  of  John  Minor,  admiaistrator  of 
Reuben  Minor;"  a  bill,  entitled '"  An  act  for  the 
relief  of  John  Thompson;"  also,  a  bill.  entitM 
"An  act  for  the  relief  of  William  W.  Wejr- 
mouth,  and  Joseph  P.  Weeks  ;"  in  which  sereril 
bills  they  desire  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 

The  bills  last  brought  up  for  concurrence  wen 
read,  and  passed  to  the  second  reading. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  bill,  en  tilled  '^Aa  set 
authorizing  the  discharge  of  Phi^ieaa  Vsrnef 
from  his  imprisonment."  On  the  question.  Sbal 
this  bill  be  read  a  third  time?  it  was  determioeill 
in  the  negative. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  bill  for  the  presern« 
tioo  of  peace,  and  maintepance  of  the  auihorcr 
of  the  United  States,  in  the  ports,  harbors,  ssii 
waters,  under  their  juriAdictioii.  On  the  qoev 
tion.  Shall  this  bill  be  engrossed  and  read  a  tiiifdi 
time?  it  was  determined  in  the  affirmative. 

The  re.solution  of  the  House  of  Represeota^ 
lives  authorizing  the  President  of  .the  Senate  dad 
Speaker  of  the  House  of  Represenia rives  toad^ 
journ  their  respective  Houses  on  the23J  of  Apnl^ 
instant,  was  read  the  third  time  and  agreed  to-^ 
yeas 23,  nays  7,  as  follows: 

Ykap — Messrs.  Bayard,  Bradley,  Campbell,  Cban|^ 
lin.  Clay,  Condit,  Crawford,  Franklin,  GermaD,  Gtli 
man,  Goodrich,  Gregg,  Hillhouse,  Horsey,  Lambert^ 
Lloyd,  Meigs,  Pickering,  Reed,  Robinson,  Sumter^ 
Tait,  and  Turner. 

NxTs-^Messrs.  Anderson,  Brent,  Gsfllaid,  LeftJ 
Smith  of  Maryland,  Smith  of  New  York,  and  White- 
side. 

On  motion,  bv  Mr.  Lcis,  the  further  consider^ 
ation  of  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  Joseph  Som* 
merl,  Simon  Philip5on,  William  Hamoo,  Archie 
bald  McCall.  and  Isaac  Ctabon,  was  postponed 
until  Monday  next. 

Mr.  Ci.AT  submitted  the  following  motion : 

Reaohedy  That  it  is  expedient  to  make  provision  h^ 
law  for  encouraging  emigration  to  the  Orlecos  Terih 
tory,  of  American  dtixens,  by  making  a  suiuble  don» 
tion  of  certain  portions  of  the  public  lands  within  thM 
said  Territory. 

Mr.  Crawforo,  from  the  committee  to  whov 
was  recommiited  the  bill,  entitled  **  An  act  regu« 
lating  the  Post  Office  Establishment,"  reported 
the  bill  with  amendments,  which  were  read  and 
agreed  to;  and  on  motion,  by  Mr.  Clay,  the 
words  *'  three  thousand,"  were  stricken  out  of  the 
new  section  adopted,  to  come  in  after  seciioa 
forty  of  the  original  bill;  and  the  Presideni  re- 
ported the  bill  to  the  House  accordingly.    Oa  ^be 
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laotioo,  SInili  this  bill  ptts  to  the  third  reading 
tsameaded?  it  was  determined  in  the  affirtna- 
lire. 

Oa  raotioD,  by  Mr.  Smits,  of  Maryland,  the 
Mil.  entitled  ^  An. act  to  alter  and  amend  an  act, 
>ntitIed'An  aet  proriding  for  the  third  census 
)r  eDomeration  or  the  inhabitantH  of  the  United 
States,*'  was  read  the  second  and  third  time  by 
loanimoas  consent,  and  passed. 

COMPBTNSATION  TO  MINISTERS,  Ac 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
(V^hole,  the  bill  fixing  the  compensation  of  public 
tfini»ters,  and  of  Consuls  residing  pn  the  coast 
)f  Barbary,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Oa  motion,  by  Mr.  Llotd,  to  strike  out,  in  the 
ileventh  line,  first  section,  the  words  '^  two  thou- 
and/'  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  ^*  thirteen  hun- 
Ired  and  fifty,"  being  the  compensation  for  Sec- 
etaries  of  Legation,  or  for  Secretaries  of  any 
dinister  Plenipotentiary — 

Mr,  Bradley  called  for  a  division  of  the  ques- 
ioD,  and  it  was  taken  on  striking  out,  and  deter- 
liined  in  the  negative — yeas  10,  nays  19,  as  ful- 
ows; 

Yiis — ^Messrs.  Condit,  Crawford,  Goodrich,  Gregg, 
lillbooM,  Leib,  Matthewson,  Rded,  and  Smith  of 
Maryland. 

Nats — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bradley,  Brent,  Ciunp- 
cll,  Clay,  Franklin.  Gaillard,  German,  Giltnan,  Mor- 
ey,  Lambert,  Meigs,  Pickering,  Robinson,  Smith  of 
(ew  York,  Sumter,  Tait,  Turner,  and  Whiteside. 

And  the  President  having  reported  the  bill  to 
be  House  amended,  on  the  question,  Shall  this 
•ill  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time  as  amend- 
d?  it  was  determined  in  the  afiirmative. 


MoNOAY,  April  9. 

The  bill  for  the  relief  of  William  W.  Wey- 
louih  and  Joseph  P.  Weeks  was  read  the  second 

ime. 

Mr.  BasNT,  from  the  committee  to  whom  the 
object  of  banks  was  referred,  reported  a  bill  for 
antiauing  the  charter  of  the  Bank  of  Alexan- 
ntfio  the  District  ofr Columbia,  which  was  read, 
od  passed  to  the  second  reading. 

Tae  bill,  entitled  "An  aet  for  the  relief  of  John 
Thompson,"  was  read  the  second  time,  and  re- 
ined to  a  select  committee,  to  consider  and  re- 
ort  thereon }  and  Messrs.  Cajipbbll,  CLi.T,and 
liLES,  were  appointed  the  committee. 

The  bill,  entitled  **  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mo- 
bs Young,"  was  read  the  second  time,  and  referred 
3  a  select  committee,  to  consider  and  report 
i^ereon ;  and  Messrs.  Smith  of  Maryland,  Craw- 
ORD,  and  QafiGQ.  were  appointed  the  committee. 

The  bill,  entitled ''An  act  for  the  relief  of 
ohn  Minor,  administrator  of  Reuben  Minor," 
ras  read  the  second  time. 

The  bill  concerning  the  society  of  the  order  of 
*a  Trappe,  was  read  the  second  time. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  resolutions  submitted 
yMr.  GiuBs,  on  the  6th  instant,  which  were 
treed  to ;  and  Messrs.  Gilbb,  Andbrbon,  and 
IiLLHouBE,  were  appointed  the  committee. 

Mr.  CaAwroftD,  iram  tbe  committee  to  whom 


WAS  referred  the  bill,- eotl tied  *'  An  act  for  the  re- 
lief of  Elizabeth  Hamilton,"  reported  it  wiihoat 
anvendment. 

Mr.  Crawford,  from  the  same  committee,  to 
whom  was  referred  the  petition  of  Sarah  Bastdn 
and  Doi^othy  Jones,  reported  that  the  prayer  of 
the  petitioners  ought  not  to  be  granted,  and  that 
they  have  leave  to  withdraw  tlieir  petition. 

Mr.  Bradley,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  petition  of  the  Erie  Liteeafj 
Society,  reported  that  the  consideration  thereof 
be  postponed  to  the  next  session  of  Congress; 
and  the  re^rt  .was  agreed  to. 

On  motion,  bv  Mr.  Braolbt,  tbe  bill  making 
provision  for  tLe  establishroait  of  a  National 
Bank  was  postponed  on  til  Wedaeaday  next. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  BRADLfiY,.the  forther  con- 
sideration of  t^e  bill  appropriating  a  sum  df 
money  for  procuring  munitions  of  war,  and  for 
other  purposes,  was  postponed  until  to-morrow. 

Mr.  GiLMAN,  from  the  committee,  reported  the 
bill  fixing  the  compensation  of  Ministers,  and  of 
Consuls  residing  on  the  coast  of  Birbary,  and  for 
other  purposes,  correctly  engrossed ;  and  the  bill  ' 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  the  blanks  having 
been  fill  d. 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass,  and  that  the  title 
thereof  be  "An  act  fixing  the  compensation  of 
Ministers,  and  of  Consuls  residing  on  the  coast  of 
Barbary,  and  for  other  pur  posers." 

Mr.  GiLBB,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
Territory  of  Orleans,  asked  and  obtained  leave  to 
bring  in  a  bill  to  enable  the  people  of  the  Terri- 
tory of  Orleans  to  form  a  constitution  and  Stale 
Qovernment,  and  for  the  admission  of  such  State 
into  the  Union,  Od  an  equal  footing  with  the 
original  States,  and  for  other  purposes;  and  the 
bill  was  read,  and  passed  to  the  second  reading* 

Mr.  Oilman,  from  the  committee,  reported  the 
bill  for  the  preservation  of  peace  and  maintenance 
of  the  authority  of  the  United  States  in  the  ports, 
harbors,  and  waters,  under  their  jurisdiction,  cor- 
rectly engro'ised ;  and  the  bill  was  read  a  third 
time,  and  the  blank  filled  with  the  words  **  one 
thousand ;"  and,  after  debate,  the  further  consid- 
eration of  tbis  bill  was  postponed  until  to-morrow. 

JOSEPH  8UMMERL  AND  OTHERS. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  tbe 
Whole,  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  Joseph  Summerl. 
Simon  Philipson.  William  Hamon,  Archibabi 
McCall,  and  Isaac  Clason,  together  with  tbe 
amendment  reported  by  tbe  select  committee. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Leib,  to  strike  out  the  fol* 
lowing  words  of  the  amendment: 

"To  Archibald  McCall,  for  forty-asven  tbonsand, 
eight  hundred  and  twelve  poaada  of  tea,  exported  from 
the  port  of  Philadelphia,  between  the  32d  and  27th 
days  of  August,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  five; 
and  on  which  goods  the  oath  and  bond  for  exportation , 
required  bv  law,  were  not  taken  and  given  within  the 
ten  days: 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative — yeas  15| 
nays  16,  as  fol.lows :  ^ 

.  YsAs— -Maaan.  Alideisos»  Biadiaj^*  Condit,  Craw- 
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Wbole,  the  bill,  entitled  *'An  act  reguUticg  the 
Post  Office  Establishment." 

On  motion^  by  Mr.  Reed,  to  strike  out,  from 
the  17ih  section  of  the  bill,  after  the  word  ^'  post 
road,"  in  the  second  instance,  the  words,  "  or  any 
packet,  boat,  or  other  vesbel,  to  ply  regularly 
from  one  placeto  another,  between  which  a  reg« 
ular  communication  by  water  shall  be  etitablished 
by  the  United  States ;"  it  wait  determined  in  the 
negative — yeas  10,  nays  18.  as  follows: 

YiAB — Me«rs.  Bayard,  ChampUn,  Gilman,  Good- 
rich, Hiilhouse,  Horsey,  Lloyd,  Pickering,  Reed,  and 
Smith  of  Maryland. 

Nats — Messrs.  Bradley,  Brent,  Clay,  Condit,  Craw- 
ford, Franklin,  Gaillard,  German,  Gregg,  Lambert, 
Leib,  Meigs,  Robinson,  Smith  of  New  York,  Sumter, 
Tait,  Turner,  and  Whiteside. 

And  the  bill  having  been  further  amended,  the 
President  reported  it  to  the  House  accordingly. 

I  On  the  qoeetion,  Shall  this  bill  be  read,  the  third 
time  as  amended?  it  was  determined  in  the  af* 
irroative. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Brent,  the  report  of  the 
select  committee  on  the  petition  of  Urban  Quil- 
let and  his  associates,  known  under  the  name  of 
Che  society  of  "  La  Trappe,"  was  reierred  to  a 

•  aelect  committee,  to  consider  and  report  thereon 

■  by  bill  or  otherwise;  and  Messrs.  Brent,  Qreoo, 
and  Giles,  were  appointed  the  committee. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill  making  provision  for  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  National  Bank,  together  with  the 
amendments  reported  thereto;  and,  afier  pro- 
gress, the  further  consideration  thereof  was  post- 

iponed  until  to-morrow. 


Saturday,  April  7. 

Mr.  Brent,  from  the  committee  appointed  on 
the  subject,  reported  a  bill  concerning  the  society 
of  the  order  or  La  Trappe;  which  was  read,  and 
passed  to  the  second  reading. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Bayard,  the  further  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  making  provision  for  the 
esfablishment  of  a  National  Sank  was  postponed 
until  Monday  next. 

Mr.  Oilman,  from  the  committee,  reported  the 
amendments  to  the  bill,  entitled  "An  act  regula- 
ting the  Post  Office  Establishment,"  correctly 
engrossed ;  and  the  bill  was  read  the  third  time 
as  amended. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Crawford, 

Reeolved^  That  the  bill  be  recommitted,  for  the 
purpose  of  further  amending  it,  so  as  to  abridge 
the  privilege  of  franking  letters  and  packets,  par- 
ticularly as  it  respects  the  deputy  postmasters. 

Ordered,  That  Messrs.  Crawford,  Clay,  and 
Andbrbon,  be  the  committee. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  motion  made  on  the 
5th  instant,  which  was,  on  motion,  by  Mr.  Lloyd, 
amended  and  agreed  to,  as  follows: 

Resolved,  That  the  Secretarv  for  the  Depart- 
ment of  War  be,  and  he  hereoy  is,  directed  to 
prepare  a  system  of  regulations  fur  improving  the 
discipline  of  the  militia  of  the  United  States, 
eomprehendiog  the  infantry,  cavalryi  and  artil- 


lery ;  and  to  report  the  same  at  the  next  Mssion 
of  Consress. 

Mr.  Pickering,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  recommitted  the  bill  for  the  establi»luneDt  of 
a  duartermaster's  department,  reported  it  with 
araeodments. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Represeotatires 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  pas5ed 
a  bill,  entitled  *'  An  act  to  alter  and  amend  an 
act,  entitled  'An  act  providing  for  ibe  tbird 
eeosus  or  enumeration  of  the  inhabitants  of  the 
United  States;"  a  bill,  entitled ''An  act  for  the 
relief  of  Moses  Young;"  a  bill,  entitled  **  Anad 
for  the  relief  of  John  Minor,  administrator  d 
Reuben  Minor;"  a  bill,  entitled  ''  An  act  for  the 
relief  of  John  Thompson;"  also,  a  bill,  eotiilei 
"An  act  for  the  relief  of  William  W.  Wey. 
mouth,  and  Joseph  P.  Weeks ;"  io  which  seven! 
bills  they  desire  the  concur  re  nee  of  the  Senate. 

The  bills  last  brought  up  for  cooenrrence  vm 
read,  and  passed  to  ihe  second  readinr. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  bill,  entitled  ^Anad 
authorizing  the  discharge  of  Phineas  Varoa 
from  his  imprisonment."  On  the  question.  Shal 
this  bill  be  read  a  third  time?  it  was  detennioet 
in  the  negative. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  bill  for  the  preservf 
tion  of  peace,  and  maintepance  of  theauihuntt 
of  the  United  States,  in  the  porta,  harbors,  a4 
waters,  under  their  juri>dictioii.  On  the  quel 
lion.  Shall  this  bill  be  engrossed  and  read  a  liiill 
time?  it  was  determined  in  ihe  affirmative. 

The  re.sulution  of  ihe  Huuae  of  Represpota* 
lives  authorizing  the  President  of.tbe  Senate  aaj 
Speaker  of  the  House  of  Repreaenia lives  loa^ 
joorn  their  respective  Houses  on  the  23d  oi  April, 
instant,  was  read  the  third  time  a  ad  agreed  to- 
yea«23,  nays  7,  as  follows: 

Ykas — Messrs.  Bayard,  Bradley,  Campbell,  Cbisi^ 
lin,  Clay,  Condit,  Crawford,  Franklin,  German,  G^ 
man,  Goodricii,  Gregg,  Hillhoose,  Honey,  Lambet^ 
liloyd,  Meigs,  Pickering,  Reed,  Robinaon,  Somiv, 
Tait,  and  Turner. 

NATS'—Messrs.  Anderson,  Brent,  Gatllsid,  Leil^ 
Smith  of  Maryland,  Smith  of  New  Yoik,  and  White- 
side. 

On  motion,  bv  Mr.  Lvib,  the  further  consider* 
ation  of  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  Joiepb  Sum- 
merl,  Simon  Philip5on,  William  Hamon,  Arcbi* 
bald  McCall.  and  Isaac  Clason,  was  postpoaed 
until  Monday  next. 

Mr.  Ci.AT  submitted  the  following  notion : 

Reaobud,  That  it  is  expedient  to  make  pioviMon  liy 
law  for  encouraging  emigration  to  the  Orieana  Teni- 
tory,  of  American  citiaens,  by  making  a  suitable  dooa* 
tion  of  certain  portions  of  the  public  lands  within  tte 
said  Territory. 

Mr.  Crawford,  from  the  committee  to  whoa 
was  recommitted  the  bill,  entitled  *'  An  act  rej^i; 
la  ting  the  Post  Office  Establishment,"  repor 
the  bill  with  amendments,  which  were  read 
agreed  to;  and  on  motion,  by  Mr.  Clay,  tbi 
words  **  three  thousand,"  were  stricken  out  oftba 
new  sect'on  adopted,  to  come  in  after  seeiiM 
forty  of  the  original  bill;  and  the  President  ir 
ported  the  bill  to  the  House  accordingly.    Oo  tM 
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itted.  for  the  purpose  of  adding  a  new  section, 
was  determined  in  tlie  negative. 

00  motion,  by  Mr.  Popb,  to  fill  the  first  blank 
itb  the  word  '^  sixty,"  limiting  the  namber  of 
iDked  letters,  it  was  determined  in  the  affirma- 
re— yeas  17,  nays  14,  as  follows : 

Vkas— Messn.  Anderson,  Bayard,  Bradley,  Brent, 
lamplin,  Clay,  Oaillard,  Giles,  Horsey,  Lambert, 
eigs,  Pope,  Robinson,  Smith  of  Maryland.  Smith  of 
sw  York,  Turner,  and  Whiteside. 

Nats — Messrs.  Condit,  Crawford,  Franklin,  Ger- 
in,  Gilman,  Goodrich,  Gregg,  Hillhonse,  Leib,  Lloyd, 
ckeriog.  Reed,  Sumter,  and  Tait. 

Od  motion,  by  Mr.  Bayard,  to  fill  the  second 
lok  with  the  word  "  forty"  it  was  determined  in 
e  affirmative — yeas  21,  nays  9,  as  follows : 

YiAS — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bayard,  Brent,  Cham- 
n,  Clay,  Crawford,  Gaillard,  Giles,  Gilman,  Gregg, 
)rsey,  Lambert,  Leib,  Lloyd,  Meigs,  Pope,  Robinson, 
nith  of  Maryland,  Smith  of  New  York,  Tait,  and 

hiteiide. 

Nats— Messrs.  Bradley,  Condit,  German,  Goodrich, 
llhouse,  Pickering,  Reed,  Sumter,  and  Turner. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Bayard,  it  was  agreed  to 

1  the  third  blank  with  the  word  "thirty." 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Bayard,  to  fill  the  fourth 
aokwith  the  word  ^  twenty,"  it  was  determined 
the  affirmative — yeas  19,  nays  10,  as  follows: 

TiAs — Messrs.  Bayard,  Brent,  Crawford,  Franklin, 
lilltrd,  Giles,  Gilman,  Goodridi,  Gregg,  Hillhoose, 
oney,  Lambert,  Leib,  Lloyd,  Meigs,  Pickering, 
Dith  of  Maryland  Smith  of  New  York,  and  Tait. 
NiTB — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bradley,  Clay,  Condit, 
Oman,  Pope,  Reed,  Sumter,  Turner,  and  Whiteside. 

On  motion,  by^r.  Smith,  of  Maryland,  to  fill 
e fifth  blank  with  the  words  ''three  thousand," 
was  determined  in  the  negative. 
On  motion,  by  Mr.  Smith  of  Maryland,  to  fill 
e  said  blank  with  the  words  ''  twenty-five  hun- 
ed,"  it  was  determined  in  the  negative — yeas 
) bays  18,  as  follows: 

yiAs— Messrs.  Brent,  Condit,  Crawford,  Franklin, 
lillard,  German,  Giles,  Gilman,  Horsey,  Robinson, 
nith  of  Maryland,  and  Smith  of  New  York. 
Nati — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bi^ard,  Bradley,  Clay, 
wdrich,  Gregg,  Hillhonse,  Lambert,  Leib,  Lloyd, 
eigs,  Pickering,  Pope,  Reed,  Sumter,  Tait,  Turner, 
d  Whiteside. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Lloyd,  it  was  agreed  to  fill 
e fifth  blank  with  the  words  "two  thousand," 
e  compensation  beyond  which  the  postmasters 
enot  to  be  entitled. 

On  the  question.  Shall  this  billpass  as  amend- 
1  it  was  determined  in  the  affirmative — yeas 
: nays  4,  as  follows: 

VsAs^Messm.  Anderson,  Bayard,  Bradley,  Brent, 
sji  Condit,  Crawford,  Franklin,  Gaillard,  Giles, 
Iman,  Goodrich,  Gregg,  Hillhonse,  Horsey,  Lambert, 
ib,  Lloyd,  Meigs,  Pickering,  Pope,  Robinson,  Sum- 
>  Tait,  Turner,  and  Whiteside. 

Nats— Messrs.  German,  Reed,  Smith  of  Maryland, 

d  Smith  of  New  York. 

So  it  was  Resolpedy  That  this  bill  pass  with 
leadments. 


Wbdnbsdat,  April  IL 

The  bill  to  incorporate  the  Bank  of  Washing- 
ton was  read  the  second  time,  and  the  further 
consideration  thereof  postponed  until  the  first 
Monday  in  December  next. 

On  suggestion,  by  Mr.  Oilman,  that  some  in- 
accuracy liad  taken  place  in  stating  the  amend- 
ments to  the  bill,  entitled  ''An  act  regulating  the 
Post  Office  Establishment;"  the  Secretary  was 
directed  to  ^o  with  a  message  to  the  House  of 
Representatives,  and  ask  the  return  of  the  said 
bill  to  the  Senate,  together  with  the  amendments. 

The  bill,  entitled  *'An  act  concerning  invalid 
pensioners,"  was  read  the  second  time,  and  re- 
rerred  to  a  select  committee,  to  consider  and  re- 
port thereon ;  and  Messrs.  Franklin,  Gregg,  and 
Leib,  were  appointed  the  committee. 

Mr.  Oilman,  from  the  committee,  reported  the 
amendment  to  the  bill,  entitled  "An  act  author- 
izing the  discharge  oi  John  Kerr  from  his  im- 
prisonment," correctly  engi'ossed;  and  the  bill 
was  read  the  third  tiine  as  amended,  and  passed. 

Mr.  Bradley,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  bill,  entitled  ^'An  act  for  the  re- 
lief of  Amey  Dardin,  widow  and  representative 
of  David  Dardin,  deceased,"  reported  it  without 
amendment. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Batard.  it  was  agreed  that 
the  bill  making  provision  for  tne  establishment  of 
a  National  Bank  be  the  order  of  the  day  for  Fri- 
day next. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  third  reading  of  the 
bill  for  the  relief  of  Joseph  Snmmerl,  Simon 
Philipson,  William  Hamon,  Archibald  M'Galli 
and  Isaac  Clason,  as  afnended.  On  the  question, 
Shtll  this  bill  pass  as  amended?  it  was  deter- 
mined in  the  negative — yeas  14,  nays  18,  as 
follows: 

YsAs — ^Messrs.  Bayard,  Gharaplin,  German,  CKlea^ 
Gilman,  Goodrich,  Hillhouse,  Horsey,  Lloyd,  Meigs, 
Pickering,  Reed,  Smitb  of  Maryland,  and  Smith  of 
New  York. 

Nats — Mesan.  Anderson,  Bradley,  Campbell,  Claj» 
Condit,  Crawford,  Franklin,  Gaillard,  Gregg,  Lambert, 
Leib,  Mathewson,  Pope,  Bobinaon,  Sumter,  Tait,  Tor* 
ner  and  Whiteaide. 

So  the  bill  was  lost. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
brought  to  the  Senate,  agreeably  to  request,  the 
bill,  entitled  "An  act  regulating  the  Post  Office 
Establishment,"  together  with  the  amendmenta 
thereto. 

Mr.  Bradley,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  bill,  entitled  "An  act  for  the  re- 
lief of  Jared  Shattuck,"  reported  it  without 
amendment. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repreaentativea 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  passed 
a  bill,  entitled  "An  act  for  the  relief  of  William 
Baynham ;  also,  a  bill,  entitled  "An  act  providing 
for  the  printing  such  laws  of  the  United  States 
as  respect  the  public  lands ;"  in  which  bilb  they 
desire  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill  for  the  establishment  of  a  Cloar- 
termaster'a  department,  together  with  theamead-^ 
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ibrd,  Franklin,  Gregg,  Lambert,  Laib,  Mafhewaon, 

Pope,  Robinaon,  Sumter,  Tait,  Turner,  and  Whiteaide. 

Natb — Menra.  Bayard,  Brent,  Campbell,  Cham- 

SUd,  German,  Gilea,  Gilman,  Goodrich,  Hillhouae, 
lonej,  Lloyd,  Meiga,  Pickering,  Reed,  Smith  of  Mary- 
land, and  Smith  of  New  York.  * 

And  having  agreed  to  the  report  of  the  select 
cdnmittee,  the  President  reported  the  bill  to  the 
House  accordingly.  On  the  question,  Shall  this 
bill  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time  as  amended? 
it  was  determined  in  the  affirmative — yeas  16, 
nays  16.  as  follows : 

TiAS — Messrs.   Bayard,  Brent,  Campbell,  Cham- 

gin,  German,  Giles,  Gilman,  Goodrich,  Hillhouae, 
orsey,   Lloyd,    Meigs,   Pickering,  Reed,  Smith  of 
Maryland,  and  Smith  of  New  York. 

Natb — ^Measra.  Anderson,  Bradley,  Condit,  Craw- 
ford, Franklin,  Gaillard,  Gregg,  Lambert,  Leib,  Math- 
fliwaon,  Pope,  Robinson,  Sumter,  Tait,  Turner  and 
Whiteaide. 

The  Senate  being  equally  divided,  the  Presi- 
DBiCT  determined  the  question  in  the  affirmative. 


Tuesday,  April  10. 

Mr.  Whiteside,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  bill,  entitled  "An  act  to  exam- 
ine into  the  title  of  the  batture  in  front  of  the 
suburb  St.  Mary,"  reported  it  without  amendment. 

Mr.  Campbell,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  bill,  entitled  "An  act  for  the  re- 
lief of  John  Thompson,"  reported  it  without 
amendment. 

The  bill  to  enable  the  people  of  the  Territory 
of  Orleans  to  form  a  constitution  and  State  gov- 
ernment, and  for  the  admission  of  such  State  into 
the  Union  on  an  equal  footing  with  the  original 
States,  and  for  other  purposes,  was  read  the  sec- 
ond time. 

Mr.  Smith  of  Maryland,  from  the  committee 
to  whom  was  referred  the  bill,  entitled  *'An  act 
for  the  relief  of  Moses  Young,"  reported  it  with- 
out amendment. 

Mr.  Brbut,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  bill,  entitled  **An  act  to  amend  an  act 
entitled  *An  act  for  the  establishment  of  a  turn- 

eke  compaoy  in  the  county  of  Alexandria,  in  the 
istrict  of  Columbia,"  reported  it  with  an  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  Brent,  from  the  committee  to  whom  the 
subject  of  banks  was  referred,  reported  a  bill  to 
incorporate  the  Bank  of  Washington ;  which  was 
read  and  passed  to  the  second  reading. 

Mr.  TuBNER,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  recommitted  the  bill,  entitled  ^An  act  au- 
thorizing the  discharge  of  John  Kerr  from  his 
imprisonment,"  reported  it  with  an  amendment; 
which  was  read  and  agreed  to.  On  the  question, 
Shall  this  bill  be  read  a  third  time  as  amended? 
it  was  determined  in  the  affirmative. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  third  reading  of  the 
kill  for  the  preservation  of  peace  and  mainte- 
DSDce  of  the  authority  of  the  United  States  in 
Che  ports,  harbors,  and  waters,  under  their  juris- 
diction. And  on  motion,  by  Mr.  ANDSBSOif,  the 
Ml  was  recommitted  to  a  select  committee,  fur- 


ther to  consider  and  report  thereon ;  and  Messrs 
Anderson,  Bradley,  and  Hillbousb,  were  ap 
pointed  the  committee. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  RepresentatiTe 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  hare  passei 
a  bill,  entitled  ^'An  act  concerning  invalid  pes 
sioners,"  in  which  they  desire  the  concurrence  d 
the  Senate.  i 

The  bill  last  brought  up  for  concurrence  wi 
read  and  passed  to  a  second  reading.  i 

Mr.  Gilman,  from  the  committee,  reported  thi 
bill  for  the  relief  of  Joseph  Summer],  Simq 
Philipson,  William  Hamon,  Archibald  M'Ci^ 
and  Isaac  Clason,  correctly  engrossed. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Smith  of  Maryland,  tbs 
the  further  consideration  thereof  be  postpose 
until  to-morrow,  the  votes  were  equally  diridd 
and  the  President  determined  the  question  in  tli 
affirmative. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  tN 
Whole,  the  bill  to  amend  an  act  suppIemeDtaf 
to  an  act,  entitled  **Ad  act  to  incorporate  the  i 
habitants  of  the  City  of  Washington,  in  the  Dt 
trict  of  Columbia." 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Smith  of  Maryland.  I 
postpone  the  further  consideration  thereof  to  t^ 
first  Monday  in  December  next,  it  was  determisc 
in  the  affirmative — yeas  14.  nays  11,  as  follows! 

YiAS — Messrs.  Bayard,  Bradley,  Brent,  Clay.FnBl 
tin,  Gaillard,  Gilman,  Horsey,  Lambert,  Reed,  Smi 
of  Maryland,  Smith  of  New  York,  Tait,  and  Turncf 

Nats— Messrs.  Anderson,  Condit,  Goodrich,  Gnt 
Hillhouse,  Leib,  Lloyd,  Meigs,  Pickering,  Sumter,  u 
Whiteside.  | 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Brent,  the  bill  supplemej 
tary  to  an  act.  entitled  "An  act  concerning  tli 
District  of  Columbia,"  was  postponed  to  the  ii 
Monday  in  December  next. 

Mr.  Clat  presented  the  petition  of  Elisba  Wii 
ters,  stating  that,  in  the  years  1801,  1802.  ii 
1803,  the  wilderness  from  Natchez  to  Kentbel 
and  the  river  Mississippi,  was  infested  by  a  not 
rious  gang  of  highway  robbers,  headed  by  a  c« 
tain  Samuel  Mason,  and  that  the  petitioner  wi 
the  mean\  by  which  the  said  Mason  was  kille 
two  of  his  accomplices  apprehended  and  execute 
and  the  remainder  of  the  banditti  dispersed,  u 
praying  he  may  be  allowed  the  reward  offered  i 
theapprehensionofthe  said  Mason  by  the  Preside 
of  the  United  States,  or  by  the  tbeDGovernerof  ti 
Mississippi  Territory ;  and  the  petition  was  rea 
and  referred  to  a  select  committee,  to  consid 
and  report  thereoo;  and  Messrs.  Clat,  Wbit 
SIDE,  and  Cbawporo,  were  appointed  the  cot 
mittee. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  tl 
Whole,  the  bill  for  the  establishment  of  a  Claaru 
master's  department ;  and  it  was  agreed  that  t 
further  consideration  thereof  be  postponed  ao 
to-morrow. 

POST  OFFICE  ESTABLISHMENT. 

The  bill,  entitled  *'An  act  regulating  the  Po 
Office  Establish  meat,"  was  read  the  third  tio 
as  amended. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Qbruax,  that  it  be  reeot 
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the  title  of  the  tmiture,  in  froot  of  the  suburb  St. 
Mary ;  and  a  motion  was  made,  by  Mr.  White- 
siDB,  that  the  further  consideration  thereof  be 
postponed  to  the  first  Monday  in  December  next, 
asinstracted  by  the  committee  who  had  the  bill 
UDder  consideration  ;  and,  after  debate,  it  was  de- 
termined in  the  negati? e. 
The  bill,  entitled  **An  act  proTiding  for  the 
Tinting  and  di^trtbating  of  such  laws  of  the 
Jnited  States  as  respect  the  public  lands,"  was 
read  the  second  time. 


G 


Friday,  April  13. 

The  three  bilU  laat  broogbt  up  yesterday  for 
eoocurrence  were  read,  and  severally  passed  to 
the  second  reading. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Smith  of  Maryland, 

Reioived,  That  the  Secretary  for  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  Treasury  be  directed  to  report  to  the 
Senate  the  amount  of  the  outstanding  revenue 
bonds  on  the  first  dav  of  January  last,  with  the 
probable  expenses  of  collecting  the  same;  and 
the  amount  of  the  balance  then  remaining  in  the 
Treasury  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  Bradley,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  bill  making  further  provision 
for  the  corps  of  engineers,  reported  it  with  an 
amendment. 

The  bill,  entitled  "An  act  to  establish  post 
roads,"  was  read  the  second  time  by  uaanimous 
consent. 

The  bill,  entitled  "An  act  providing  for  the 
better  accommodation  of  the  General  Post  Office 
aod  Patent  Office,  and  for  other  purposes,"  was 
read  the  second  time  by  unanimous  consent,  and 
referred  to  a  select  committee,  to  consider  and 
report  thereon ;  and  Messrs.  Smith  of  Maryland, 
Gregg,  and  fiRADLSY,  were  appointed  the  com- 
mittee. 

The  bill  to  erect  a  light-house  at  the  entrance  of 
Scituate  harbor;  a  atone  column  on  thespitof  sand 
at  the  entrance  into  Boston  harbor ;  and  a  beacon 
OQ  Beach  Poinl«  near  Plymouth  harbor,  in  the 
State  of  MassacDUsetts ;  a  light  at  the  ent.^anee  of 
Bayou  St.  John,  into  Lake  Pontchartrain ;  and  a 
light  on  Bird  Island,  near  the  eastern  extremity 
of  Lake  Erie;  was  read  the  second  time,  and  re- 
ferred to  a  select  committee,  to  consist  of  five 
members,  to  consider  and  report  thereon ;  and 
Messrs.  Lloyd,  Smith  of  Maryland,  Grboo, 
Bhioley,  and  Msios,  were  appointed  the  com- 
mittee. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Brent,  the  bill,  entitled 
"An  act  to  amend  the  act,  entitled  'An  act  for  the 
establishment  of  a  turnpike  company  in  the  coun- 
ty of  Alexandria,  ia  the  Diatrict  of  Columbia,'' 
was  recommitted  to  a  select  committee,  further 
to  consider  and  report  thereon  ;  and  Messrs. 
Brent,  Robinson,  and  Pope,  were  appointed  the 
committee. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  tne  Senate  that  the  House  asrree  to 
^me,  and  disagree  to  other,  amendments  of  the 
Senate  to  the  bill,  entitled  ^^An  act  regulating  the 
Post  Office  Batablishment. 


The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  amend- 
ments disagreed  to  by  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives to  the  bill,  entitled  "An  act  regulating  the 
Post  Office  Establishment ;"  and,  on  motion  by 
Mr.  Anucrson, 

Netolved,  That  they  insist  on  their  fourtb 
amendment;  that  they  recede  from  their  sixth 
and  eighth  amendments ;  and  agree  to  the  modi- 
fication of  the  ninth  amendment. 

The  bill  for  the  establishment  of  a  duarter- 
master's  department  was  read  the  third  time  as 
amended ;  and  some  of  the  blanks  having  been 
filled  ;  on  motion,  by  Mr.  Pickering,  the  bill  was- 
recommitted  to  a  select  committee,  further  to  con- 
sider and  report  thereon  ;  and  Messrs.  PickerinO|. 
Anoerson,  and  Leib,  were  appointed  the  com- 
mittee. 

'  The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the- 
Whole,  the  bill,  entitled  *'An  act  for  the  relief  of 
John  Thompson  ;"  and,  on  motion  by  Mr.  Hill* 
HOtTSE,  the  further  consideration  thereof  was 
postponed. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Hillhousb, 

Besolved,  That  the  petition  of  John  Thomp- 
son, together  with  his  account  agffinst  the  United 
States  for  moneys  advanced  in  the  Revolutionary 
war,  and  the  vouchers  accompanying  the  same,, 
be  referred  to  the  Secretary  for  the  Department 
of  the  Treasury,  to  examine  and  report  the  facts 
aod  his  opinion  thereon. 

Mr.  Pickering,  from  the  committee  to  whoih 
was  recommitted  the  bill  for  the  establishment  of. 
a  Quartermaster's  department,  reported  it  with 
amendments. 

The  bill,  entitled  "An  act  for  the  relief  of  Wil- 
liam Baynham,"  was  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill  concerning  the  society  of  the  or- 
der of  La  Trappe ;  and,  having  amended  the  bill, 
the  President  reported  it  to  the  House  according- 
ly. On  the  question.  Shall  this  bill  be  engrossed 
and  read  the  third  time  as  amended  ?  it  was  de- 
termined in  the  affirmative. 


Saturday,  April  14. 

Mr.  Brent,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
recommitted  the  bill,  entitled  "An  act  to  amend  an 
act,  entitled  'An  act  for  the  establishment  of  a  turn* 
pike  company  in  the  county  of  Alexandria,  in  the 
District  of  Columbia,"  reported  it  with  an  amend- 
ment ;  which  was  considered  as  in  Committee  of 
the  Whole  and  agreed  to ;  and  the  President  re- 
ported the  bill  to  the  House  accordingly.  On  the 
question.  Shall  this  bill  be  read  a  third  time  as 
amendea?  it  was  determined  in  the  affirmative. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Smith  of  Maryland,  it  was. 
agreed  that  the  further  consideration  of  the  bill 
making  provision  for  the  establishment  of  a  Na- 
tional Bank,  be  the  order  of  the  day  for  Monday 
next. 

T^e  bill,  entitled  '*An  act  to  alter  the  times  of, 
holding  the  circuit  court  of  the  United  States  for 
the  district  of  Maryland,"  was  read  the  second, 
time,  and  referred  to  a  select  committee,  to  con- 
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ments  reported  thereto  by  the  select  committee, 
and  baviog  adopted  tbe  amendments,  and  having 
further  amended  tbe  bill,  tbe  President  reported 
it  to  the  House  accordingly.  On  tbe  question, 
Shall  this  bill  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time 
as  amended  ?  it  was  determined  in  tbe  affirmative. 

Mr.  Oilman,  from  the  committee,  reported  that 
they  bad  reeiamined  the  amendments  to  the  bill, 
entitled  "An  act  regulating  tbe  Post  Office  Es 
tablishment,"  and  that  they  were  correctly  en- 
grossed ;  aad  the  Secretary  returned  the  bill,  to- 
g ether  with  the  amendments,  to  the  House  of 
Lepresentatrves. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  coDslderation  of  tbe 
motion  made  on  tbe  18tb  of  January,  for  an 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  tbe  United 
States  respecting  titles  of  nobility,  together  with 
the  amendments  reported  by  the  select  committee; 
and  an  amendment  wat<  sunmitted  by  Mr.  Read; 
and,  also,  an  amendment  was  submitted  by  Mr. 
Lloyd;  and  it  was  acreed  that  tbe  further  con- 
sideration thereof  be  the  order  of  the  day  for  to* 
morrow. 

On  motion,  it  was  agreed  that  tbe  further  con- 
sideration of  tbe  bill,  entitled  ^'An  act  to  examine 
into  the  title  of  the  natture  in  font  of  the  suburb 
of  St.  Mary,''  be  the  order  of  the  day  for  to- 
morrow. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Turner,  tbe  bill,  entitled 
"An  act  for  the  relief  of  John  Minor,  adminis- 
trator of  Reuben  Minor,"  was  referred  to  a  select 
committee  to  consider  and  report  thereon ;  and 
Messrs.  Turner,  Gregg,  and  Smith,  of  New 
Tork  were  appointed  tbe  committee. 

Mr.  Llotd  gave  notice  that,  to-morrow,  be 
should  ask  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  erect  a  light* 
house  at  tbe  entrance  of  Sciiuate  harbor,  a  stone 
column  on  a  spit  of  ^and  at  tbe  entrance  into 
Boston  harbor,  and  a  beacon  on  Beach  point, near 
Plymouth  harbor,  in  the  State  of  MassaohusettSt 
and  a  light  at  the  entrance  of  bayoa  St»  JjohD  iaio 
Lake  Ponchartrain. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  id  Oommittee  of  the 
Whole,  tbe  bill,  entitled  ''An  act  to  amend  an 
•ef,  entitled  *An  act  for  the  establishment  of  a 
turnpike  company  in  tbe  county  of  Alexandria, 
in  tbe  District  of  Columbia ;"  together  with  the 
ameDdment  reported  thereto  by  the  select  com- 
mittee, and,  having  agreed  to  the  amendment,  the 
President  reported  the  bill  to  the  House  amended 
accordingly.  On  the  question,  Shall  this  bill  be 
read  a  third  time  as  amended  ?  it  was  determined 
ia  the  affirmative. 

Mr.  Brent,  from  tbe  committee  on  the  subject 
of  banks,  reported  a  bill  to  incorporate  the  Bank 
of  Potomac  ;  which  was  read,  and  passed  to  tbe 
aecond  reading* 

Mr.  Bradlet  submitted  for  consideration  an 
amendment  to  the  bill,  enttiled  **Aq  act  for  the 
relief  of  Elizabeth  Hamilton;  also,  an  amend- 
ment to  the  bill,  entitled  "An  act  for  the  relief  of 
Jared  Shatluck ;"  which  were  severally  read. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  ia  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  tbe  bill  entitled  ^'An  act  for  the  relief  of 
John  Thompson ;"  and,  after  debate,  tbe  Senate 
adjoomed. 


Thursday,  April  1%, 

The  bill,  entitled  **An  act  for  tbe  relief  of 
William  Baynham,^'  was  read  tbe  second  lime, 
and  passed  to  the  third  reading. 

The  bill  to  incorporate  the  Bank  of  Potomac 
was  read  the  second  time ;  and,  on  motioD  by 
Mr.  Anderson,  tbe  further  consideration  thereof 
was  postponed  until  the  first  Monday  in  Deerm-I 
ber  next. 

Mr.  Anderson,  from  the  committee  to  wboni 
was  recommitted  tbe  bill  for  the  preservation  ol 
peace,  and  the  maintefiance  of  the  authority  o^ 
tbe  United  States,  in  the  ports,  harbors^  vA 
waters,  under  their  jurisdiction,  reported  it  will 
amendments ;  which  were  read.  j 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Bradley,  the  bill  makioi 
further  provision  for  the  corps  of  engineers  wij 
referred  to  a  select  committee,  to  consider  i\A 
report  thereon;  and  Messrs.  Bradley,  GsEoa 
and  Smith,  of  New  York,  were  appointed  tb 
committee. 

Mr.  Lloyd  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  brioj 
in  a  bill  to  erect  a  light-house  at  the  eotraoceo 
Scituate  harbor }  a  stone  column  on  a  spit  o 
sand  at  the  entrance  into  Boston  harbor;  aod : 
beacon  on  Beach  Point,  near  Plymouth  harbor,ii 
the  State  of  Massachusetts;  a  light  at  the  en 
trance  of  Bayou  St.  John,  into  Lake  PoDtcbii 
train  ;  and  a  light  on  Bird  Island,  near  the  eas 
em  extremity  of  Lake  Brie ;  which  bill  was  reu 
and  pa?(sed  to  a  second  reading. 

Mr.  Oilman,  from  the  committee,  reported  tb 
bill  for  the  establishment  of  a  Quartermaster 
department,  ciirrectly  engrossed,  and  tbe  furihfl 
consideration  thereof  was  postponed  until  \A 
morrow.  *  ' 

The  Senate  resumed  tbe  consideration  of  tlj 
motion  made  on  the  18th  January,  for  an  amen^ 
ment  to  the  Constitution  of  the  United  Sui^ 
respecting  titles  of  nobility,  together  with  ill 
amendment  proposed  thereto  on  the  30th  Marcl 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Giles,  that  the  further  co^ 
sideratioa  thenwf  be  postponed  to  the  next  5« 
sion  of  Congress,  it  was  determined  in  the  negi 
tive— yeas  16.  nays  18,  as  follows: 

TiAs — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bradley,  CampbeH,  C^ 
dit,  Franklim  Gaillavd,  Geiman,  Giles,  GilmsB,  Gn^ 
Laasbert,  Mathewson,  Meigs,  and  Robinnn. 

Nats — Messrs.  Brsnt,  Champlin,  CIsy,  CnwfM 
Goodrich,  HiUhouae,  Horsey,  Leib,  Lloyd,  Pickeriq 
Pope,  Reed,  Smith  of  Maryland,  Smith  of  Ifew  Yo^ 
Sumter,  Tait,  Turner,  and  Whiteside. 
*  Ordered^  That  the  furtherconsideratioo  lhere< 
be  postponed  until  Monday  next. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representativi 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  pass< 
a  bill,  entitled  ^^An  act  to  establish  post  roads 
a  bill  entitled  "An  act  to  alter  the  times  of  boll 
ing  the  circuit  court  of  the  United  States  for  li 
district  of  Maryland  ;  also  a  bill,  entitled  '^An  ai 
for  the  better  accommodation  of  the  General  Po 
Office  and  Patent  Office,  and  for  other  purposes 
in  which  bills  they  desire  the  concurrence  of  il 
Senate. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  tl 
Wholcj  the  bill,  entitled  "^An  act  to  examine  ini 
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committee,  to  consider  aod  report  thereon;  and 
Messrs.  Bradlbt,  Pope,  and  Greqq,  were  ap* 
pointed  the  committee. 

Mr.  Smith,  of  Maryland,  presented  the  petition 
of  Peter  F.  Duberery,  stating  that  he  is  owner  of 
the  brigantine  Alexandrine,  seized  for  an  alleged 
breach  of  the  revenae  laws,  and  praying  relief, 
for  reasons  stated  at  large  in  the  petition ;  which 
was  read,  and  referred  to  the  committee  last  men- 
tioned, to  consider  and  report  thereon., 

The  bill  brought  up  on  Saturday  last  from  the 
House  of  Representatives,  entitled  **  An  act- pro- 
viding for  the  sale  of  certain  lands  in  the  Indiana 
Territory,  and  for  other  purposes^^was  read  and 
passed  to  the- second  reading. 

Mr.  Bradley,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  bill,  entitled  "An  act  authorizing 
a  detachment  from  the  militia  of  the  United 
States,"  reported  it  without  amendment. 

The  bill,  entitled  "  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mar- 
garet Lapsley,  Grove  Pomeroy,  Arthur  St.  Clair, 
David  Blackwell,  Lucy  Dixon,  and  John  Mur- 
ray," was  read  the  second  time,  and  referred  to 
a  select  committee  to  consider  and  report  thereon ; 
aod  Messrs. Crawford,  Leib,  and  Bradley,  were 
appointed  the  committee. 

The  bill,  entitled  "An  act  to  examine  into  the 
title  of  the  batture  in  front  of  the  suburb  St. 
Mary,"  was  read  the  third  time. 

On  the  question.  Shall  this  bill  pass  as  amended? 
it  was  determined  in  the  affirmative — yeas  16, 
nays  15,  as  follows : 

YsAt — Messrs.  Bayard,  Brent,  ChampUn,  Condit, 
GaiUard,  Gerxnan,  Gilman,  Goodrich,  Honey,  Leib, 
Meigs,  Pope,  Reed,  Smith  of  Maryland,  and  Smith  of 
New  York. 

NATs-^esars.  Anderson,  Bradley,  Crawford,  Frank- 
lin, Giles,  Gregg,  Hillhouse,  Lambert,  Lloyd,  Picker- 
ing, Robmson,  Sumter,  Tait,  Turner,  and  Whiteside. 

So  it  was  Resolved^  That  this  bill  pass  with 
amendments. 

The  bill  for  the  establishment  of  a  Quarter- 
masterb  department  was  read  the  third  time  as 
amended;  and  the  blank  having  been  filled  with 
the  words  "  fifteen  hundred,"  it  was 

Resolved^  That  this  bill  pass,  and  that  the  title 
thereof  be  "An  act  for  the  establishment  of  a 
Quartermaster's  department." 

The  Senate  took  into  consideration  the  resolu- 
tion of  the  House  of  Representatives' requesting 
a  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  on  the  bill,  entitled  "An  act  regulating 
the  Post  Office  Establishment;"  and,  having 
agreed  thereto,  Messrs.  Goodrich,  Franklin, 
and  Reed,  were  appointed  the  managers  on  the 
part  of  the  Senate. 

The  engrossed  bill,  entitled  !^  An  act  to  amend 
an  act,  entitled  ^An  act  for  the  establisfhment  of  a 
turnpike  company  in  the  county  of  Alexandria, 
in  the  District  of  Columbia,"  was  read  the  third 
time  as  amended,  and  passed. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill  making  provision  for  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  National  Bank;  and,  after  debate, 
the  Senate  adjourned. 


Tuesday,  April  17. 

The  Vice  President  being  absent,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  the  election  of  a  President  pro  tern., 
as  the  Constitution  provides ;  and  the  Hon.  Jobn 
Qaillard  was  elected. 

Ordered,  That  the  Secretary  wail  on  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  anu  acquaint  him  that 
the  Senate  have,  in  the  absence  of  the  Vice  Pres- 
inENT,  elected  the  Hon.  John  Gaillard,  Presi- 
dent of  the  Senate  pro  tempore. 

Ordered,  That  the  Secretary  make  a  like  com- 
munication to  the  House  of  Representatives. 

Mr.  Meigs  presented  the  petition  of  Robert 
Robinson,  stating  that  on  the  first  of  Janaary, 
1805,  he  was  appointed  clerk  to  the  Board  of 
Commissioners  (ot  land  claims)  in  the  district  of 
Kaskaskia,  and  that  he  continued  to  discharge  the 
duties  of  that  office  until  the  final  adjudication 
of  the  claims  pending,  and  praying  compensation 
for  his  services,  for  reasons  stated  at  large  in  the 
petition  ;  which  was  read,  and  referred  to  a  select 
committee  to  consider  and  report  thereon  by  bill 
or  otherwise ;  and  Messrs.  Meigs,  Bradley,  and 
Franklin,  were  appointed  the  committee. 

Mr.  Clay,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred,  on  the  lOih  instant,  the  petition  of  £li- 
sha  Winters,  made  report;  and  the  report  was 
read. 

Mr.  Bayard  presented  the  resolution  of  the 
Legislature  of  the  State  of  Delaware,  disapprov* 
ing  the  proposition  of  the  Legislature  of  the  State 
of  Massachusetts  for  an  amendment  to  the  Coa- 
stitution  of  the  United  States  on  the  subject  of 
embargoes;  which  was  read. 

Mr.  Clay  presented  the  petition  of  William 
Harding,  senior,  of  the  State  of  Kentucky,  pray- 
ing compensation  for  his  expenditures  during  the 
late  Indian  war  in  the  Western  country;  and, 
also,  for  personal  services  and  sufi*erings,  as  stated 
at  large  in  his  petition,  which  was  read,  and  re- 
ferred to  a  select  committee  to  consider  and  re- 
port thereon ;  and  Messrs.  Clay,  Hillhoitsb, 
and  Bradley,  were  appointed  the  committee. 

Mr.  Whiteside,  from  the  committee  appointed 
on  the  subject,  reported  a  bill  supplementary  to 
an  act,  entitled  "An  act  for  the  relief  of  persons 
imprisoned  for  debt;''  which  was  read  and  passed 
to  the  second  reading. 

The  bill,  entitled  "An  act  providing  for  the  sale 
of  certain  lands  in  the  Indiana  Territory^  and  for 
other  purposes,"  was  read  the  second  time,  and 
referred  to  a  select  committee,  to  consider  and 
report  thereon;  and  Messrs.  Anderson,  Hill- 
house,  and  Gregg,  were  appointed  the  commit- 
tee. 

Mr.  German  gave  notice  that,  to-morrow,  he 
should  ask  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  for  the  relief 
of  Isaac  Clasbn. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill  making  provision  for  the  estab^ 
lisbment  of  a  National  Bank ;  and  a  motion  was 
made,  by  Mr.  Hillhouse,  to  strike  out  the  first 
section  of  the  bill;  and  a  proposition  was  also 
made,  by  Mr.  Pope,  to  strike  out,  after  the  enact- 
ing words,  the  residue  of  the  bill,  for  the  purpose 
df  introducing  a  substitute ;  and,  after  debate,  it 
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aider  and  report  thereon ;  and  Messrs.  Smith  of 
Marylaad.  Horsey,  and  Clat,  were  appointed 
the  committee.  % 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  passed 
a  bill,  entitled  *'An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ma rg^aret 
Lapsley,  Grove  Pomeroy,  Arthur  St.  Clair,  David 
Blackwell,  Lucy  Dixon,  and  John  Murray,"  in 
which  bill  they  desire  the  concurrence  of  the 
Senate. 

The  bill  last  brought  up  for  concurrence  was 
read,  and  passed  to  a  second  reading. 

Mr.  Franklin,  from*  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  bill,  entitled  ''An  act  concerning 
invalid  pensioners,"  reported  it  with  amend- 
ments. 

Mr.  GiLHAN,  from  the  committee,  reported  the 
bill  concerning  the  society  of  the  order  of  La 
Trappe,"  correctly  engrossed ;  and  the  bill  was 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill  for  the  establishment  of  a  Quar- 
termaster's department,  together  with  the  amend- 
ments reported  thereto;  and,  having  agreed  to 
the  amendments,  the  President  reported  the  bill 
to  the  House  accordingly.  On  the  question.  Shall 
this  bill  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time  as 
amended  ?  it  was  determined  in  the  affirmative. 

Mr.  Lloyd,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  bill  for  the  erection  of  certain  light- 
houses, reported  it  with  amendments;  which  were 
read  and  considered,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  and  agreed  to;  and  the  President  re- 
ported the  bill  to  the  House  accordingly.  On  the 
question.  Shall  this  bill  be  engrossed  and  read  a 
third  time  as  amended  7  it  was  determined  in  the 
affirmative. 

Mr.  Anderson,  from  the  committee  appointed 
on  the  30ih  of  March,  on  the  subject  of  Indian 
trading-houses,  reported  sundry  letters  relative 
thereto;  which  were  ordered  to  be  printed. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Smith,  of  Maryland,  the 
bill,  entitled  '*An  act  to  establish  post  roads,"  was 
referred  to  a  select  committee,  to  consider  and 
report  thereon,  and  Messrs.  Smith,  of  Maryland, 
German,  and  Cbamplin,  were  appointed  the 
committee. 

The  President  communicated  a  letter  directed 
to  him,  and  signed  Richard  Bland  Lee,  on  the 
subject  of  his  claim  for  compensation;  which 
was  referred  to  the  committee  to  whom  was  re- 
committed, on  the  2d  instant,  Mr.  Lee's  petition 
and  the  papers  accompanying  it. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  insist  on 
their  disagreement  to  the  fourth  amendment  of 
the  Senate  to  the  bill,  entitled  "An  act  regulating 
the  Post  Office  Establishment ;"  they  ask  a  con- 
ference on  the  subject,  and  have  appointed  man- 
agers on  their  part.  The  House  ot  Representa- 
tives have  passed  a  bill,  entitled  ^An  act  provid- 
ing for  the  sale  of  certain  lands  in  the  Indiana 
Territory,  and  for  other  purposes ;  in  which  bill 
they  desire  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  GiLMAN,  from  the  committee,  reported  the 
bill  for  the  establishment  of  a  Quartermaster's 


department,  correctly  engrossed.  He,  also,  re- 
ported, from  the  committee,  the  bill  for  the  erec- 
tion of  certain  light-houses  correctly  engrossed; 
and,  on  motion  by  Mr.  LloyD;  the  bill  last  men- 
tioned was,  by  unanimous  consent,  read  a  third 
time,  and  the  title  amended. 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass,  and  that  the  title 
thereof  be  "An  act  to  erect  a  light-house  at  the 
entrance  of  Scituate  harbor;  a  stone  column  on 
a  spit  of  sand  at  the  entrance  into  Boston  harbor; 
and  a  beacon  on  Beach  Point,  near  Plymouth  har- 
bor, in  the  State  of  Massachusetts;  a  light  at  the 
entrance  of  the  Bayou  St.  John,  into  Lake  Font- 
chartrain,  and  two  lights  on  Lake  Erie." 

BATTURE  AT  NEW  ORLEANS. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill,  entitled  "An  act  to  examine  into 
the  title  of  the  batture  in  front  of  the  suburb  Sl 
Mary." 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Anderson,  to  strike  out, 
section  1,  lines  21  and  22,  the  following  words: 
"  together  with  their  opinion  thereon,  respecting 
the  title  aforesaid:"  it  was  determined  in  the 
affirmati^e-^yeas  17,  nays  14,  as  follows: 

YxAS — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bradley,  Campbell,  Craw- 
ford, Franklin,  Gaillard,  Gilman,  Gregg,  HillhouK, 
Lloyd,  Mathewson,  Meigs,  Pickering,  Robinson,  Tail, 
Turner,  and  Whiteside. 

Nats — Messrs.  Brent,  ChampUn,  Clay,  Condit.  Ger- 
man, Goodrich,  Horsey,  Lambert,  Leib,  Pope,  Keed, 
Smith  of  Maryland,  Smith  of  New  York,  and  Sumter. 

On  motion,  bv  Mr.  Clat,  to  insert,  in  liea  of  I 
the  words  stricken  out,  the  following  words:  i 
"together  with  the  laws,  usages,  edicts,  or  customs, 
upon  which  the  said  title  may  depend,  and  which 
they  shall  also  collect  and  arrange:"  it  was  deter- 
mined in  the  affirmative — yeas  18,  nays  13,  as 
follows : 

Yeas — Messrs.  Brent,  ChampUn,  Clay,  Condit,  Gail- 
lard, German,  Giiman,  Goodrich,  Honey,  Lambert, 
Leib,  Meiga,  Pope,  Reed,  Smith  of  Maryland,  Smith 
of  New  York,  Tait,  and  Whiteside. 

Nats — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bradl^,  Campbell,  Craw- 
ford, FrankKn,  Gregg,  Hillhouse,  Lloyd,  Mathewtoa, 
Pickering,  Robinaon,  Sumter,  and  Tomer. 

The  bill  having  been  further  amended,  the 
President  reported  it  to  (he  House  accordingly. 
On  Che  question,  Shall  this  bill  be  read  a  third 
time  as  amended  ?  it  was  determined  in  the  affir- 
mative— yeas  15,  nays  15,  as  follows : 

YsAB — Messrs.  Brent,  ChampUn,  Clay,  Condit,  Gail- 
lard, German,  Giiman,  Goodrich,  Horaey,  Leib,  Meigs, 
Pope,  Reedy  Smith  of  Maryland,  and  Smith  of  New 
York. 

NATs-^Messrs.  Anderson,  Bradley,  Crawlbrd,  Frank- 
lin, Gregg,  Hillhottse,  Lambert,  Lloyd,  Mathewaon, 
Pickering,  Robinaon,  Sumter,  Tait,  Tomer,  and  White- 
aide. 

The  Senate  being  equally  divided,  the  Pbesi- 
DENT  determined  the  question  in  the  affirmative. 


Monday,  April  16. 
On  motion,  by  Mr.  Bradley,  the  bill  entitled 
"An  act  for  the  relief  of  William  W,  Weymouth 
and  Joseph  P.  Weeks,''  was  referred  to  a  select 


657 


HISTORY  OF  CONGRESS- 


658 


APB(^  1810. 


Proceedings. 


Sbnati. 


committee,  to  consider  and  report  thereon;  and 
Messrs.  BradlbT)  Pope,  and  Gregq,  were  ap* 
pointed  the  committee. 

Mr.  Smith*  of  Maryland,  presented  the  petition 
of  Peter  F.  Duberery.  stating  that  he  is  owner  of 
the  brigantine  Alexandrine^  seized  for  an  alleged 
breach  of  the  rerenae  laws,  and  praying  relief, 
for  rea.<«ons  stated  at  large  in  the  petition ;  which 
was  read,  and  referred  to  the  committee  last  men* 
tioned,  to  consider  and  report  thereon. 

The  bill  brought  up  on  Saturday  last  from  the 
Hoase  of  Representatives,  entitled  **  An  act  pro- 
▼idiog  for  the  sale  of  certain  lands  in  the  Indiana 
Territory,  and  for  other  purposes4^was  read  and 
passed  to  the- second  reading. 

Mr.  Bbadlet,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  bill,  entitled  *'An  act  authorizing 
a  detachment  from  the  militia  of  the  United 
States,"  reported  it  without  amendment. 

The  bill,  entitled  "  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mar- 
jniret  L;ipsley,  Grove  Pomeroy,  Arthur  St.  Clair, 
David  Blackwell,  Lucy  Dixon,  and  John  Mur- 
ray," was  read  the  second  time,  and  referred  to 
a  select  committee  to  consider  and  report  thereon ; 
aod  Messrs.  Crawforo,  Leib,  and  Bradley,  were 
tppoiQted  the  committee. 

The  bill,  entitled  "An  act  to  examine  into  the 
title  of  the  batture  in  front  of  the  suburb  St. 
Mary,"  was  read  the  third  time. 

Oq  the  question,  Shall  this  bill  pass  as  amended? 
it  was  determined  in  the  affirmative — yeas  16, 
nays  15,  as  follows : 

YxAs — ^Measn.  Bayard,  Brent,  ChampUn,  Condit, 
Gaillard,  German,  Gilman,  Goodrich,  Honey,  Leib, 
Meigs,  Pope,  Reed,  Smith  of  Maryland,  and  Smith  of 
New  York. 


Nirs-^easn.  Anderson,  Bradley,  Crawford,  Frank- 
Ud,  Giles,  Gregg,  Hillhouse,  Lambert,  Lloyd,  Picker- 
iog,  Robinson,  Sumter,  Tait,  Turner,  and  Whiteside. 

So  it  was  Besolvedf  That  this  bill  pass  with 
amendments. 

The  bill  for  the  establishment  of  a  Quarter- 
master^  department  was  read  the  third  time  as 
amended ;  and  the  blank  having  been  filled  with 
the  words  "  fifteen  hundred,"  it  was 

Resolved^  That  this  bill  pass,  and  that  the  title 
thereof  be  ^An  act  for  the  establishment  of  a 
Qaartermaster's  department." 

The  Senate  took  into  consideration  the  resolu- 
tion of  the  House  of  Representatives' requesting 
a  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  on  the  bill,  entitled  "An  act  regulating 
the  Post  Office  Establishment;"  and,  having 
agreed  thereto,  Messrs.  Goodricb,  Franklin, 
and  Reeo,  were  appointed  the  managers  on  the 
part  of  the  Senate. 

The  engrossed  bill,  entitled  .**'  An  act  to  amend 
ao  act,  entitled  ^An  act  for  the  establishment  of  a 
turnpike  company  in  the  county  of  Alexandria, 
in  the  District  of  Columbia,"  was  read  the  third 
time  as  amended,  and  passed. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill  making  provision  for  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  National  Bank;  and,  after  debate, 
the  Senate  adjourned. 


TuESOAY,  April  17. 

The  Vice  pREBinENT  being  absent,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  the  election  of  a  President  pro  tern,, 
as  the  Constitution  provides ;  and  the  Hon.  John 
Qaillaro  was  elected. 

Ordered,  That  the  Secretarv  wait  on  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  and  acquaint  him  that 
'the  Senate  have,  in  the  absence  of  the  Vice  Pres- 
lOENT,  elected  the  Hon.  John  Gaillaro,  Presi- 
dent of  the  Senate  pro  tempore. 

Ordered,  That  the  Secretary  make  a  like  com- 
munication to  the  House  of  Representatives. 

Mr.  Meios  presented  the  petition  of  Robert 
Robinson,  stating  that  on  the  first  of  January, 
1805,  he  was  appointed  clerk  to  the  Board  of 
Commissioners  Tof  land  claims)  in  the  district  of 
Kaskaskia,  and  that  he  continued  to  discharge  the 
duties  of  that  office  until  the  final  adjudication 
of  the  claims  pending,  and  praying  compensation 
for  his  services,  for  reasons  stated  at  large  in  the 
petition  ;  which  was  read,  and  referred  to  a  select 
committee  to  consider  and  report  thereon  by  bill 
or  otherwise ;  and  Messrs.  Meigs,  Bradley,  and 
Franklin,  were  appointed  the  committee. 

Mr.  Clay,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred,  on  the  10th  instant,  the  petition  of  £li- 
sha  Winters,  made  report;  and  the  report  waa 
read. 

Mr.  Bayard  presented  the  resolution  of  the 
Legislature  of  the  State  of  Delaware,  disapprov- 
ing the  proposition  of  the  Legislature  of  the  state 
of  Massachusetts  for  an  amendment  to  the  Cou- 
stitution  of  the  United  States  on  the  subject  of 
embargoes;  which  was  read. 

Mr.  Clay  presented  the  petition  of  William 
Harding,  senior,  of  the  State  of  Kentucky,  pray- 
ing compensation  for  his  expenditures  during  the 
late  Indian  war  in  the  Western  country;  and, 
also,  for  personal  services  and  sufferings,  as  stated 
at  large  in  his  petition,  which  was  read,  and  re- 
ferred to  a  select  committee  to  consider  and  re- 
port thereon ;  and  Messrs.  Clay,  HiLLHoaas, 
and  Bradley,  were  appointed  the  committee. 

Mr.  Whiteside,  from  the  committee  appointed 
on  the  subject,  reported  a  bill  supplementary  to 
an  act,  entitled  "An  act  for  the  relief  of  persons 
imprisoned  for  debt ;"  which  was  read  and  passed 
to  the  second  reading. 

The  bill,  entitled  '*An  act  providing  for  the  sale 
of  certain  lands  in  the  Indiana  Territory^  and  for 
other  purposes,"  was  read  the  second  time,  and 
referred  to  a  select  committee,  to  consider  and 
report  thereon;  and  Messrs.  Anderson,  Hill- 
house,  and  Greqo,  were  appointed  the  commit- 
tee. 

Mr.  German  gave  notice  that,  to-morrow,  he 
should  ask  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  for  the  relief 
of  Isaac  Clasbn. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill  making  provision  for  the  estab<- 
lisbment  of  a  National  Bank ;  and  a  motion  waa 
made,  by  Mr.  Hillhouse,  to  strike  out  the  first 
section  of  the  bill ;  and  a  proposition  was  also 
made,  by  Mr.  Pope,  to  strike  out,  after  the  enact- 
ing words,  the  residue  of  the  bill,  for  the  purpose 
of  introducing  a  aubatitute ;  and,  after  debate^  it 
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Friday,  April  20. 

The  resolutioQ  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of 
thf  Senate  to  pay,  out  of  the  contiogent  fund,  to 

Henry  Miller  and  others dollars  each,  was 

read  the  second  time. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  ToRNERf  to  amend  the  res- 
olution, so  as  to  include  the  Chaplains,  it  passed 
in  the  negative. 

Orderly  That  the  resolution  pass  to  a  third 
reading. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatires 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  passed 
the  bill,  entitled** An  act  concerning  the  com- 
mercial intercourse  between  the  United  States 
and  Great  Britain  and  France,  and  their  depend- 
encies, and  for  other  purposes,"  in  which  they 
desire  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 

The  bill  last  brought  up  for  concurrence  was 
read,  and  passed  to  the  second  reading. 
«  Mr.  Oilman,  from  the  committee,  reported  the 
amendments  to  the  bill,  entitled  "An  act  to  estab- 
lish post  roads,"  correctly  engrossed ;  and  the  bill 
was  read  the  third  time  a&  amended ;  and,  on 
motion,  by  Mr.  Turner,  it  was  agreed,  by  unani- 
mous consent,  further  to  amend  the  bill. 

Besolved,  That  this  bill  pass  with  amendments. 

The  resolution  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, prolonging  the  session  to  the  first  day  of 
May  next,  was  read  the  second  tise,  and  passed 
to  tne  third  reading. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
motion  made  on  the  18th  of  January,  for  an 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States  respecting  titles  of  nobility,  together  with 
the  amendments  proposed  thereto;  and,  after  de- 
bate, on  motion,  by  Mr.  Bradley,  the  further 
consideration  thereof  was  postponed;  and,  on 
motion,  by  Mr.  Reed,  made  the  order  of  the  day 
for  Monday  next. 

The  bill,  entitled  <<  An  act  to  allow  the  benefit 
of  drawback  on  merchandise  transported  by  land 
conveyance  from  Newport  to  Boston,  and  from 
Boston  to  Newport,  in  like  manner  as  if  the 
same  were  transported  coastwise,"  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 

The  bill,  entitled  <' An  act  for  the  relief  of 
Moses  Young,"  was  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed. 

Mr.  Crawford,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  bill,  entitled  "  An  act  for  the  re- 
lief of  Margaret  Lapsley,  Grove  Pomeroy,  Ar- 
thur St.  Clair,  David  Blackwell,  Lucy  Uixon, 
and  John  Murray,"  reported  it  without  amend- 
ment. 

TERRITORY  OP  ORLEANS. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill  to  enable  the  people  of  the  Ter- 
ritory of  Orleans  to  form  a  constitution  and  State 
government,  and  for  the  admission  of  such  State 
into  the  Union  on  an  equal  footing  with  the 
original  States,  and  for  other  purposes ;  and,  on 
motion,  by  Mr.  Clay,  to  amend  the  bill,  by  ad- 
ding, at  the  end  of  the  third  section,  the  follow- 
ing words : 

•*  Providedffurther,  That  the  said  convention  shall, 


Saturday,  April  21. 

Mr.  Smith,  of  Maryland,  from  the  eommuiee 
to  whom  was  referred  the  bill,  entitled  "  An  act 
to  alter  the  times  of  holding  the  circuit  court  of 
the  United  States,  for  the  district  of  Maryland," 
reported  it  without  amendment. 

The  bill,  entitled  ''An  act  concerning  the  com- 
mercial intercourse  between  the  United  States 
and  Great  Britain  and  France,  and  their  depend- 
encies, and  for  other  purposes,"  was  read  the  sec- 
ond time,  and  referred  to  a  select  committee,  to 
consist  of  five  members,  to  consider  and  report 
thereon ;  and  Messrs.  Smith  of  Maryland.  Cbaw- 
FORD,  Anderson,  Leib,  and  Bradley,  were  ap- 
pointed the  committee. 

Mr.  Smith,  of  Maryland,  asked  and  obtaiaed 
leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  authorize  the  President 
of  the  United  States  to  employ  the  public  armed 
ships  in  proteclinff  the  commerce  oi  the  United 
States ;  which  bill  was  read,  and  passed  to  the 
second  reading. 

Mr.  Anderson,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  bill,  entitled  *'  An  act  providing 
for  the  sale  of  certain  lands  in  the  Indiana  Terri- 
tory, and  for  other  purposes,"  reported  it  with 
amendments. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill  to  enable  the  people  of  the  Ter- 
ritory of  Orleans  to  form  a  constitution  and 
State  government,  and  for  the  admission  of  sacli 
State  mto  the  Union  on  an  equal  footing  with 
the  original  States, and  for  other  purposes. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Whiteside,  the  bill  was  re- 
committed to  a  select  committee,  to  consist  of  fire 
members,  further  to  consider  and  report  thereon; 
and  Messrs.  Giles,  Whiteside,  Crawford, 
Gregg,  and  Goodrich,  were  appointed  the  com- 
mittee. 

The  resolution  of  the  19th  instant,  authorizing 
the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  to  pay,  out  of  the 

contingent  fund,  to  Henry  Miller  and  others, 

dollars  each,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  the 


by  an  article  in  the  oonstitation  so  to  be  formed,  it- 
revocable  without  the  consent  of  the  United  Statei, 
provide,  that,  after  the  admiasion  into  the  Unios  of 
the  said  Territory  of  Orleans  as  a  State,  the  Iswi 
which  such  State  may  pass  ahall  be  promulgated,  a&d 
its  records  of  every  deacription  shall  be  preserved,  and 
its  written,  judicial,  *and  legislative  proceedings  con- 
ducted, in  the  language  in  which  the  laws  andthi 
written,  judicial,  and  legislative  proceedings  of  thi 
United  States  are  now  published  and  conducted:" 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative— yeas  17, 
nays  12,  as  follows : 

YsAa — ^Messrs.  Bayard,  Campbell,  Champlin,  Chj, 
Giles,  Gilman,  Goodrich,  Horsey,  Lambert,  Leib, 
Lloyd,  Meiga,  Pickering,  Pope,  Smith  of  Maiylind, 
Smith  of  New  York,  and  Turner. 

Nats — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bradley,  Condit,  Craw- 
ford, Franklin,  Graillard,  German,  Gregg,  HillhouM^ 
Reed,  Sumter,  and  Whiteside. 

And  a  further  amendment  was  proposed  bf 
Mr.  Horsey;  and,  oo  his  motion,  the  Senate 
adjourned. 
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blank  filled  with  the  word  "thirty;"  and,  on  the 
question  to  agree  thereto,  it  was  determined  in 
the  afSrmatiye. 

The  resolatioD  from  the  Hoase  of  Represent- 
atives, rescinding  the  resolution  of  the  4th  of 
April,  on  the  subject,  and  prolonging  the  session 
to  the  first  day  of  May  next,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  agreed  to. 

NATIONAL  BANK. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill  making  provision  for  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  National  Sank. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Hillhouse,  to  amend  the 
bill,  by  adding,  at  the  end  of  the  second  section 
thereof,  as  amended,  the  following  words: 

**  Frotided,  also,  and  be  it  further  enacted,  That  no 
rabicription  for  sharesy  excepting  on  behalf  of  the 
United  States  or  individual  States,  shall  be  received 

until dollars  for  everv  share  to  be  subscribed  shall 

haTs  been  deposited  in  the  hands  of  the  persons  ap- 
pointed to  superintend  the  subscriptions;  which  de- 

poaites  to  the  amount  of dollars  on  each  share, 

which  subscribers  under  this  act  shall  be  entitled  to 
hold,  shall  be  paid  into  the  Treasury  of  the  United 
States,  for  the  use  and  benefit  of  the  United  States, 
and  the  residae  of  such  deposites  shall  be  returned  to 
the  subscribers  of  supernumerary  shares,  who  shall 
have  deposited  the  same:" 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative — yeas  10, 
Days  18,  as  follows : 

YiAs — ^Messrs.  Campbell,  Ghamplin,  Clay,  Ger- 
man, Goodrich,  Hillhouse,  Pickering,  Pope,  Reed,  and 
Whiteside. 

Nats — Meears.  Anderson,  Bayard,  Bradley,  Con- 
dit,  Crawford,  Franklin,  Gaillard,  Gilman,  Gzegg, 
Honey,  Lambert,  Leib,  Lloyd,  Robinson,  Smith  of 
Maryland,  Smith  of  New  Tork»  Tait,  and  Turner. 

And  baring  agreed  to  sundry  amendments  to 
the  bill,  on  motion,  the  Senate  adjourned. 


Whole,  the  bill,  entitled  "  An  act  for  the  relief 
of  Elizabeth  Hamilton,"  together  with  theamdnd- 
ment  proposed  thereto ;  and  by  permission,  Mr. 
Braolet  having  withdrawn  his  amendment,  on 
the  question,  Shall  this  bill  be  read  the  third 
time?  it  was  determined  in  the  negative — yeas 
12,  nays  16,  as  follows : 

TxAS — Messrs.  Bayard,  Champlin,  Gilea,  Gilmaa, 
Goodrich,  Hillhouse,  Honey,  Lloyd,  Meigs,  Pickerings 
Reed,  and  Smith  of  Maryland. 

Nats — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bradley,  Condit,  Craw- 
ford, Franklin,  Gaillard,  German,  Gregg,  Lambert, 
Leib,  Mathewson,  Robinson,  Smith  of  New  York,  Tait, 
Turner,  and  Whiteside. 

So  the  bill  was  lost. 


Monday,  April  23. 

The  bill  to  authorize  the  President  of  the  Uni- 
ted States  to  employ  the  public  armed  ships  in 
protecting  the  commerce  of  the  United  States, 
was  read  the  second  time,  and  referred  to  the 
committee  to  whom  was  referred,  on  the  21st  in- 
stant, the  bill,  entitled  ''An  act  concerning  the 
commercial  intercourse  between  the  United  States 
and  Great  Britain  and  France,  and  their  depend- 
encies, and  for  other  purposes,"  to  consider  and 
report  thereon. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
bill  for  continuing  the  charter  of  the  Bank  of 
Alexandria,  in  the  District  of  Columbia.  On 
the  question,  Shall  this  bill  be  engrossed,  and 
read  the  third  time?  it  was  determined  in  the 
affirmative. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
bill,  entitled  '*  An  act  providing  for  the  printing 
and  distribution  of  such  lawsoithe  United  States 
as  respect  the  public  lands."  On  the  question. 
Shall  this  bill  be  read  the  third  time?  it  was  de- 
termined in  the  affirmative. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 


TiJEBDAT,  April  24. 

Mr.  Oilman,  from  the  committee,  reported  the 
bill  for  continuing  the  charter  of  the  Bank  of 
Alexandria,  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  correctly 
engrossed  ',  and  the  bill  was  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

Mr.  LfiB  presented  the  resolution  of  the  Le- 
gislature of  the  State  of  Pennsylvania,  disap- 
proving the  proposition  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Massachusetts  for  an  amendment  to  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States  on  the  subject 
of  embargoes ;  which  was  read. 

Mr.  Meios,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred}  on  the  17lh  instant,  the  petition  of  Rob- 
ert Robinson,  reported  a  bill  allowing  compen- 
sation to  Robert  Robinson ;  which  bill  was  read, 
and  passed  to  the  second  reading. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Cominittee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill,  entitled '' An  act  providing  for 
the  better  accommodation  of  the  General  Post 
Office  and  Patent  Office^  and  for  other  purposes." 

Ordered^  That  this  bill  pass  to  a  third  reading. 

Mr.  Bayard,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  Isaac  Cla* 
son,  reported  it  with  an  amendment. 

The  bill,  entitled  ^'An  act  providing  for  the 
printing  and  distribtition  of  such  laws  of  the 
United  States  as  respect  the  public  lands,"  was 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

NON-INTERCOURSB. 

Mr.  Smith,  of  Maryland,  from  the  committee 
to  whom  was  referred  the  bill,  entitled  ^^  An  act 
concerning  commercial  intercourse  between  the 
United  States  and  Great  Britain  and  France, 
and  their  dependencies,  and  for  other  purposes." 
reported  the  same  with  the  following  amend- 
ments : 

"  Sec.  1,  line  2 — Strike  out  from  the  word  <  that,*  to 
the  end  of  the  section,  and  insert,  *from  and  after  the 
passage  of  this  act,  no  British  or  French  armed  vessel 
shall  be  admitted  to  enter  the  harbors  or  waters  under 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States ;  but  every  British 
and  French  armed  vessel  is  hereby  interdicted,  except 
when  they  shall  be  forced  in  by  distress,  by  ^e  dan- 
gen  of  the  sea»  or  when  charged  with  despatchea 
orbusineas  from  their  Government,  or  coming  as  a 
public  packet  for  the  conveyance  of  letters;  in  which 
case,  as  well  as  in  all  others,  when  they  shall  be  per- 
mitted to  enter,  the  commanding  officer  ahall  immedi- 
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ately  report  hii  vessel  to  the  collector  of  the  district, 
stating  the  object  or  causes  of  his  entering  the  harbors 
or  waters  of  iho  United  States ;  and  shall  take  such 
position  therein  as  shall  be  assigned  him  by  such  col- 
lector, and  shall  conform  himself,  his  vessel  and  crewi 
to  such  regulations  respecting  health,  repairs,  supplies, 
stay,  intercourse,  and  departure,  as  ^all  be  signified  to 
him  by  the  said  collector,  under  the  authority  and  di- 
.  nction  of  the  President  ef  the  United  States,  and  not 
,  conforming  thereto,  shall  be  leqaifad  to  depart  fiom 
Iho  United  Sutes.'* 

Strike  out  the  second,  thtrdi  and  foarth  sec- 
tioos,  and  insert — 

«  Sec.  S.  And  be  it  further  enacted.  That  all  pacific 
intercourse  with  any  interdicted  foreign  armed  vessels, 
the  officers  or  crew  thereof,  is  hereby  forbidden  ;  and 
if  any  person  shall  afford  any  aid  to  such  armed  ves- 
sel, either  in  repairisg  her,  or  in  furnishing  her,  her 
officers  or  crew  with  suppli^  of  any  kind  or  in  any 
manner  whatsoever,  or  if  any  pilot  i hall  assist  in  nav- 
igating the  said  armed  vessel,  contrary  to  this  prohibi- 
tion, unless  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  her  beyond  the 
limits  and  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States,  the  person 
or  persons  so  oflending,  shall  be  liable  to  be  bound  to 
their  good  behaviour,  and  shall  moreover  forfeit  and 
pay  a  sum  not  exceeding  two  thousand  dollars,  to  be 
recovered  upon  indictment  or  information,  in  any 
court  of  competent  jurisdiction ;  one  moiety  thereof 
to  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States,  and  the  other 
moiety  to  the  person  who  shall  give  information  and 
prosecute  the  same  to  eflfect:  Pnmded,  That  if  the 
prosecution  shall  be  by  a  public  officer,  the  whole  for- 
feiture shall  accrue  to  the  Treasury  of  the  United 
States/' 

•*Sxc.  3.  And  he  it  further  enacted.  That  the  Pres- 
ident of  the  United  Sutcs  be,  and  hereby  b,  author- 
ized to  employ  the  public  armed  vessels  in  protecting 
the  commerce  of  the  United  States,  and  to  issue  in- 
structions, which  shall  be  conformable  to  the  laws  and 
usages  of  nations,  for  the  governm^t  of  the  ships 
which  may  be  employed  in  that  service." 

<*  Skc.  6. — Strike  out  from  the  word  "  aforeidd," 
iu  the  17th  line,  to  the  end  of  the  section." 

NATIONAL  BANK. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Comniittee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill  making  provision  for  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  National  Bank. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Bayaro,  to  fill  the  blank, 
6th  aectioo,  line  3d,  with  the  word  "eighteen,'' 
being  the  directors  to  be  elected  by  the  stockhold- 
ers, it  was  determined  in  the  negative — yeas  15, 
nays  17,  as  folio wa: 

YiAs — Messrs.  Bayard,  Bradley,  Champlin,  Con- 
dit,  Crawford,  Oilman,  Goodrich,  Hillhouse,  Horsey, 
Lloyd,  Pickering,  Reed,  Smith  of  New  York,  Tait, 
and  Turner. 

Nats — Messrs.  Anderson,  Brent,  Clay,  Franklin, 
Gaillard,  German,  Giles,  Gregg,  Lambert,  Leib,  Ma- 
thewson,  Meigs,  Pope,  RobinsoUi  Smith  of  Maryland, 
Sumter,  and  Whiteside. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Lbib,  to  insert,  after  the 
ward  >* hand,"  in  the  187th  line  of  the  9th  section 
of  iheaofiended  bill,  the  following  words:  "And 
Congress  shall  be  furnished  annually  at  the  com- 
nencement  of  each  session  with  sueh  state- 
ments *,"  it  was  determined  in  the  negative— yeas 
5,  nays  84,  as  follows: 


YxAs^Messn.  Leib,  Pickering,  Bead,  Sknith  of 
Maryland,  and  Whiteside. 

Nats — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bayard,  Bradley,  Breat, 
Champlin,  Clay,  Coadit,  Crawford,  Franklin,  Gaitttrd, 
German,  Gilman,  Goodrich,  Gregg,  Hillhouse,  Honej, 
Lambert,  Lloyd,  Mathewson,  Pope,  Smith  of  Nsw 
York,  Sumter,  Tait,  and  Turner. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Pope,  to  strike  out  the  resi- 
due of  the  13th  section,  after  the  words  "  Uoited 
States,"  in  the  sixth  line;  and,  also,  the  whole  of 
the  14th  section,  and  insert  the  following  words 
in  lieu  thereof:  'Uo  an  amount  not  exceeding  ten 

*  millions  of  dollars,  to  be  paid  in  such  maooer 

*  as  ma^  be  provided  by  kw,  at  least  six  millions 
'  of  which,  to  be  paid  by  the  Unite4  States,  shill 
'  be  transferred  to  the  several  States,  in  such  pro- 
'  portions  and  subject  to  such  regulations,  as  Con- 

*  gress  may  prescribe  :^'    Whereupon, 

Mr.  Hillhouse  called  for  a  division  of  the 
question,  and  it  was  taken  on  striking  out,  and 
determined  in  the  negative — yeas  6^  nays  19,  as 
follows: 


YiAS'-^Measrs.  Anderson,  Champlin,  Clay,  Lsib, 
Pope,  and  Smith  of  Maryland. 

Nats— Messrs. Bayard,  Bnailey,  Condit,  Crawfoid, 
Franklin,  Gaillard,  German,  Goodrich,  Chcgg,  Hill- 
house, Honey,  Lambert,  Lloyd,  Mathewson,  Pickeiiag, 
Reed,  Smith  of  New  YoKk,  Sumter,  and  Turner. 

And  having  agreed  to  sundry  amendments  to 
the  bill,  the  Senate  adjourned. 


Weonesoat,  April  25» 

Mr.  Giles  submitted  the  following  motion: 

Reeohed,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasory  be 
directed  to  lay  before  the  Senate  a  statement  of  sll 
claims  which  have  been  adjusted  and  allowed  at  the 
Treasury  Department  in  virtue  of  the  law,  entitled 
'^  An  act  providing  for  the  settlement  of  the  claims  of 
persons  under  particular  circumataneea  baired  by  tbs 
limitations  heretofore  established.** 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  Isaac  Clason,  to- 
gether with  the  amendment  reported  thereto  by 
the  select  committee;  and  having  agreed  to  the 
amendment,  the  President  reported  the  bill  to  the 
House  accordingly.  On  the  question,  Shall  this 
bill  be  engrossed,  and  read  a  third  tithe  as  amend- 
ed? it  was  determined  in  the  negative— yeas  12, 
nays  17,  as  follows : 

Yeas — Messrs.  Bayard,  Clay,  German,  Giles,  Good- 
rich, Horsey,  Mathewson,  Meigs,  Reed,  RolansoD, 
Smith  of  Maryland,  and  Smith  of  New  York. 

Nats — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bradley*  Champlin,  Con- 
dit,  Crawford,  Franklin,  Gaillard,  Gtlman,  Hilthoase, 
Lambert,  Leib,  Lloyd,  Pickering,  Pope,  Samter,  Tur- 
ner, and  Whiteside. 

The  bin  allowing  compensation  to  Robert  Rob- 
inson was  read  the  second  time.  On  the  question, 
Shall  this  bill  be  engrossed  and  read  the  third 
time?  it  was  determined  in  the  affirmatire. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  bill,  entitled  "An  act 
to  alter  the  times  of  holdlog  the  circuit  court  of  the 
United  States  for  the  district  of  Maryland,"  and 
(he  further  consideration  thereof  was  postponed 
until  the  first  Monday  in  December  next. 
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The  bill,  entitled  ^^An  act  proridins:  for  the 
better  aecomraodatton  of  the  General  Post  Office 
and  Patent  Office,  and  for  other  purposes,"  was 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

A  message  from  the  Iioase  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  passed 
a  bill,  entitled  ''An  act  authorizing  a  loan  of 
mooef.  for  a  sum  not  exceeding  the  amount  of 
the  principal  of  the  public  debt,  reimbursable  dur- 
ing the  year  1810;-'  in  which  bill  the^  desire  the 
concurrence  of  the  Senate.  The  said  bill  was 
read,  and  passed  to  the  second  reading. 

Mr.  GiLBs,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  bill  to  enable  the  people  of  the  Ter- 
ritory of  Orleans  tc  form  a  constitution  and  State 
goYemment,  and  for  the  admission  of  such  State 
iDto  the  Union  on  an  equal  footing  with  the  ori- 
ginal States,  and  for  other  purposes,  reported  it 
with  amendments. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill  makioe  provision  for  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  National  Bank.  And  on  motion 
by  Mr.  Bayard,  that  the  further  consideration 
thereof  be  postponed  until  the  first  Mondajr  in 
December  next,  it  was  determined  in  the  affirm- 
aiire — yeas  17,  nays  14,  as  follows: 

YsAS — Mems.  Bsyaid,  Bradley,  Brent,  Champlin, 
Crawford,  German,  OHman,  Goodrich,  Hillhouse,  Hor- 
Mj,  Lloyd,  Pickering,  Pope,  Reed,  Smith  of  New 
York,  Sumter,  and  Turner. 

Nats — Meaars.  Anderson,  Clay,  Oondit,  Franklin, 
Gaillard,  Giles,  Gregg,  Lambert,  Leib,  Mathewsoo, 
Meigs,  Robinson,  Smith  of  Maryland,  and  Whiteside. 


Thitrsdat,  April  26. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill,  entitled  *^An  act  providing  for 
the  sale  of  certain  lands  in  the  Indiana  Territory, 
and  for  other  purposes  j"  and,  having  agreed  to 
the  amendments  reported  by  the  select  commit- 
tee, the  pRESioENT  reported  it  to  the  House  ac- 
cordingly ;  and  on  the  question.  Shall  this  bill  be 
read  the  third  time  as  fmended  ?  it  was  deter- 
mined in  the  affirmative. 

Mr.  Gilman,  from  the  committee,  reported  the 
bill  allowing  compensation  to  Robert  Robinson 
correctly  engrossed  ;  and  the  bill  was  read  the 
third  time ;  and  the  blank  having  been  filled  with 
the  words  Jive  hundred — 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass,  and  that  the  title 
thereof  be  ^^An  act  allowing  compensation  to 
Robert  Robinson.'' 

The  Senate  resumed  the  motion  made  yester- 
<Iay  on  the  subject,  which  was  amended  and  agreed 
to,  as  follows : 

Resolved^  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
be  directed  to  lay  before  the  Senate  a  statement 
of  all  claims  which  have  been  adjusted  and  allowed 
at  the  Treasury  Department,  in  virtue  of  the  law, 
eotitled  "  An  act  providing  for  the  settlement  of 
the  claims  of  persons,  under  particular  circum- 
stances, barred  by  the  limitations  heretofore  estab- 
lished }"  and,  also,  a  statement  of  the  balances 

standing  in  the  books  of  the  Treasury  against  the 

United  States,  which  are  barred  by  the  siaiute  of 


limitations,  together  with  his  opinion  whether  the 
said  statute  can  be  modified  or  repealed,  as  to  that 
or  any  other  description  of  claims^,  without  sub- 
jecting the  Gbvernment  to  imposition. 

Mr. Clay  gave  notice  that  to-morrow  he  should 
ask  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill,  supplementary  to  an 
act,  eotitled  "An  act  for  the  punishment  of  cer- 
tain crimes  against  the  United  States." 

The  bill,  entitled  "An  act  authorizing  a  loan 
of  money,  for  a  sum  not  exceeding  the  amount  of 
the  principal  of  the  public  debt  reimbursable  dur- 
ing rhe  year  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  ten," 
was  read  the  second  time^  and  referred  to  a  select 
committee,  to  consist  or  five  members,  to  con- 
sider and  report  thereon,  and  Messrs.  Smith  of 
Maryland,  Crawforo,  Lloto,  Frarkltn,  and 
HiLLHODSE,  were  appointed  the  committae. 

TERRITORY  OF  ORLEANS. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill  to  enable  the  people  of  the  Ter- 
ritory of  Orleans  to  form  a  constitution  and  State 
{rovernment,  and  for  the  admission  of  such  State 
into  the  Union  on  an  equal  footing  with  the  ori- 
ginal States,  and  for  other  purposes ;  together  with 
the  amendments  reported  thereto  by  the  select 
committee.  On  motion,  bv  Mr.  Hillhouse,  to 
add, at  the  end  of  the  bill,  tne  fullowiog  words: 

**  Provided,  That  the  several  States  shall  assent 
thereto,  or  an  amendment  to  the  Constitulion  of  the 
United  States  shall  authorize  Ck>ngrcjw  to  admit  said 
Territory  of  Orleans  into  the  Union,  on  the  faoting  of 
the  original  States :" 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative— yeas  8,  nays 
20,  as  follows : 

TsAS — Messrs.  Champlin,  German,  Goodrich,  Hill- 
house,  Horsey,  Lloyd,  Pickering,  and  Reed. 

Nays  —  Messrs.  Anderson,  Brent,  Clay,  Condit, 
Crawford,  Franklin,  Gaillard,  Giles,  Gilman,  Gregg, 
Lambert,  Leib,  Mathewson,  Meigs,  Pope,  Smith  of  Ma- 
ryland, Sumter,  Tait,  Turner,  and  Whiteside. 

And  the  report  of  the  select  committee  having 
been  agreed  to,  and  the  bill  further  amended,  the 
President  reported  it  to  the  House  accordingly. 
On  the  question,  Shall  this  bill  be  engrossed  and 
read  a  third  time  as  amended  ?  it  was  determined 
in  the  affirmative— 'yeas  18,  nays  9,  as  follows: 

YsAS — Messrs.  Anderson,  Brent,  Clay,  Condit, 
Crawford.  Franklin,  Gaillard,  Giles,  Gregg,  Lambert, 
Lloyd,  Mathewson,  Meigs,  Smith  of  Maryland,  Sum- 
ter, Tait,  Turner,  and  Whiteside. 

Nats — Messrs.  Champlin,  German,  Gilman,  Good- 
rich, Hillhouse,  Horsey,  Leib,  Pickering,  and  Reed. 

TITLES  OF  NOBILITY,  dee. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  -of  the 
motion  made  on  the  18th  of  January,  for  an 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States,  respecting  titles  of  nobility,  together  with 
the  amendments  proposed  thereto. 

On  motion,  that  the  further  oonsideration 
thereof  be  postponed  to  the  first  Monday  in  De- 
cember next,  It  was  determined  in  the  negative — 
yeas  8,  nays  20,  as  follows: 

Ybas — Messrs.  Condit,  Oilman,  Chegg,  Leib^  Ma^ 
I  thawsott,  Meigs,  Tait,  and  Whxteaida. 
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Nats — Messrs.  Anderson,  Brent,  Champlin,  Cliy, 
Crawford,  Franklin,  Gaillard,  German,  Goodrich, 
Hillhouse,  Horsej/s  Lambert,  Llojrd,  Pickering,  Pope, 
Reed,  Smith  of  Maryland,  Smith  of  New  York,  Sum- 
ter, and  Turner. 

On  mocioD,  to  amend  the  last  report  of  the  se- 
lect coiDmittee,  so  as  to  read  as  follows: 

"  If  any  citizen  of  the  United  States  shall  accept, 
claim,  receive,  or  retain,  any  title  of  nobility,  or  honor, 
or  shall,  without  the  consent  of  Congress,  accept  any 
present,  pension,  office,  or  emolument,  of  any  kind 
whatever,  from  any  Emperor,  King,  Prince,  or  foreign 
Power,  such  person  shall  cease  to  be  a  citizen  of  the 
United  States,  and  shall  be  incapable  of  holding  any 
office  of  trust  or  profit  ui\^er  them,  or  either  of  them : 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative— yeas  26, 
nays  1,  as  follows : 

Teas — Messrs.  Anderson,  Brent,  Champlin,  Clay, 
Condit,  Crawford,  Franklin,  Gaillard,  German,  GU- 
man,  Goodrich,  Hillhouse,  Horsey,  Lambert,  Leib, 
Lloyd,  Mathewson,  Meigs,  Pickering,  Pope,  Reed, 
Smith  of  Maryland,  Sumter,  Toit,  Turner,  and  White- 
side. 

Nat— Mr.  Smith,  of  New  York. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Pope,  to  add  to  the  resolution 
the  following  words:  ^*And  be  subject  to  such 
other  penalties  and  disabilities  as  may  be  pro- 
vided by  law:"  it  was  determined  in  the  nega- 
tive— yeas  1%  nays  14,  as  follows : 

Yeas — Messrs.  Anderson,  Brent,  Clay,  Gregg,  Leib, 
Lloyd,  Pickering,  Pope,  Reed,  Sumter,  Tail^  and 
Turner. 

Nats — ^Messrs.  Champlin,  Condit,  Crawford,  Frank- 
lin, Gaillard,  German,  Gilman,  Goodrich,  Hillhouse, 
Lambert,  Mathewson,  Smith  of  Maryland,  Smith  of 
New  York,  and  White«ide. 

And  the  resolution  having  been  further  amend- 
ed by  inserting  the  words  "  and  retain,"  after  the 
words  ^  accept^"  in  the  second  instance,  the  Presi- 
dent reported  it  to  the  House  accordingly.  On 
the  question,  Shall  this  resolution  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time  as  ameaded?  it  was  deter- 
mined in  the  affirmative. 


Fhidat,  April  27. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill  making  further  provision  for  the 
corps  of  engineers,  together  with  the  amendment 
reported  thereto  by  the  select  committee.  On 
motion,  it  was  agreed  that  the  further  considera- 
tion thereof  be  postponed  until  Monday  next. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill  appropriating  a  sum  of  money  for 
procuring  munitions  of  war,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses. 

On  motion,  it  was  referred  to  a  select  commit- 
tee, to  consider  and  report  thereon ;  and  Messrs. 
Smith  of  Maryland,  Gilmaii,  and  Clat,  were 
appointed  the  committee. 

Mr.  Smith,  of  Maryland,  from  the  committee 
to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  from  the  House  of 
Representatives*  authorizing  a  loan,  reported  the 
•ame  with  the  following  proposed  amendment : 

8ic.  4.  And  be  it  further  enacted^  That  the  incor- 
poration of  the  subscribers  to  the  Bank  of  the  United 


States,  made  and  established  liy  the  act,  entitled  "in 
act  to  incorporate  the  subscribers  to  the  Bank  of  the 
United  States,"  be,  and  the  same  is  hereby,  continaed 
until  the  thirtieth  day  of  June,  one  thousand  eight 
hundred  and  twelve. 

Mr.  Clay  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  bring  ia 
a  bill,  supplementary  to  an  act,  entitled  "An  act 
for  the  punishment  of  certain  crimes  against  the 
United  States ;"  which  bill  was  read  and  passed 
to  the  second  reading. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Comoaittee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill  for  the  preservation  of  peace,  and 
maintenance  of  the  authority  of  the  United  States 
in  the  ports,  harbors,  and  waters,  under  their  ja- 
risdiction,  together  with  the  amendments  reported 
thereto  by  the  select  committee ;  and  the  farther 
consideration  thereof  was  postponed  until  the  first 
Monday  in  December  next. 

Mr.  Oilman,  from  the  committee,  alio  reported 
the  resolution  tor  an  amendment  to  the  Coostita- 
tion,  respecting  titles  of  nobility,  correctly  eo- 
grossed;  and  the  resolution  was  read  the  third 
time  as  amended. 

Oa  the  question,  Shall  this  resolution  pass  as 
amended  ?  it  was  determined  in  the  affirmatiYe- 
yeas  19,  nays  b.  as  follows : 

Yeas — Messrs.  Anderson,  Champlin,  Crawford, 
Franklin,  Gaillard,  Goodrich,  Gregg,  Hillhouse,  Lam- 
bert, Leib,  Lloyd,  Mathewson,  Meigs,  Pickering,  Reed, 
Smith  of  Maryland,  Sumter,  Tait,  and  Turner. 

Kats— 'Messrs.  German,  Gilman,  Robinson,  Smith 
of  New  York,  and  Whiteside. 

So  it  was  Resolved^  That  this  resolution  pass 
as  amended. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Lloyd,  it  was  agreed,  bf 
unanimous  consent,  that  a  bill  in  addition  to  aa 
act,  entitled  "An  act  concerning  the  Library  for 
the  use  of  both  Houses  of  Congress,"  be  nov 
twice  read. 

On  the  question.  Shall  this  bill  be  engrossed 
and  read  the  third  time?  it  was  determined  ia 
the  affirmative. 

Mr.  Gilman,  from  the  committee,  reported  the 
bill  last  mentioned,  cwrectly  engrossed,  aod  the 
bill  was  read  the  tnird  time  by  unanimous  con* 
sent,  and  passed. 

The  bill  entitled  "An  act  providing  for  the 
sale  of  certain  lands  in  the  Indiana  Territory,  and 
for  other  purposes,"  was  read  the  third  time  as 
amended. 

Resolved^  That  this  bill  pass  with  ameadments. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill,  entitled  "An  act  for  the  relief  of 
Jared  Shattuck,"  together  with  the  amendment 
proposed  thereto ;  and  the  further  consideration 
thereof  was  postponed  to  the  first  Monday  in 
December  next. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill,  entitled  "An  act  for  the  relief  of 
Margaret  Lapsley,  Grove  Pomeroy,  Arthur  St. 
Clair,  David  Blackwell,  Lacy  Dickson,  aod  Jobs 
Murray." 

On  motion,  it  was  agreed  that  the  farther  coo- 
sideration  thereof  be  the  order  of  the  day  for  to- 
morrow. 
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NON-INTERCOURSE. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill,  entitled  "An  act  concerning  the 
commercial  iotercouTse  between  the  United  States 
and  Great  Britain  and  France,  and  their  depend- 
encies, and  for  other  purposes,"  together  with  the 
amendments  reported  thereto  by  the  select  com* 
mi  t  tee. 

On  the  question  to  agree  to  so  much  of  the  re- 
port of  the  select  committee  as  ffoes  to  strike  out 
the  4th  section  of  the  original  bill,  and  insert  in 
liea  thereof  a  substitute,  Mr.  Pope  called  for  a  di- 
vision of  the  question,  and  it  was  taken  on  strik- 
ing out,  and  passed  in  the  affirmative — yeas  18, 
nays  9,  as  follows : 

YzAS — Mewrs.  Anderson,  Ghamplin,  Crawford, 
Gaillard,  German,  Gilman,  Goodrich,  Hillhouse,  Hor- 
ley,  Lloyd,  Mathewson,  Pickering,  Reed,  Smith  of 
Maryland,  Smith  of  New  York,  Sumter,  Tait,  and 
Tamer. 

Nats— Kessrs.  Clay,  Condit,  Franklin,  Gregg, 
Lambert,  Leib,  Pope,  Robinson,  and  Whiteside. 

And,  on  the  question  to  agree  to  insert  the  fol- 
lowing as  a  substitute : 

«  Szc.  4.  And  be  it  further  enacted^  That  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  ba,  and  he  hereby  is,  author- 
ized, when  he  may  deem  it  expedient,  to  employ  the 
pabiic  armed  vessels  in  protecting  the  commerce  of 
the  Uaited  States,  and  to  issue  instructions  which 
ihall  be  comformable  to  the  laws  and  usages  of  na- 
tions, for  the  government  of  the  ships  which  may  be 
emplojed  in  that  service :" 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative — yeas  20, 
nays  8,  as  follows : 

YiAs — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bayard,  ChampUn,  Clay, 
Gaillard,  German,  Gilman,  Goodrich,  Hillhouse,  Hor- 
Kj,  Leib,  Mathewson,  Meigs,  Pickering,  Pope,  Reed, 
Robinson,  Smith  of  Maryland,  Tait,  and  Whiteside. 

Nats — Messrs.  Crawford,  Franklin,  Gregg,  Lam- 
bert, Lloyd,  Smith  of  New  York,  Sumter,  and  Turner. 

Go  motion,  by  Mr.  Hillhouse,  to  strike  out  the 
5th  section  of  the  original  bill,  as  amended,  it 
was  determined  in  the  negative — yeas  7,  nays  20, 

u follows:  • 

TiAs — ^Messrs.  Bayard,  Goodrich,  Hillhouse,  Hor- 
■cy,  Lambert,  Lloyd,  and  Pickering. 

Nats — ^Messrs.  Anderson,  Brent,  Champlin,  Clay, 
Condit,  Crawford,  Franklin,  Gaillard,  Grerman,  Gilman, 
Leib,  Mathewson,  Meigs,  Pope,  Reed,  Smith  of  Mary- 
iiod,  Smith  of  New  York,  Sumter^  Tait,  and  White- 
tide. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Whitbsidb,  to  add  to  the 
'"  an  additional  section,  in  the  following  words : 

**And  be  it  further  enacted,  That,  from  and  after 

the  passage  of  this  act,  an  addition  of per  cen- 

toa  ihall  be  made  to  the  duties  now  imposed  by  law 
on  til  goods,  wares,  and  merchandise,  which  may  be 
imported  into  the  United  States,  or  any  Territory 
thereof;  which  additional  duties  shall  be  levied  and 
collected  in  the  same  manner,  and  under  the  same 
i^ations  and  allowance  as  to  drawbacks,  mode  of 
Kcarity,  and  time  of  payment,  respectively,  as  are 
^h^y  prescribed  by  law  in  relation  to  the  duties  now 
IB  form  on  the  importation  of  goods,  wares,  and  mer- 
chandise:" 

lUhCoir.  8dSs88.— 22 


It  was  fletermined  in  the  negratireT-yeas  8,  nays 
19,  as  follows : 

Yeas— Messrs.  Anderson,  Clay,  Condit,  Franklin, 
Lambert,  Leib,  Meigs,  Pope,  and  Whiteside.     • 

Nats — ^Messrs.  Bayard,  Brent,  Champlin,  Crawford, 
Gaillard,  German,  Gilman,  Goodrich,  Hillhouse,  Hor- 
sey, Lloyd;  Mathewson,  Pickering,  Reed,  Smith  of 
Maryland,  Smith  of  New  York,  Sumter,  Tait,  and 
Turner^ 

And  haringagreed  to  sereralother  amendments, 
reported  by  the  select  committee,  and  further 
amended  the  bill,  the  President  reported  it  to  the 
House  accordingly.  On  the  question.  Shall  this 
bill  be  read  the  third  time  as  amended  ?  it  was 
determined  in  the  affirmatire — yeas  21,  nays  7.  as 
follows : 

YxAS — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bayard,  Brent,  Champ- 
lin, Clay,  Condit,  Franklin,  Gaillard,  German,  GU- 
man,  Lambert,  Leib,  Mathewson,  Meigs,  Pope,  Reed, 
Smith  of  Maryland,  Smith  of  New  York,  Sumter, 
Tait,  and  Whiteside. 

Nats — Messrs.  Crawford,  Goodrich,  Hillhouse,  Hor- 
sey, Lloyd,  Pickering,  and  Turner. 

TERRITORY  OF  ORLEANS. 

Mr.  GiLMAM.  from  the  committee,  reported  the 
bill  to  enable  tne  people  df  the  Territory  of  Or- 
leans to  form  a  constitution  and  Slate  gorern- 
ment.and  for  the  admission  of  such  State  into 
the  Union  on  an  equal  footing  with  the  original 
States,  and  for  other  4)urposes,  correctly  en- 
grossed ;  and  the  bill  was  read  the  third  time ; 
and,  on  motion,  by  Mr.  Meios,  it  was  agreed,  by 
unanimous  consent,  to  amend  the  bill,  by  adding, 
at  the  end  of  the  fourth  section,  the  following 
words :  "  And  that  no  tax  shall  be  imposed  on 
land,  the  property  of  the  United  States.'' 

On  the  question,  Shall  this  billpass  as  amend- 
ed? it  was  determined  in  the  affirm atire— yeas 
15,  nays  8,  as  follows : 

Ybas — Messrs.  Anderson,  Condit,  Crawford,  Frank- 
lin, Gaillard,  Gregg,  Lambert,  Leib,  Mathewson, 
Meigs,  Smith  of  Maryland,  Smith  of  New  York,  Tait» 
Turner,  and  Whiteside.  ^ 

Nats — ^Messrs.  Ohamplm,  German,  Gilman,  Good- 
rich, Hillhouse,  Lloyd,  Pickering,  and  Reed. 

So  it  was  Resolved^  That  this  bill  pass,  and  that 
the  title  thereof  be  "An  act  to  enable  the  people 
of  the  Territory  of  Orleans  to  form  a  constitution 
and  State  government,  and  for  the  admission  of 
such  State  into  the  Union  on  an  equal  footing 
with  the  original  States,  and  for  other  purposes." 


Saturdat,  April  28. 

On  request  of  Mr.  Meiob,  leave  was  obtaiiied, 
by  unanimous  consent,  to  brin^  in  a  bill  providing 
for  the  final  adjustment  of  claims  to  lands  in  the 
Territories  of  Orleans  and  Louisiana;  and  that 
the  bill  be  now  twice  read. 

On  the  question,  Shall  this  bill  be  engrossed 
and  read  the  third  time  ?  it  was  determined  in 
the  affirmative. 

Mr.  Oilman,  from  the  committee,  reported  the 
amendments  to  the  bill,  entitled  "An  act  con- 
cerning the  commercial  intercourse  between  the 
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United  States  and  Great  Britain  and  FAnce,  and 
their  dependencies,  and  for  other  purposes,"  cor* 
rectly  engrossed ;  and  the  bill  was  read  the  third 
time  as  amended. 

BeBohed,  That  this  bill  pass  with  amendments. 

Mr.  Smith,  of  Maryland,  from  the  committee 
to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  appropriating  a 
sum  of  money  for  procuring  munitions  of  war, 
and  for  other  purposes,  reported  it  with  amend- 
ments; which  were  read,  and  considered  as  in 
Committee  of  the  Whole,  and  agreed  to;  and  the 
President  reported  the  bill  to  the  House  accord- 
ingly. 

On  the  question.  Shall  this  bill  be  engj-ossed 
and  read  the  third  time  as  amended?  it  was  de- 
termined in  the  affirmative. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  |>assed 
a  bill,  entitled  '*An  act  confirming  the  decisions 
of  the  commissioners  in  favor  of  the  claimants  of 
land  in  the  district  of  Kaskaskia;"  in  which  bill 
they  desire  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 

The  bill  last  brought  up  (or  concurrence  was 
twice  read  by  unanimous  consent,  and  referred  to 
a  select  committee,  to  consider  and  report  there- 
on ;  and  Messrs.  Meios,  Gregg,  and  Anderson, 
were  appointed  the  co^tnmittee. 

The  bill  supplemental  to  an  act,  entitled,  "An 
act  for  the  punishment  of  certain  crimes  against 
the  United  States,"  was  read  the  second  time, 
and  referred  to  a  select  committee,  to  consider 
and  report  thereon ;  and  Messrs.  Pope,  Bayard, 
and  Leib,  were  appointed  the  committee. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill,  entitled  ^^An  act  authorizing  a 
detachment  from  the  militia  of  the  United  States." 

Od  motion,  by  Mr.  Batard,  the  further  consid- 
eration thereof  was  postponed  until  the  first  Mon- 
day in  December  next. 


Monday,  April  30. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill  making  further  provision  for  the 
corps  of  engineers,  together  with  the  amendment 
reported  thereto  by  the  select  committee.  And 
on  motion,  the  further  consideration  thereof  was 
postponed  until  the  first  Monday  in  December 
next. 

Mr.  GiLMAN,  from  the  committee,  reported  the 
bill  providing  for  the  final  adjustment  of  claims 
to  land  in  the  Territories  of  Orleans  and  Louisi- 
ana, correctly  engrossed;  and  the  bill  was  read 
the  third  time ;  and  the  blanks  having  been  filled 
as  follows:  Ist,  with  the  word  ^'  fifty;"  2d,  with 
the  vr4xd  **  fifty ;"  3d,  with  the  words  '^  five  hun- 
dred;" 4th,  with  the  words  ^'siz  hundred ;"«  5th, 
with  the  word  ^' fifty ;"  6tb,  with  lheword"four:" 

Resolved^  That  this  bill  pass,  and  that  the  title 
thereof  be  ''An  act  providing  for  the  final  adjust- 
ment of  claims  to  lands  in  the  Territories  of  Or- 
leans aod  Louisiana," 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill,  entitled  "An  act  for  the  relief  of 
Margaret  Lapsley,  Grove  Pomeroy,  Arthur  St. 
Clair,  David  Blackwell,  Lucy  Dizoo,  and  John 


Murray."  On  the  question,  shall  this  bill  be  read 
a  third  time  ?  it  was  determined  in  the  afi&rma- 
tive — yeas  15,  nays  13,  as  follows: 

YsAi — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bayard,  Brent,  Champlin, 
Giles,  Gilman,  Goodrich,  Horsey,  Lloyd,  Meigs,  Pick* 
ering.  Pope,  Reed,  Smith  of  Maryland,  and  Sumter. 

Nats — Messrs.  Gondii,  Crawford,  Franklin,  Gaillaid, 
Gregg,  Hillhouse,  Lambert,  Leib,  MatthewBon,  Robin- 
son, Smith  of  New  York,  Tait,  and  Turner. 

Mr.  Turner,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  bill,  entitled  '^Anact  for  the  relief  of 
John  Minor,  administrator  of  Reuben  Minor/'  re- 
ported it  without  amendment. 

Ordered^  That.this  bill  pass  to  a  third  reading. 

Mr.  GiLMAN,  from  the  committee,  reported  tbe 
bill  appropriating  a  sum  of  money  for  procuiiog 
munitions  of  war,  and  for  other  purposes,  correctly 
engrossed ;  and  tbe  bill  was  read  the  third  time 
as  amended ;  and,  tbe  blanks  having  been  filled  as 
follows:  1st,  with  the  words  "one  hundred  thou- 
sand;" 2d,  with  the  words  "sixty  thousand  :'' 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass,  and  that  the  title 
thereof  be  "An  act  appropriating  a  sum  of  mooej 
for  procuring  clothing  for  the  Army  and  Marine 
Corps,  and  for  other  purposes." 

The  Senato  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,- the  bill,  entitled  '^An  act  authorizing  a 
loan  of  money  for  a  sum  not  exceeding  the 
amount  of  the  principal  of  the  public  debt  reim- 
bursable during  the  year  1810,"  together  with  the 
amendments  reported  thereto  by  the  select  com- 
mittee ;  and  having  disagreed  to  the  amendments. 

Ordered^  That  this  bill  pass  to  a  third  readiogl 

Mr.  Meigs,  from  the  committee  to  ^ivhom  was^ 
referred  the  bill,  entitled  "An  act  confirming  tbe 
decisions  of  the  commissioners  in  favor  of  claim- 
ants of  land  in  the  district  of  Kaskaskia,"  re- 
ported it  without  amendment. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  tbe 
Whole,  the  bill,  entitled  '^An  act  for  the  relief  of 
Amey  Dardin,  widow  and  representative  of  David 
Dardin,  deceased." 

On  the  question,  Shall  this  bill  be  read  a  third 
time?  it  was  determined  in  the  negative. 

Mr.  Pope,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  bill  supplemeatal  to  an  act,  entitled 
"An  act  for  the  puoishmeat  of  certain  crimes 
against  the. United  States,"  reported  it  without 
amendment. 

BARRED  CLAIMS. 

Tbe  PaEsinEirr  communicated  the  report  of 
the  Secretary  for  the  Department  of  the  Treasary. 
made  in  pursuance  of  the  resolution  of  the  Senate 
of  the  26th  instant,  on  the  subject  of  claims  barred 
by  the  statute  of  limitations  j  and  the  report  was 
read,  as  follows : 

TaxASUBT  DsPABTXiiTT,  April  S8,  1810. 

8ia :  I  have  the  honor  to  transmit  a  report  prepared 
in  obedience  to  the  resolution  of  the  Senate,  of  the 
twenty-sixth  instant     I  have  the  honor  to  be,  dbc. 

ALBERT  GALLATIN 

To  the  honorable  the  President  of  the  Senate  .* 

The  Secretary  of  tbe  Treasury,  in  obedience  to  the 
resolution  of  the  Senate,  of  the  26th  instant,  nepotttoBj 
reports— 
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That  it  upptmiUf  I7  the  letter  from  the  Regieter  of 
the  Treuuiy,  herewith  transmitted,  that  the  statement 
of  il)  the  claims  adjusted  and  allowed,  by  virtue  of  the 
act,  entitled  **An^ct  proTiding  for  the  settlement  of 
die  cltims  of  persons  under  particular  circumstances, 
bvred  by  the  limitations  heretoibre  established,"  can- 
not be  completed  before  the  day  contemplated  for  the 
•djoanuDent  of  Congress,  but  will  be  prepared  so  as  to 
be  bud  before  the  Senate  at  the  commencement  of  thehr 
Beit  fsedon. 

Thtt  the  statement  (A)  herewith  transmitted,  exhib- 
its the  tmoant  of  the  balances  standing  00  the  books 
ef  the  Treasury  against  the  United  States,  whioh  are 
buTPd  bf  the  statutes  of  limitatiDn,  and  arrangisd  un- 
der the  foUowing  heads,  vii : 

loan  Oflke  cartific^tce  ....  900,611  86 
Indents  for  interest  on  the  public  debt  -  64,590  96 
Pioil  eettlement  certiacatee  -  •  -  S8,878  24 
Comminioneis'  certifieatea  ...  4,304  86 
Amy  commisaioneis'  do.  ...  46,468  97 
Credita  given  in  lieu  of  army  commission- 
en'  certificates  cancelled  ...  28,674  30 
Credits  for  pay  of  the  army,  for  which  no 

certificates  were  ever  issued  -  -  17,13211 
Invalid  pensions      .....     16,635  46 


Amounting  together  to 


.  292,491  26 


That  BO  &r  as  relates  to  the  said  balances,  which 
leinlt  altogether  from  accounts  actually  settled  at  the 
Treasury,  the  statute  of  limitation  can  be  repealed  with- 
lut  subjecting  the  €h>vernment  to  imposition ;  but  that 
eonsiiicring  the  length  of  time  which  has  elapsed  since 
the  claims  have  been  barred,  and  the  little  value  on 
that  account  aflUed  to  them,  the  repeal  of  the  statute, 
unless  properly  guarded  in  that  respect,  may  not  gen- 
tnJly  benefit  the  rightful  claimants. 

And  that  with  the  exception  of  those  balances,  it  is 
not  believed  that  it  would  be  safe  to  repeal  the  statute 
of  limitation  in  relation  to  any  other  general  description 
of  claims;  although  there  may  be  special  cases  in  which, 
notwithstanding  the  lapse  of  time,  the  proper  proofo 
and  checks  may  still  exist,  so  as  to  prevent  any  imposi- 
tion on  the  public 

All  which  is  respeictfolly  submitted. 

ALBERT  GALLATIN. 


TuBSDATj  May  1. 

The  Senate  resamed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill  supplemental  to  an  act,  entitled 
''An  act  for  the  punishment  of  certain  crimes 
against  the  United  States;"  and,  on  motion,  the 
funber  coDsideration  thereof  was  postponed  until 
tbe  first  Monday  in  December  next. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill,  entitled'  "An  act  confirming  the 
decisions  of  the  commissioners  in  favor  of  the 
daimaots  of  lands  in  the  district  of  KaskasJEia;" 
and  CD  motion,  the  bill  was  read  the  third  time, 
by  Qoattimous  consent,  and  passed. 

The  bill,  entitled  '*An  act  authorizing  a  loan 
of  money  for  a  sum  not  exceeding  the  amount 
of  the  principal  of  the  public  debt  reimbursable 
Glaring  the  year  1810,"  was  read  the  third  time 
and  passed.. 

The  bill,  entitled  "An  act  for  the  relief  of  John 
Minor,  administrator  of  Reuben  Minor,"  was 
read  the  third  lime. 


The  bill  entitled  "An  act  for  the  relief  of 
Margaret  Lapsley,  Grove  Pomeroy,  Arthur  St. 
Clair,  David  Blackwell.  Lucy  Dixon,  and  John 
Mtijray,"  was  read  the  third  time. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Crawford,  that  it  be  re- 
committed to  a  select  committee,  further  to  con- 
sider and  report  thereon,  it  was  determined  in 
the  affirmative — yeas  15.  nays  14,  as  follows : 

TxAB— Mesas.  Condit,  Crawford,  Franklin,  GaUlard« 
Greggt  Hillhouse,  Lambert,  Leib,  Mathewson,  Pick- 
ering, .  Robinson,  Smith  of  New  York,  Tait,  Tamert 
and  Whiteside. 

Nats — Messrs.  Anderson*  Bayard,  Brent,  Champ* 
lin,  Giles,  Oilman,  Goodrich,  Horsey,  Lloyd,  Meigs« 
Pope,  Reed,  Smith,  of  Maryland,  and  Sumter. 

Ordered^  That  Messrs.  Crawfobd,  HtLLHonaa, 
and  Popi,  be  the  committee. 

The  Senate  adjourned  to  fire  o^oloek  thia 
ereniog. 

Tue$day  Evening^  five  &dock. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the^enate  that  the  House  have  passed 
a  bill,  entitled  "An  act  further  to  alter  and  amend 
'An  act  providing  for  the  third  census  or  enume- 
ration of  the  inhabitants  of  the  United  States;'' 
in  which  bill  they  desire  the  concurrence  of  the 
Senate.  They  concur  in  some  and  disagree  to 
other  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill,  en- 
titled "An  act  concerning  the  commercial  inter- 
course between  the  United  States  and  Great 
Britain  and  France,  and  their  dependencies,  and 
for  other  purposes ;"  and  they  insist  on  their  dis- 
agreement, and  ask  a  conference  on  the  subject- 
matter  thereof,  and  have  appointed  managers  on 
their  part. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  amend- 
ments disagreea  to  by  the  Houset)f  Representa- 
tives to  the  bill,  entitled  "An  act  concerning  the 
commercial  intercourse  between  the  United  States 
and  Great  Britain  and  France,  and  their  depen- 
dencies, and  for  other  purposes." 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Crawforo,  that  the  Senate 
recede  from  their  fourth  amendment  to  the  said 
bill,  it  waa  determined  in  the  negative— yeas  11, 
nays  14,  as  follows: 

TiAs— Messrs.  Condit,  Crawford,  Franklin,  Gregg* 
Lambert,  Lloyd,  Pope,  Reed,  Smith  of  New  Yoik'i 
Tait,  and  Turner. 

Nats — Messrs.  Andecsop,  Gaillard,  Giles,  Giima^, 
Goodridi,  Hillhooae,  Horsey,  Leib,  Mathewson,  Meigs, 
Pickering,  Robinson,  Smith  of  Maryland ,  and  White- 
side. 

Beaolved,  That  the  Senate  insist  on  theiir 
amendments  disagreed  to  by  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives to  the*  bill  last  mentioned ;  and  that 
they  agree  to  the  conference  proposed  by  the 
House  of  Representatives  on  the  subject;  and 
that  Messrs.  Crawford,  Smith  of  Maryland,  and 
Anderson,  be  managers  at  the  same  on  the  part 
of  the  Senate. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  passed 
the  bill,  entitled  "An  act  to  erect  a  light-house  at 
the  entrance  of  Scituate  harbor;  a  stone  column 
on  a  spit  of  sand  at  the  entrance  into  Boston  har- 
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bor;  and  a  beacon  on  Beach  Point,  near  Ply- 
mouth harbor,  in  the  State  of  Massachusetts;  a 
liffht  at  the  entrance  of  Bayou  St.  John  into 
lake  Pontchartrain ;  and  two  lights  on  lake  Erie ;" 
with  amendments,  in  which  they  request  ihe  con- 
currence of  the  Senate. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  amend- 
ments of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  the 
bill  last  mentioned,  and  concurred  therein. 

The  bill,  entitled  *'An  act  further  to  amend  'An 
act  proyidinff  for  the  third  census  or  enumeration 
of  the  inhabitants  of  the  United  States,"  was 
three  times  read  by  unanimous  consent,  and 
passed. 

Mr.  HiLLHousE,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  bill,  entitled  "An  act  for  the  re- 
lief of  Margaret  Lapsley,  Grove  Pomeroy,  Ar- 
thur St.  Clair,  David  Biackwell,  Lucy  Dixon, 
and  John  Murray,"  reported  it  with  amendments, 
which  were  read  and  considered  as  in  Committee 
of  the  Whole ;  and,  having  been  agreed  to,  the 
President  reported  the  bill  to  the  House  accord- 
ingly, and  the  bill  was  read  the  third  time  as 
amended,  by  unanimous  consent,  and  passed  with 
amendments. 

Mr.  HiLLBOusE,  from  the  same  committee,  fur- 
ther reported  as  follows : 

Muohedt  That  the  Secretary  for  the  Department  of 
the  Treasury  report  to  the  Senate,  at  their  n'eit  meet- 
ing, the  necessary  provisions  for  guarding  the  Treasury 
of  the  United  States  from  fraud  and  imposition  on  the 
removal  of  the  statute  of  limitations,  in  relation  to  the 
following  claims  mentioned  in  his  report  of  the  28th 
of  April,  1810,  viz: 

1.  Loan  office  certificates. 

5.  Indents  for  interest  on  the  public  debt 
8.  Final  settlement  certificates. 

4.  Commissioners*  certificates. 

6.  Army  certificates. 

0.  Credits  given  in  lieu  of  Army  certificates  cancelled. 

7.  Credits  for  the  pay  of  the  Army,  for  which  no  cer- 
tificates were  issued. 

6.  Invalid  pensions. 

Also,  how  far  the  statute  of  limitations  may  with 
safety  be  removed,  as  to  claims  for  personal  servicas 
rendered  in  the  Army  of  the  United  States,  during  the 
Bevolutionaiy  war,  and  the  guards  and  checks  neces- 
aary  and  proper  to  be  adopted. 

And  the  report  was  considered  and  agreed  to. 
Mr.  Crawford,  from  the  managers  at  the  con- 
tetenet  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses 


on  the  bill,  entitled  "An  act  concerning  the  com- 
mercial intercourse  between  the  United  States 
and  Great  Britain  and  France,  and  their  depend- 
encies, and  for  other  purposes/'  made  report. 
Whereupon, 

ReBolvtd^  That  the  Senate  recede  from  that 
part  of  their  fourth  amendment  which  consists  of 
the  fourth  section  of  the  bill  as  amended,  and  that 
they  adhere  to  all  their  other  amendments  to  the 
saia  bill. 

Mr.  Pope,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  bill  entitled  "An  act  for  the  relief  of 
William  W.  Weymouth  and  Joseph  P.  Weeks,"* 
reported  it  without  amendment ;  and  the  bill  was 
read  the  third  time  by  unanimous  consent,  aod 
passed. 

The  President  communicated  a  letter  from 
the  Surveyor  of  the  Public  Buildings  on  the  ap- 
propriation necessary  for  the  completion  of  the 
north  wing  of  the  Capitol,  which  was  read. 

Messrs.  Crawford  and  Lloyd  were  appointed 
a  committee  on  the  part  of  the  Senate,  with  sach 
as  the  House  of  Representatives  may  join,  to 
wait  on  the  President  of  the  United  States  aad 
notify  him  that,  unless  he  may  have  any  further 
communications  to  make  to  the  two  Houses  of 
Congress,  thnr  are  ready  to  adjourn. 

Ordered^  That  the  further  consideration  of  the 
bill,  entitled  "An  act  for  the  relief  of  John  Minor, 
administrator  of  Reuben  Minor,''  be  postponed  I 
until  the  first  Monday  in  December  next.  * 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatires 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  passed 
a  bill,  entitled  '^An  act  making  further  appropria- 
tions for  completing^  the  Capitol,  and  for  other 
purposes ;"  also,  a  bill,  entitled  '*An  act  for  the  J 
relief  of  P.  C.  L'Enfant;"  in  which  bills  thef 
desire  the  concurrence  of  the  Sebate. 

The  bill,  entitled  *'An  act  for  the  relief  of  P. 
C.  L'Enfant,"  was  three  times  read  by  unani- 
mous consent,  and  passed. 

Mr.  Crawford,  from  the  joint  committee,  re- 
ported that  they  aad  waited  on  the  President  of : 
the  United  States,  who  informed  them  that  he  | 
had  no  further  communicatioa  to  make  to  the 
two  Houses  of  Congress. 

Ordered^  That  the  Secretary  notify  the  House 
of  Representatives  that  the  Senate,  having  finished 
the  business  before  them,  are  about  to  adjourn. 

The  Secretary  having  performed  that  daty^ 
the  President  adjourned  the  Senate  without  day.  | 
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Monday,  Norember  27,  1809. 

This  being  the  day  appointed  by  law  for  the 
meeting  of  ubogress,  the  following  members  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  appeared,  and  took 
their  s^ats,  to  wit : 

From  New  Hampshire — Daniel  Blaisdell,  and  Na- 
thaniel A.  Haven. 

Prom  MoBeachuseiU — Exekiel  Bacon,  Richard  Cutts, 
Willitm  Ely,  BandUai  Gannett,  Josiah  Quincy,  SamM 
Taggart,  Chariea  Turner,  jr.,  Jabez  Upham,  Joseph  B. 
Viraam,  (the  Speaker,)  and  Laban  Wheaton. 

From  Keiinofi/— William  Chamberlin,  Martin  Chit- 
tenden, Jonathan  H.  Hubbard,  and  Samuel  Shaw. 

From  Rhode  Iflayuir-r'Richard  Jackson. 

From  Conneeiieut — Epaphroditus  Champion,  Sami 
W.Dana,  John  Davenport,  Jonathan  O,  Moseley,  Tim- 
othy Pitkin,  Jan.,  Lewis  B.  Sturges,  and  Benjamin 
TaJImadge. 

From  New  York — James  Emott,  Jonathan  Fiak, 
Thomas  R.  Gold,  Robert  Le  Roy  Livingston,  Peter  B. 
Porter,  Erastue  Root,  Ebenezer  Sage,  Thomas  Sam- 
Btons,  John  Thompson,  Killian  K.  Van  Rensselaer. 

From  New  Jeroeu — Adam  Boyd,  James  Cox,  Wil- 
fiam  Helms;  Jacob  Hufty,  Thomas  Newbold,  and  Heniy 
Soothwd. 

From  Penntyhania — William  Anderaon,  David 
Bard,  Robert  Brown,  William  Crawford,  Aaron  Lyle, 
Williim  Milnor,  John  Porter,  John  Rea,  Matthias  Rich- 
trdfl,  John  Smilie,  George  Smith,  Samuel  Smith,  and 
Bobert  Whitehiil. 

From  Maryland — Charles  Goldsborough,  John  Mont- 
^mery,  Nicholas  R.  Moore,  Roger  Nelson,  and  Archi- 
bald Van  Horn. 

From  Virginia — Burwell  Bassett,  James  Brecken- 
ndge,  John  Clopton,  John  Dawson,  John  W.  Eppes, 
Thomu  Gholson,  jun.,  Peterson  Goodwyn,  John  G. 
iackson,  Joseph  Lewis,  jun.,  John  Love,  Thomas  New- 
ton, John  T.  Roane,  John  Smith,  and  James  Stephen- 
aoB. 

From  Kerth  CaroUna — Willis  Alston,  jun.,  James 
Cochran,  William  Kennedy,  Nathaniel  Macon,  Archi- 
hsld  McBryde,  Joseph  Pearson,  Lemuel  Sawyer,  and 
Bicfaard  Stanford. 

From  South  CaroUna — Lemuel  J.  Alston,  Williapi 
Butler,  Joseph  Calhoun,  Robert  Marion,  Thomas  Moore, 
•fid  John  Taylor. 


From  Georgia — ^Howell  Cobb,  and  George  M.  Txoi^ 

From  Ohio — Jeremiah  Morrow. 

From  Kentucky — Joseph  Desha,  Benjamin  Howard* 
Richard  M.  Johnson,  and  Samuel  McKee. 

From  Tennesne — Pleasant  M.  Miller,  John  Rha^ 
and  Robert  Weakley. 

From  Miuissippt  Territory-^-Oeorge  Poindexter. 

From  Indiana  Territory — ^Jonathan  Jennings. 

From  Orleans  Territaty-^-hihtn  Pojpdras. 

Adam  Seybert,  returned  to  serve  as  a  member 
of  this  House,  for  the  State  of  Pennsylvania,  id 
the  room  of  Beojamia  Say,  resigned,  appeared, 
produced  his  credentials,  was  qualified,  and  took 
his  seat. 

Jonathan  Jennings,  returned  to  serve  as  t 
Delegate  from  the  Territory  of  Indiana,  appeared, 
produced  h,is  credentials,  was  qualified,  and  took 
his  seat. 

A  quorum,  consisting  of  a  majority  of  the 
whole  number,  being  present,  Mr.  Qo6dwtn  and 
Mr.  Root  were  appointed  a  committee  on  the 
part  of  the  House,  jointly  with  such  committee 
as  may  be  appointed  on  the  part  of  the  Senate,  to 
wait  on  the  President  of  the  United  States,  ancl 
inform  him  that  a  quorum  of  the  two  Houses  ia 
assembled,  and  ready  to  receive  any  commnnica* 
tions  he  may  be  pleased  to  make  to  them. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Nelson,  the  Clerk  was  di- 
rected to  procure  newspapers  from  any  number 
of  offices  that  the  members  shall  elect,  provided 
the  expense  do  not  exceed  the  amount  of  three 
daily  newspapers. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Nelson,  it  was 

Reaohedf  That,  unless  otherwise  ordered,  the 
daily  hour  to  which  this  House  shall  stand  ad- 
journed, during  the  present  session,  be  el€V«Q  6*« 
clock  in  the  forenoon. 


TvESDAY,  November  28* 

Several  other  members,  to  wit:  from  New 
Hainpshire,  John  C.  Cbambeblain  and  Jambs 
Wilson;  from  Rhode  Island,  Elisha  R.  Potter; 
from  Pennsylvania,  WilliaH  FiNDLBraVid  Dam* 
iBL  Hbistbb;  from  Virgiaim,  Matthbw  Clat 
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and  Jacob  S  wo  ope  ;  and  from  North  Carolina, 
John  Stanley;  appeared,  and  tool[  their  seats 
in  the  House. 

A  message  from  the  Senate  informed  the  House 
that  a  quorum  of  the  Senate  is  assembled,  and 
ready  to  proceed  to  business.  They  have  ap- 
pointed a  committee  on  their  part,  jointly  with 
the  committee  appointed  on  the  part  of  this  House, 
to  inform  the  President  that  a  quorum  of  the  two 
Houses  is  assembled,  aini  ready  to  receive  any 
communications  that  he  may  be  pleased  to  make 
them. 

The  Speaker  laid  before  the  House  a  certificate 
of  the  election  of  Adam  Sbybbet^  to  serve  as  a 
member  for  the  State  of  Pennsylvania,  in  the  room 
of  Benjamin  Say,  resigned  ;  which  was  read,'and, 
together  with  the  certificate  of  the  election  of 
Jonathan  Jenninqs,  the  delegate  from  the  Ter- 
ritory of  Indiana,  referred  to  the  Committee  of 
Elections.    . 

The  Speaker  also  laid  before  the  House  a 
memorial  of  the  Legislative  Council  and  House 
of  Representatives  of  the  Indiana  Territory, 
stating  that, by  certain  acts  of  Congress,  the  num- 
ber of  members  composing  the  Legislature  of  that 
Territory  was  so  deranged  as  to  render  it  neces- 
sary to  make  a  new  .apportionment  of  members 
of  the  said  Legislative  Council  and  House  of  Rep- 
resenitative?,  which  has  been  done;  and  praying 
tlie  sanction  of  Congress  to  the  apportionment 
aforesaid. — Referred  to  Mr.  Poindexter,  Mr. 
CocBRAN,Mr.  Breckenbiooe,  Mr.  Witberspoon, 
and  Mr.  Jennings,  with  leave  to  report  by  bill, 
or  otherwise. 

•  Mr.  Taylor  preseated  a  petition  of  Thomas 
Galphin,  of  the  Slate  of  South  Carolina,  only  sur- 
viviiiff  partner  of  the  latefirm  of  Galphin,  Holmes, 
and  Co.,  traders  with  the  Creek  Indians,  and  ex- 
ecutor of  the  will  of  his  father,  praying  that  an 
act  may  be  passed  to  compel  certain  persons,  res- 
ident in  the  Creek  nation  of  Indians,  to  pay  the 
anount  respectively  owing  by  them  to  the  estate 
of  the  father  of  the  petitioner  and  to  the  firm 
aforesaid.— 'Referred  to  Mr»  Taylor,  Mr.  Dana, 
Mr.  Sammons,  Mr.  Crawford,  and  Mr.  Cham- 
.9SRUN  of  Vermont,  to  examine  and  report  .their 
opinion  thereupon  to  the  House. 

Mr.  GooowYN  from  the  joint  committee  ap- 
pointed to  wait  on  the  President  of  the  United 
States. reported  that  the  committee  had  performed 
the  service  assigned  to  tbemu  and  that  the  Pre 
sident  signified  that  he  would  make  a  communi- 
cation, in  writing,  to  the  two  Houses  of  Confess, 
to^mocrow  at  twelve  o'clock. 

STANDING  COMMrrrE£& 

A  motion  was  made,  by.  Mr.  Skilib.  that  the 
House  do  proceed  to  the  appointment  of  the  stand- 
ing committees^ursuant  to  the  rules  and  orders 
of  the  House:  Mrnereupon,  the  following  standing 
tBommlitees  wera  appointed  viz : 

C9^miittu  4jf  Ei9tHon$^^4^.  Findley,  Mr.  Clay, 
Ifr.  8tiirg«s,  Mr.  Troop,  Mr.  Taylar,  Mr.  Van  Reos- 
aelaery  and  Mr.  Gaanatt. 

Comwdttet  of  Clmma^^Hr*  JdhnaoBy  Mr.  Pitkin, 


Mr.  Butler,  Mr.  R.  Brown,  Mr.  Stanley,  Mr.  Gholson, 
and  Mr.  P.  B.  Porter. 

CammUtet  of  Commerce  and  Mttnufaeiure9--MT, 
Newton,  Mr.  Dana,  Mr.  Marion,  Mr.  Cntts,  Mr.  N.R. 
Moore,  Mr.  Sage,  and  Mr.  Seybert. 

Committee  of  y^ays  and  Mean9 — ^Mr.  Eppcs,  Mr. 
W.  Alston,  Mr.  Tallmadge,  Mr.  Montgomexy,  Mr. 
Bacon,  Mr.  Smilie,  and  Mr.  RooL 

Con^mittee  on  the  PubUe  Land» — Mr.  Morrow,  Mr. 
Goodwyn,  Mr.  Ely,  Mr.  Boyd,  Mr.  Howard,  Mr.  GoU, 
sad  Mr.  Cobb. 

Committee  of  Reifisai  and  Unfinished  Btuineu— 
Mr.  Southard,  Mr.  Shaw,  and  Mr.  R.  JackMn. 

Committee  for  the  District  of  Co/iisn6ti^~^Mr.  Lore, 
Mr.  Van  Horn,  Mr.  L.  J.  Alston,  Mr.  Newbold,  Mr.  S. 
Smith,  Mr.  Taggirt,  and  Mr.  Haven. 

Committee  on  Post  Offiees  and  Post  Boada—Uu 
Rhea  of  Tennessee,  Mr.  Helms,  Mr.  Thompeon,  Mr. 
Desha,  Mr.  Stanford,  Mr.  Calhoan,  Mr.  Troop,  Mr. 
Morrow,  Mr.  Dai^enport,  Mr.  Chittenden,  Mr.  Gold*- 
borough,  Mr.  Whitehill,  Mr.  Potter,  Mr.  J.  Smith,  Mr. 
Upham,  and  Mr.  Wilson. 

Committee  of  Aeeounts — ^Mr.  Miln6r9  Mr.  Kennedy, 
and  Mr.  Tamer. 


Wednesday,  November  29, 
.  Several  other  members,  to  wit :  from  New 
York,  John  Nicbocson  ;  from  Maryland,  Johh 
Brown;  and  from  Virginia,  Walter  ionw, 
appeared,  and  took  their  seats  in  the  Honse. 

A  Message,  in  writing,  was  received  from  the 
President  or  tbe  United  States.  [For  this 
Message  see  Senate  proceedings  of  this  date,afl^ 
page  478.] 

The  said  Message,  together  with  the  documeDU 
accompanying  the  sam^  was  committed  to  a 
Committee  oFthe  Whole  on  the  state  of  the  Uoioo^ 
iuad  five  thousand  copies  thereof  ordered  to  be 
priated  for  the  use  of  the  xDeinbera» 


Tbuhsdat,  November  30. 

Several  other  members,  to  wit:  frcnn  New 
Hampshire,  William  Hale  ;  from  Massachosetti, 
GroEON  Gardner  and  E^oekibl  WHrrnAN ;  u)(i 
from  New  York,  Y imccnt  Matthews  ;  appeared, 
and  took  their  seats  in  the  House. 

A  message  from  the  Senate  iafermcd  the  House 
that  the  Senate  have  resolved  that  two  Chsplaios, 
of  different  denominations,  be  appointed  to  Con- 
gress for  the  present  session,  one  by  each  Hotise, 
who  shall  interchange  weekly. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Root. 

Resolved^  That  the  Coinmittee  on  Post  Offices 
and  Post  Roads  be  instructed  to  report  a  bill  aa- 
thoriziBg  members  of  the  Senate  and  House  of 
Representatives  to  frank  the  President's  Message 
and  accompanying  documents,  transmitted  to  both 
Houses  at  the  opening  of  the  present  session,  not- 
withstanding the  same  may  weigh  more  thsn  tw(» 
ounces  avoirdupois:  Provided^  That  each  mem- 
ber ao  fraakiog  shall  endorse  on  the  wrapper,  in 
sttbstanoc,  that  the  eneiosure  csntaias  the  said 
Message  and  documents,  and  them  only,  and  sb^ 
scribe  liis  name  to  such  endorseaaent. 

The  Speaker,  laid  before  the  House  the  fol- 
lowing letter,  which  was  read. 


685 


HISTORY  OF  CONGRESS. 


686 


DCCEMBJBB,  1800. 


Preeident^s  Messagt — Namgaiian  Law* 


H.  ofR. 


To  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  ReprtBeniattoea  : 

Si  A :  An  occorrence  having  recently  taken  place  be- 
tween a  member  of  the  House  of  RepreaentatiYes  and 
mjtelf,  produced  bj  circumstances  not  at  all  connected 
with  his  official  duties  or  opinions,  which  from  the 
time  and  place  may  be  considered  disrespectful  to  the 
House  of  Representatii^es,  I  take  the  liberty  of  tender- 
ing throngh  you  my  most  respectful  declarations,  that 
I  am  the  last  who  would  wilfully  manifest  a  deficiency 
of  that  reverence  which  is  due  to  the  Representatives  of 
my  country,  or  that  sacred  regard  which  is  also  due  to 
their  privileges. 

To  yourself,  sir,  penonaily,  I  tender  the  assurances 
of  my  very  great  resspeet.  I.  A.  COLES. 

NoTxvBKS  SO,  1809. 

[No  order  baving  been  taken  on  it,  the  letter  lies 
on  the  table  of  course.] 

PRESIDENT'S  MESSAGE. 

Oq  motion  of  Mr.  Dawson,  the  House  resolved 
itself  into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  slate 
of  the  Union.  The  President's  Message  baring 
been  read, 

Mr.  Smilib  said  that  the  eommon  mode  of  pro- 
ceeding, when  in  Committee  of  the  Whole  on 
the  President's  Message,  was  to  refer  the  several 
subjects  embraced  in  it  to  different  committees. 
The  Message  was  not  yet  printed  and  laid  on  the 
table.  He  bad  seen  inconveniences  arising  from 
too  hasty  a  reference  of  these  subjects  on  A>rmer 
occasions;  he  remembered  last  Winter,  unfortu- 
nately, the  subject  of  our  foreign  relations  had 
been  divided  and  committed  to  two  separate 
committeeR,  which  bad  interfered  with  each  other. 
Perhaps,  if  the  House  proceeded  too  hastily  on 
this  occasion,  similar  inconveniences  might  again 
occur.  In  order  to  give  fuither  time  for  consid- 
eration, be  moved  that  the  Committee  now  rise. 
This  motion  was  agreed  to  without  debate  and 
without  a  division. 


Fbidat,  December  1. 

Two  other  members,  to  wit:  from  Virginia, 
Edwin  Gray;  and  from  North  Carolina, Mesback 
Fbamklin  ;  appeared,  and  togk  their  seats  in  the 
Hpuse. 

The  House  proceeded,  by  ballot,  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  m  Chaplain  to  Congress  on  their  part ; 
after  several  ballotings  a  majority  of  the  votes 
were  found  in  favor  of  Jbbsb  Leb,  who  was 
therefore  declared  duly  elected. 

On  motion^  of  Mr.  Smilib.  a  committee  was 
appointed  to  prepare  and  report  standing  rules 
and  orders  for  tne  government  of  ihe  House. 
The  committee  consists  of  Messrs.  Macon,  Smi- 
lib, Rbea  of  Tennessee,  Southabd,  and  Shaw. 
Mr.  W.  Alston  offered  the  following  resolu- 
tion, which  being  varied  on  the  suggestion  of  Mr. 
PoiNDCXTER,  so  Bs  to  refer  the  subject  to  the 
Committee  of  Public  Lands,  was  agreed  to : 

Re$ohedf  That  a  committee  be  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  propriety  of  confirming  the  right  of  the  city 
of  New  Orleans  to  the  Common  of  said  dty,  including 
the  ground  occupied  by  the  fortifications  of  the  same, 
and  abo  of  vesting  in  the  said  city  or  in  the  Territory 
of  Orleans  the  public  and  vacant  lots  of  ground  within 


the  city  aforesaid,  on  such  conditions  as  may  tend  t» 
the  improvement  and  health  of  the  city. 

Mr.  MoBROw  presented  a  petition  of  sundry  in* 
habitants  of  the  State  of  Ohio,  stating  that,  in 
consequence  of  the  restrictions  under  which  the 
commerce  of  the  United  States  at  present  labors, 
they  are  unable  to  complete  their  payments  for 
lands  purchased  from  the  United  States;  and 
praying  such  revision  and  amendment  of  the  laws 
providmg  for  the  sale  of  the  public  lands  as  is 
therein  expressed.  Also,  expressing  their  "  une- 
quivocal and  entire  approbation  of  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  General  Government." — Referred 
to  the  Committee  On  the  Public  Lands. 

A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Montgombby,  that' 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  state  of  the  - 
Union  be  discharged  from  the  farther  considera- 
tion of  the  Message  from  the  President  of  the  * 
United  Staites,  and  the  accompanying  documents:.: 
and  the  question  being  taken  tnereupon,  it  wa» 
determined  in  the  negative. 

NAVIGATION  LAWS. 

Mr.  Macon  said  he  wished  earl^  to  call  the  at« 
tention  of  the  House  to  two  motions,  the  object 
of  which  he  deemed  to  be  very  indportant.  The 
first  of  them  had  been  formerly  submitted  to  the 
House  by  a  gentleman  from  Greorgia  (Mr.  Eablt,) 
but  never  acted  on,  and  afterwards  by  a*  gentle- 
man from  South  Carolina  (Mr.  D.  R.  Williams;) 
the  other  had  been  presented  by  Mr.  Maoon 
himself  at  the  last  session,  but  at  so  late  a  period 
that  it  had  not  been  acted  on.  It  appeared  to 
Mr.  Macon  that  these  motions,  conibined  with 
one  submitted  at  diflferent  times  by  a  gentleman 
from  Connecticut,  (Mr.  Dana,)  would  form 
something  like  a  system.  The  object  of  the 
first  motion  he  was  about  to  submit,  was  to  pro- 
hibit any  foreign  vessel  from  comios  from  any 
port  or  place  to  which  the  vessels  ofthe  United 
States  could  not  go.  Gentlemen  would  at  once 
observe  that  there  were  many  places  whence  ves- 
sels came  to  this  country,  to  which  we  cannot  go^ 
and  would  perceive  thei  extent  of  the  motion. 
The  other  motion  related  to  sea-letter  vessels 
only.  Mr.  Macon  said  he  wished  to  put  them 
out  of  the  nation,  and  to  have  no  vessels  belone^ 
ing  to  the  United  States  which  were  not  perfectly 
American.  He  would  have  our  vessels  wholly 
American,  or  they  should  not  at  all  partake  of 
the  character  of  American  vessels. 

After  declaring  that  he  considered  his  motions 
as  calculated  for  permanent  regulations,  Mr.  Ma<* 
CON  submitted  the  following  resolutions: 

Resolved^  That  the  Committee  of  Commerce  and 
Manufitctures  be  instructed  to  inquire  into  the  expedi- 
ency of  prohibiting  the  entry  of  any  vessel  into  the 
United  States  from  any  port  or  place  to  which  a  vessel 
oi  the  United  States  is  not  admitted  by  permanent 
regulation  of  the  Government  owning  such  port  or 
place  by  treaty. 

Resoived,  That  the  Committee  of  Commerce  and 
Manufactures  be  instructed  to  inquire  into  the  expedi- 
ency of  authorizing  the  registering  anew  of  vessels 
built  in  the  United  Ststes,  which  are  owned  in  whole 
by  citizens  of  the  United  States,  any  disability  incurred 
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by  mich  veMel  to  the  contrary  notwithitanding  ;  and 
also  into  the  expediency  of  forbidding  by  law  aea-let- 
ters  or  any  cuatom  houae  documents  being  granted  to 
vessels  not  registered  or  licensed  according  to  law,  or 
not  owned  by  citizens  of  the  United  Stotes,  within  a 
limited  time  after  the  passing  of  snch  a  law. 

Mr.  Newton  having  seconded  these  motions, 
JMr.  Macon  tnoved  to  refer  them  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  Commerce  and  Manufactures. 

Mr.  Dana  observed  that  these  resolutions  had 
in  view  merely  an  investigation  by  the  Commit- 
tee of  Commerce  and  Manufactures  into  the  sub- 
ject of  them.  On  such  a  question  it  was  but  ne- 
cessary to  ask  whether  the  subject  be  of  itself  in- 
teresting, and  whether  or  not  the  proposition 
bears  on  the  face  of  it  so  much  of  probability  and 
propriety  that  there  could  be  no  objection  to  it 
on  the  score  of  it&  being  utterl-y  ipadmissible. ' 
Unless^  therefore,  the  propositions  were  utterly 
inadmissible,  if  they  related  to  a  subject  interest- 
ing to  the  nation  in  time  of  peace  as  well  as  of 
war,  if  they  had  a  connexion  with  one  great 
branch  of  national  policy,  there  could  be  no  ob- 
jection to  have  them  investigated  by  a  committee. 
Without  expressing  any  opinion  on  the  first  pro- 
position, which  embraced  a  variety  of  important 
considerations,  Mr.  D.  said  that  the  motions  were 
recommended  to  the  House  by  their  being  founded 
on  permanent  principles,  to  which  the  nation  may 
adhere  in  every  alternative ;  and  fn  addition  to 
the  attention  due  to  them  because  they  were  of  a 
permanent  character  and  not  merely  temporary 
expedients,  they  might  contribute  to  some  of  those 
measures  of  temporarv  policy  deemed  proper, 
and  without  a  possibility  of  thwarting,  might 
perhaps  aid  any  project  the  Government  might 
adopt.  As  to  the  second  resolution,  that  he  con- 
sidered important  in  another  point  of  view,  as 
tending  to  encourage  American  manufactures. 
If  there  be  any  manufacture  which  requires  great 
precision  of  science  and  experimental  skill,  any 
one  which  embraces  more  of  the  profound  and 
elevated  principles  of  science,  and  requires  more 
dexterity  in  practical  execution  than  any  otheir, 
It  is  the  constructing  of  ships.  With  these  ideas, 
which  Mr.  Dana  said  were  not  applicable  to  the 
merits  of  the  proposition,  but  to  the  question  of 
reference,  he  should  vote  for  referring  them.  He 
was  extremely  glad  the  motions  had  been  brought 
forward,  and  particularly  that  they  had  been  in- 
troduced bv  a  gentleman  so  well  qualified  to  sus- 
tain them,  oy  bis  character  and  talents. 

The  motion  for  referring  Mr.  Macon's  propo- 
sitions was  carried. 

AMERICAN  SEAMEN. 

Mr.  Dana  said  it  would  be  recqjlected  that  at 
the  last  session  he  had  proposed  a  resolution  for 
the  benefit  of  the  seamen  of  the  United  States, 
which  had  been  referred  to  a  select  committee, 
and  a  bill  to  that  effect  had  been  reported.  But 
as  the  time  to  which  Congress  had  thought  pro- 
per to  limit  its  session  did  not  adroit  of  a  full  dis- 
cussion he  had  thought  proper  to  press  its  con- 
sideration. It  appeared  to  him  that  the  proposi- 
tion had  some  connexion  with  the  subject  of  the 


motions  of  the  gentleman  from  North  Ctroliot 
(Mr.  Macon,)  and  also  with  the  subject,  recom- 
mended by  the  President,  of  guarding  agaiDst 
abuses  of  the  American  flag  by  collttsi?e  prosti- 
tutions of  it.  If  a  vessel  of  tne  United  States 
was  to  be  considered  as  a  '^  floating  colony,''  he 
did  not  wish  it  to  be  a  colony  of  foreigners. 
Mr.  Dana  submitted  the  following  resolution: 

Resolved,  That  for  the  benefit  of  seamen  of  tbe 
United  States  it  is  propci  to  make  provision  that  regit- 
tered  ships  or  venels,  after  a  time  to  be  limited  bjlaw, 
shall  not  continue  to  enjoy  the  benefits  or  priTileg«i 
appertaining  to  ships  or  veswls  of  the  United  Stalei, 
unless  a  certain  proportion  of  the  marinen  onbovd 
the  same  shall  be  citizens  of  the  United  States. 

This  motion  was  also  referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee of  Commerce  and  Manufactures,  who  were 
instructed  to  report  by  bill  or  bills  or  otherwise 
on  all  three  propositions. 

PRESIDENT'S  MESSAGE. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Eppes,  the  House  resoUed 
itself  into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the 
state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  Eppes  offered  eight  resolutions,  which 
being  agreed  to  by  the  committee  were  reported 
to  the  House,  and  agreed  to,  as  follows: 

1.  Reaolvedf  That  so  much  of  the  Message  of 
the  President  of  the  United  States  as  respecuthe 
relations  of  the  United  States  with  foreign  bi- 
tions,  be  referred  to  a  select  committee. 

[The  following  gentlemen  compose  this  com* 
mittee:  Messrs.  Macoh,  Findlet,  J.  G.  Jacksor, 

MOSELY,  TaTLOB,  Wm.  ChAMBEBLIN,  Fi8K,MC' 

Kee  and  Gannet.] 

2.  Besolvedj  That  so  much  of  the  Messa^  of 
the  President  of  the  United  States  as  relates  to 
penalties  inroluntarily  incurred  by  the  infraction 
of  the  l]|w  prohibiting  cominercial  intercourse 
with  Great  Britain  and  France  and  their  depeo- 
dencies,  and  for  other  purposes,  be  referred  to  the 
Committee  of  Commerce  and  Manufactures. 

3.  Resolved^  That  so  much  of  the  Message  of  the 
President  of  the  United  States  as  relates  to  abases 
of  the  flag  of  the  United  States,  by  coliusire  pros- 
titutions thereof,  be  referred  to  the  CommitteAof 
Commerce  and  Manufactures. 

4.  Bemdvedj  That  so  much  of  the  Message  of 
the  President  of  the  United  States  as  relates  to 
the  naval  establishment  of  the  United  Sutes,  be 
referred  to  a  select  committee. 

f  The  following  gentlemen  compose  this  com- 
mittee :  Messrs.  Babsett,  Quincy,  John  Bbow5, 
Sawter,  MitNOB,  Cbist,  and  J.  C  Cbambeb- 

LAIN.] 

5.  Besolvedf  That  so  mncjb  of  the  Message  of 
the  President  of  the  United  States  as  relates  to 
the  Military  Establishment  of  the  United  States, 
be  referred  to  a  select  committee. 

[The  following  gentlemen  compose  this  com- 
mittee: Messrs.  Nelson,  Dawson,  T.  Moonij 
Champion,  Cox,  Milleb,  and  Wbbator.] 

6.  Resolved,  That  so  much  of  the  Message  of 
the  President  of  the  United  States  as  relates  to 
the  organization  of  the  militia  of  the  United 
States,  be  referred  to  a  select  committee. 
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^The  folIowiDjor  gentlemen  compose  this  com- 
mittee: Messrs.  Tallmadoe,  Clay,  Butler,  Re  a 
of  PenDsflrania,  Weakley,  Hale,  Torner.] 

7.  JicMotved,  That  so  much  of  the  Message  of 
the  President  of  the  United  States  as  relates  to 
the  finances  of  the  United  States,  be  referred  to 
the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means. 

8.  Resolved,  That  so  much  of  the  Message  of 
the  President  of  the  United  States  as  relates  to 
the  fortifications  of  the  ports  and  harbors  of  .the 
United  States,  be  referred  to  a  select  committee. 

[This  committee  is  composed  of  the  following 

f^ntlemen.:   Messrs.  Clopton,   John  Porter, 
xoTT,    McKiM,    GARnNER,    McBryde,    and 

WlTHERSPOON.] 

MISSISSIPPI  TERRITORY. 

Mr.  PoiRDEXTER  offered  the  following  reso- 
latioD : 

Resolved  That  a  committee  be  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  ezpediencj  of  allowing  the  citizens  of  the 
county  of  •Madison,  in  the  Mississippi  Territory,  a 
Representative  in  the  Assembly  of  that  Territory. 

Mr.  Troup  moved  to  amend  the  motion  by 
adding  the  followioff,  in  substance,  which  he 
after'wards  consented  to  make  the  subject  of  a 
separate  motion,  as  follows: 

Reaohed,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be 
directed  to  lay  before  the  House  of  Representatives  any 
information  he  may  have  touching  any  settlement  con- 
trary to  law  on  the  public  lands  of  the  United  States, 
in  the  county  of  Madison,  in  the  Mississippi  Territory ; 
by  whom,  to  what  extent,  and  what  measures  have 
been  taken  for  their  removal. 

Both  these  resolutions  were  agreed  to. 

Mr.  PoiNDEXTEB  took  occasion  to  observe,  that 
the  citizens  of  Madison  county  were  not  Yazoo 
settlers,  as  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  seemed 
to  suppose,  but  persons  who  had  become  pur- 
chasers of  public  land,  some  of  which  had  been 
sold  at  twenty  and  thirty  dollars  the  acre,  and  a 
considerable  sum  of  the  purchase  money,  of  which 
had  lately  been  paid  into  the  Treasury. 


MoNDAT,  December  4, 

Several  other  members  to  wit:  from  Mary- 
land, Alexanoer  McKim,  from  South  Carolina^ 
Thomas  Kenan,  from  South  Carolina,  Robert 
Witberspoon;  from  Kentucky,  Henry  Crist; 
and  from  Georgia,  William  W.  Bibb;  appeared, 
and  took  their  seats  in  the  House. 

Mr.  Poindexter  presented  a  petition  of  Josiah 
H.  Webb,  praying  such  annual  allowance  as  may 
be  deemed  adequate  for  his  support,  in  conse- 
quence of  a  wound  received  from  an  unknown 
band,  while  employed  as  a  post  rider  in  convey- 
ing the  United  States'  mail  between  Athens  and 
New  Orleans,  which  has  rendered  him  incapable 
of  labor. — Referred  to  Mr.PoiNnEXTER,Mr.  Nich- 
olson, Mr.  G.  Smith,  Mr.  Swoops,  and  Mr. 
Hubbard,  with  instruction  to  examine  the  matter 
thereof,  and  report  the  same,  with  their  opinion 
thereupon,  to  tne  House. 

Mr.  Rbba,  of  Tennessee,  from  the  Committee 
on  the  Post  Office  and  Post  Roads,  presented  a 


bill  to  authorize  the  transportation  of  certain  docu- 
ments free  of  postage ;  which  was  read  twice  and 
ordered  to  be  engrossed,  and  read  the  third  time 
to-day. 

A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Nicholas,  that  the 
House  do  come  to  the  following  resolution : 

Resohed,  That  provision  be  made  by  law  for  a  gen- 
eral national  establishment  of  banks  throughout  the 
United  States,  and  that  the  profits  arising  from  the 
same,  together  with  such  surplusses  of  revenue  as  may 
accrue,  be  appropriated  for  the  "  general  welfare,"  in 
the  construction  of  public  roads  and  canals,  and  the 
esUblishment  of  seminaries  for  education  throughout 
the  United  States. 

The  resolution  was  ordered  to  lie  on  ^e  table. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Fisk, 

Resolved,  That  provision  ought  to  be  made,  by 
law.  for  taking  the  third  census  of  the  inhabitants 
of  the  United  States. 

Ordered,  That  a  bill,  or  bills,  be  brought  in, 
pursuant  to  the  said  resolution;  and  that  Mr. 
Fisk,  Mr.  Pitkin,  Mr.  Bibb,  Mr.  Jones,  and  Mr. 
Whitman,  do  prepare  and  bring  in  the  same. 

An  engrossed  bill  to  authorize  the  traosporta- 
tioD  of  certain  documents  free  of  postage  was  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed. 

Mr.  Wbitehill  presented  the  petition  of  sun- 
dry citizens  of  the  State  of  Pennsylvania;  pray- 
ing that  the  importation  of  foreign  spirits  distilled 
from  grain  may  be  prohibited,  and  that  a  higher 
duty  be  laid  on  the  importation  of  spirits  distilled 
from  other  substances. — Referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee of  Commerce  and  Manufactures. 

Mr.  Eppes  presented  the  memorial  of  Tbomas 
Randolph,  statins;  that  Jonathan  Jennings,  the 
sitting  Delegate  from  the  Indiana  Territory,  waa 
not  legally  elected,  and  praying  that  his  seat  may 
be  vacated,  and  a  new  election  ordered. — Refer- 
red to  the  Committee  of  .Elections. 

COMMITTEE  OF  MANUFA0TURB8. 

*  Mr.  Sawyer  asked  leare  to  lay  upon  the  table 
the  following  resolution,  of  a  nature  similar  to 
one  which  he  had  proposed  at  the  last  session, 
which,  from  the  shortness  of  the  session,  he  pre- 
sumed, rather  than  from  any  unfriendly  disposi- 
tion, never  had  been  acted  on : 

RJuohed,  That  a  standing  committee  be  appointed, 
to  be  called  the  Committee  of  Manufactures,  whose 
duty  it  shall  be  to  take  into  consideration  all  such  pe- 
titions, matters,  and  things,  touching  manufactures, 
as  shall  be  presented,  or  shall  or  may  come  in  ques- 
tion and  be  referred  to  them  by  the  House,  and  to  re- 
port, from  time  to  time,  their  opinion  thereon. 

Mr.  S.  said  it  was  certainly  too  much  to  expect 
any  one  committee  to  do  justice  to  two  such  im- 
portant subjects,  becoming  daily  more  so,  as  those 
of  commerce  and  manufactures.  He  wished  to 
have  employed  on  the  subject  of  manufactures 
the  undivided  energies  of  the  best  talents  of  the 
House;  he  hoped  that  all  the  ravs  of  patriotism 
and  genius  in  the  House  would  be  directed  to 
this  subject  as  to  a  focal  point  at  which  they 
should  all  converge.  How  could  one  committee 
properly  attend  to  the  mass  of  business  before  the 
Committee  of  Commerce  and  Manufactures! 
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The  sabjects  confided  to  them  could  not  be  acted 
on,  and  yet  important  matters  were  continually 
dropping  into  this  gulf  of  oblivion.  This  com- 
mittee, however,  did  all  that  could  be  expected  of 
them;  he  did  not  believe  that  any  member  of  it 
was  hostile  to  manufactures ;  he  could  answer 
for  the  chairman,  (Mr.  Newton,)  whom  he  knew 
to  be  friendly  to  manufactures,  both  from  precept 
and  example.  It  was  because  it  was  impossible 
for  the  committee  to  attend  to  all  the  business 
before  it,  that  he  offered  the  resolution. 

Mr.  S.'s  motion  lies  on  the  table  one  day,  of 
course,  according  to  the  rules  of  the  House. 

VIOLATIONS  OP  NEUTRAL  RIGHTS.  <» 

Mr.  Troup  begged  leave  to  submit  to  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House  several  resolutions,  which 
had  for  their  object  the  vindication  of  .the  com- 
mercial rights  of  the  United  States  against  the 
belligerent  nations  of  Europe.  He  submitted 
them  at  this  time  with  les8  reluctance,  because 
the  introduction  of  them  was  in  no  wute  incon- 
sistent with  the  most  friendly  negotiation  which 
might  be  pending  with  foreign  Ck>vernments.  It 
is  high  time,  said  Mr.  T.,  m  my  opinion,  ihat 
these  commercial  rights  were  either  vindicated 
or  abandoned.  The  remnant  of  commerce,  which 
the  joint  operation  of  the  belligerent  decrees  has 
left  to  us,  is  scarcely  worth  carrying  on.  To  de- 
signate what  this  little  is,  would  be  no  difficult 
matter,  but  it  would  be  superfluous ;  every  one 
who  hears  me  understands  it. 

But,  it  would  be  well  to  inquire,  on  what  prin- 
ciple the  belligerents  pretend  to  justify  these 
commercial  restrictions  ?  The  avowed  principle 
is  retaliation,  but  is  it  the  true  principle  1  Un- 
questionably not.  And  why?.  Because  it  is 
equally  asserted  by  both  belligerents.  Both  can- 
not be  retaliators ;  one  must  be  the  aggressor,  the 
other  the  retaliator.  If  this  principle,  then,  be 
equally  are^ed  by  both,  who  is  to  judge  between 
them  ?  If  the  aiieffed  principle  of  retaliatidn  be 
pot  the  true  one,  what  is  ?  As  respects  France, 
the  true  principle  of  her  decrees  Is  to  be  sought  in 
the  policy  of  embarrassing  England  by  excluding 
from  the  Continent  British  merchandise ;  and  as 
to  Great  Britain,  the  principle  of  her  Orders  in 
Council  may  bje  found  in  the  consideration  of  her 
interest  and  her  power.  She  avowedly  contends 
that  it  is  her  interest  to  engross  the  commerce  of 
the  world ;  that  she  has  the  power  to  engross  it, 
and,  therefore,  she  will  en£[ross  it. 

But,  what  are  the  principles  more  specifically 
asserted  by  Oreat  Britain  ?  Firat,  the  right  of 
blockade*  by  proclamation ;  second,  the  right  to 
turn  your  vessels  into  her  ports  to  pay  duty  and 
take  out  a  license.  This  right  of  blockading  by 
proclamation  is  not  a  right  growin^^  out  of  a  stfl\f  e 
of  war ;  it  is  no  belligerent  riffht ;  it  is  a  preten- 
sion, as  applicable  to  a  state  of  peace  as  to  a  state 
of  war,  and  if  we  submit  to  it  in  a  state  of  war, 
we  must  submit  to  it  in  a  state  of  peace.  The 
only  principle  of  blockade  which  we  recognise  is 
that  which  gives  to  belligerents  a  right  to  turn 
from  ports  so  closely  invested  as  to  make  the  en- 
try of  them  dangerous ;  and,  after  due  warning, 


vesisels  bound  to  them.  But  the  rig:ht  asserted  bf 
Great  Britain  to  blockade  by  a  piece  of  parch« 
ment  or  paper,  issued  from  her  Council  Chamber, 
a  port  or  ports,  a  kingdom  or  kingdoms,  t  coo(i- 
Dent  or  continents,  is  a  right  no  more  relaliTe  (• 
a  state  of  war  than  to  a  state  of  peace ;  aod^  if 
wo  submit  to  the  pretension  in  a  state  of  war,  we 
must  equally  submit  to  it  in  a  state  of  peace.  It 
is  founded  on  the  most  arbitrary  tyranny,  it  goes 
to  the  annihilation  of  your  commerce.  As  to  tbe 
other  right,  of  forcing  our  vessels  into  her  ports^ 
to  pay  duty  and  take  out  license,  this  is  equally 
applicable  to  a  state  of  peace  as  to  a  state  of  war. 
We  acknowledge  the  riffht  of  Great  Briuio.  or 
any  other  nation,  to  shut  ner  ports  against  as,  pro- 
vided there  be  no  treaty  stipulation  to  the  con- 
trary. But  the  right  of  Great  Britain  or  of 
France  to  shut  the  ports  of  any  other  nadoa 
against  us  is  a  right  no  more  appertatoingtoa 
belligerent  than  to  a  neutral.  If  we  submit  to  it 
in  war,  we  must  equally  submit  in  peace;  and 
this  right,  like  the  other,  is  founded  in  the  most 
arbitrary  tyranny.  What  right  has  'Britaia  to 
tyrannize  on  the  ocean,  and  prescribe  limits  to 
our  trade?  She.  will  not  permit  to  us  a  trade 
which  she  cannot  herself  enjoy  ;  she  prohibits  to 
us  a  trade  which  our  Government  permits,  be- 
cause it  is  her  interest  to  monopolize  it.  It  is 
equally  our  interest  to  monopolize,  and,  therefore, 
if  you  please,  sir,  we  will  prohibit  the  trade  whicb 
her  Gk>vernment  permits,  and  which  it  is  cor  in- 
terest to  monopolize. 

If  Great  Britain  can  rightly  prohibit  our  trade, 
because  it  is  her  interest  to  prohibit  it.  have  we 
not  the  right  to  prohibit  her  trade  for  the  same 
reason  ?  If  she,  with  right  and  justice,  can  stop 
and  seize,  and  confiscate  our  vessels  because  tbef 
attempt  a  trade  which  she  forbids,  and  only  be- 
cause she  forbids  it,  cannot  our  Grovernment  do 
the  same  in  relation  to  her  trade?  If  sbecao 
turn  our  vessels  into  her  jiorts  to  pay  duty  aod 
take  out  license,  what  prohibits  us  from  doiog  tbe 
same  as  to  her  vessels?  Enghind  is  a  natioDsSO 
are  we.  England  is  independent,  so  are  we. 
What  prohibits  us  from  doing  to  Eneland  wbat 
England  does  to  ua  ?  Unquescionabiy  notbio^* 
To  say  that  we  have  no  right  to  do  to  England 
what  England  does  to  us,  is  to  acknowledge  our 
own  inferiority ;  ft  is  to  acknowledge  that,  she 
mav  demand  without  limitation,  and  that  we.  are 
under  obligation  to  submit  without  limiutioo. 

I  am  aware  that  it  may  be  objected  to  tbe  reso- 
lutions that  the  adoption  of  them  would  lead  to 
hostility ;  but  tbe  same  objection  is  equally  >PP^>' 
cable  to  any  resolution  which  would  go  to  the 
vindication  of  our  commercial  rights.  Tbey 
ought  not  to  lead  to  hostility ;  they  are  merelr 
retaliatory.  They  follow  the  spirit  of  the  British 
Ordert*  in  Council  and  French  decrees,  and  there- 
fore cannot  be  complained  of  by  either  Power. 
There  is  a  great  and  profitable  commerce,  and 
rapidly  increasing,  passing  not  indeed  before  oar 
doors,  but  near  enough  to  make  the  capture  of 
vessels  engaged  in  it  convenient  to  us,  which  tbe 
resolutions  luve  chiefly  in  view.  I  allude  to  tbe 
Brazil  and  Spanish  Main  trade. 
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Is  it  not  matter  of  soq>ri8e  that  a  com ro tree  so 
profitable,  so  eztensiye,  and  so  eoaveDient,  shoald 
bare  beeo  permitted  to  a  GorernmeDt  which  per- 
mits no  commerce  to  us  hut  what  her  oonyent- 
eace  and  her  interest  so^gesti  Is  it  not  strange 
that  we  shoald  have  suffered  that  QoveraineDt  to 
participate  in  a  commerce  which  both  oar  inter- 
est aod  oar  conveaieoce  stimulate  us  to  engross  ? 
But,  above  all,  is  it  not  inezplicable  that  we  should 
passively  ha?e  suffered  the  monopoly  of  it  by  her. 
when  we  ourselves  were  williag  and  able  to  en- 
gross it  ?  The  House  will  perceire,  on  the  face 
of  ifae  resolutions,  that,  as  they  regard  France, 
they  areequiralent  to  a  war  measure — neither  by 
a  war  measure^  nor  by  that  which  I  haye  the 
honor  to  submit,  can  we  come  hi  contact  with 
Fraoce ;  she  has  no  commerce  on  the  ocean.  In 
lelaiioo  to  England  it  is  short,  infinite] v  short,  of 
war;  because  by  war  her  Continental  Colonies 
would  fall ;  her  West  India  Islands  would  be  dis- 
tressed, and'our  privateers  would  cut  up  her  com- 
merce; but  the  resolutions  propose  merely  to 
retort  the  evils  of  her  own  injustice,  to  do  to  her 
what,  and  no  more  than  what,  she  has  done  to  us. 
Reserving  for  another  occasion  any  farther  re- 
marks, I  beg  ieawe  to  read  the  resolutions  to  the 
HoQse. 

Mr.  T.  then  read  the  following  resolutions : 

Jtesolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorize  the  Pres- 
ident by  law  to  instruct  the  commanders  of  the  armed 
Tcsielt  of  the  United  States  to  stop  and  bring  into  the 
ports  of  the  same  all  ships  or  vessels  with  their  car- 
goes, the  property  of  the  subjects  of  the  King  of  Great 
Britain  and  of  the  EmperOr  of  France,  bound  to  ports 
other  than  those  within  the  dominions  or  colonies  of 
either. 

lUtobfedj  That  it  is  expedient  ftirther  to  authorise 
\fj  law  the  detention  of  all  ships  or  vessels,  with  their 
cargoes,  the  property  of  the  subjects  of  the  King  of 
Oreat  Britain  until  the  duties  to  be  regulated  and  a»- 
oertained  by  law  shall  be  first  levied  and  ootleoted  upon 
the  goods  and  merchandise  whereof  the  said  ships  or 
vesseU  shall  be  laden,  and  until  the  said  ships  or  ve»> 
ids  ahall  have  received  due  license  to  depart. 

Retobfed,  That  it  is  expedient  farther  to  authoriae 
bj  liw  the  detention  of  all  ships  or  Tassels,  vrith  their 
cargoes,  the  property  of  the  subjects  oi  the  Emperor  of 
Franoe,  brooght  within  the  ports  of  the  United  States, 
ther»to  abide  the  final  decision  or  order  of  the  Ctovecnr 
oient  in  relation  to  the  same. 

lU9ohedy  That  an  ad  valorem  duty  of Jie  levied 

tnd  collected  on  all  the  goods,  wares,  or  merchandise, 
ol  British  prodoct  or  manufscture^ 

Raoivtdt  That  it  is  expedient  further  to  authorize 
the  President,  on  paymeat  of  the  duties  authorized  to 
be  leried  and  collected  on  the  goods  laden  on  board 
▼assels  the  property  of  the  subjects  of  the  King  of  Great 
Britain,  forthwith  to  grant  a  license  to  auch  vesseb  to 
depart  and  to  proceed  to  the  port  of  original  destina- 
tioa  without  farther  hindrance  or  molestation. 

_  • 

The  House  having  agreed  to  consider  these 
resolutions— 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Troup,  they  were  ordered  to 
lie  on  the  table,  as  he  stated,  to  give  every  mem- 
ber the  same  time  to  consider  them  aa  he  had 
himaeii  uken. 


TuEsnAY,  December  5. 

Two  other  members,  to  wit :  from  Maryland, 
John  Campbcll;  and  from  G^rgia,  Dennis 
Smelt;  appeared,  and  took  their  seats  in  the 
House.    ■ 

A  Message  was  received  from  the  President  of 
the  United  States,  transmitting  a  report  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy,  containing  statements 
from  that  Department,  referred  to  in  his  Message 
of  the  29th  uitimo.-^Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  Ways  and  Meabs. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Nbwton, 

Ordered,  That  the  letter  from  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury,  transmittipg  two  statements  of  the 
importations  in  American  and  foreii;n  vessels, 
commencing  the  .first  of  October,  180^  and  end- 
ing the  thirtieth  of  September,  1807,  be  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Commerce  and  Manufac- 
tures. 

Mr.  PoiNDEZTEB  reported  a  bill  strpplemental 
to  the  act  ^  extending  the  right  of  suffrage  in  In* 
diana  Territory  and  for  otMr  purposes,"  which 
was  twice  read,  and  referred.  • 

[This  hill  proposes  to  give  to  the  Governor  of 
the  Territory  of  Indiana,  for  the  time  being, 
power  to  apportion  the  Representatives  of  the 
Territory,  in  order  to  form  a  Legislature,  of 
which  the  Territory  is  now  deprived  by  the  pe* 
culiar  operation  of  the  law  for  dividing  it,} 

FOREIGN  LICENSEa 

Mr.  McKiM,  after  some  remarks  going  to  show 
that  no  subiect  more  imperiously  demanded  the 
attention  of  the  Legislature  than  the  practice 
pursued  by  some  Americans,  of  trading  under 
foreign  licenses,  submitted  the  following  resolu- 
tion, which  was  ordered  to  lie  for  consideration. 

Reaohedi  That  a  committee  be  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  expediency  of  prohibitiDg  by  law  vessels  owned 
by  citizens  of  the  United  States  from  trading  under 
the  licenses  or  permissions  of  any  foreign  Prince  or 
State,  to  any  port  or  place  not.  under  the  dominion  of 
such  foreign  Prince  or  State,  and  that  the  committee 
have  leave  to  report  by  biH  or  otherwise. 


Wbonbsoat,  December  6. 

The  House  proceeded  to  consider  the  resolu* 
tion  submitted  yesterday  by  Mr.  McKim,  and  the 
same  being  modified,  was,  upon  the  question  not 
thereon,  agreed  to  by  the  House,  .to  read  as  fol- 
lows : 

Resolved.  That  the  Committee  on  Coipmeree 
and  Manufactures  be  instructed  to  inquire  into 
the  expediency  of  prohibiting^  bv  law,  vessels 
owned  by  citizens. of  the  United  States  from 
trading  under  the  license  or  permission  of  any 
foreign  Prince  or  State,  to  any  port  or  place  not 
under  the  dominion  of  such  foreign  Prince  or 
State ',  and  that  the  committee  have  leave  to  re- 
port by  bill  or  otherwise. 

Mr.  FiNULiBT  presented  a  petition  of  Joseph 
Joshua  Dyster.  praying  that  an  act  may  be  passed 
to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  State  inimediately 
to  grant  him  the  patent  right  to  a  new  prin- 
ciple for  erecting  iron  bridges,  whicii  patent 
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right  cannot  as  yet  be  vested  in  the  petitioner, 
because,  as  he  states,  he  is  not  a  citizen  of  the 
United  States. — Referred  to  Messrs.  Findley, 
Lewis,  Knickerbagkbr,  Fbanklin,  and  Blaib- 
DELL,  with  instruction  to  examine  and  .report 
their  opinion  thereon  to  the  House. 

Mr.  PoiNDBZTER  presented  a  petition  of  the 
committee  of  the  Baptist  church  at  Salem  Meet- 
ing House,  in  the  Mississippi  Territory,  praying 
that  the  pre-emption  right  to  a  small  piece  of  land 
upon  which  they  have  erected  their  said  meeting- 
house, may  be  secured  to  the  said  church — Re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  the  Public  Lands. 

A  message  was  received  from  the  Senate,  in- 
forming the  House  that  they  had  chosen  the  Rev. 
O.  B.  Brown  their  Chaplain. 

Mr.  Love  presented  tiie  petition  of  the  Presir 
dent  and  Directors  of  the  Potomac  Navigation 
Company,  praying  to  be  allowed  to  raise  a  sum 
of  money  by  way  of  lottery  for  the  use  of  the 
«aid  company;  which  was  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  District  of  Columbia. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Babsbtt,  the  Committee  of 
Ways  and  Means  were  discharged  from  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Message  and  documents  yester- 
day received  from  the  President  of  the  United 
Statci),  and  they  were  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Naval  Establishment. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  k  Committee  of 
the  Whole  on  the  bill,  yesterday  reported,  supple- 
mental to  the  act  extending  the  right  of  suffrage 
in  the  Territory  of  Indiana  and  for  other  pur- 
poses. The  bill  passed  through  the  committee, 
and  was  reported  to  the  House,  and  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  for  a  third  reading. 

Mr.  Morrow  offered  the  following  resolution, 
which  was  agreed  to : 

Resobfedf  That  the  Committee  on  the  Public  Lands 
be  instructed  to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  extend- 
ing the  time  for  issuing  and  locating  United  States 
military  land  warrants,  and  also  the  propriety  of  ex- 
tending the  time  for  completing  the  locations  of  land 
warrants  in  the  Virginia  military  tract,  and  that  the 
committee  be  authorized  to  report  by  bill  or  otherwise. 
Mr.  Nelson  said  he  had,  at  a  former  session, 
had  the  honor  to  submit  a  motion  which  had  for 
its  object  the  relief  of  the  infirm  and  disabled  sol- 
diers of  the  United  States.  He  now  again  sub- 
mitted it,  deeming  it  unnecessary  to  enlarge  upon 
the  subject,  as  foUows : 

Resolved,  Th^t  a  committee  be  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  expediency  of  making  provision  by  law  for  the 
relief  of  the  infirm,  disabled,  and  superannuated  offi- 
cers and  soldiers  of  the  late  Revolutionary  Army,  and 
of  the  present  Army  of  the  United  States;  and  that 
the  committee  have  leave  to  report  by  bill  or  otherwise.. 
The  resolution  was  agreed  to,  and  the  follow- 
ing gentlemen  appointed  a  committee  according- 
ly: Messrs.  Nelson,  HufHt,  Tallmadqe,  Clay, 
and  Desha. 

MISSISSIPPI  TERRirORY. 

Mr.  Miller  presented  a  petition  of  a  number 
of  the  inhabitants  of  the  district  east  of  Pearl 
rirer,  in  the  Mississippi  Territory,  prayine  for  a 
division  of  the  Territory,  which  ne  roored  to  re- 
fer to  a  select  committee. 


Mr.  PoiNDEXTBB  objected  to  the  reference,  and 
stated  that,  in  addition  to  other  forcible  coDside^ 
ations,  the  Legislature  of  the  Territory,  since  the 
petition  was  presented  to  Congress  at  the  last  ses- 
sion, had  unanimously  passed  a  resolution,  which 
he  read.  "  that  they  view  with  the  most  marked 
'  disapprobation  the  object  and  views  of  the  said 
'  petitioners,  and  that  the  Speaker  forward  i 
<  copy  of  this  resolution  to  the  Secretary  of  Stale 
*  of  the  United  States,  and  another  to  our  delegate 
'  in  Congress,  requesting  him  to  use  his  bestexer- 
^  tions  to  prevent  the  prayer  of  the  peiitio&en 
'  being  granted."  Mr.  P.  said  that,  at  the  last  ses- 
sion, the  petition  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table; 
he  wished  to  give  it  the  same  direction  now.  fif 
a  reference  to  the  articles  of  cession  and  agree 
menl  between  the  United  States  and  Georgia,  it 
was  expressly  provided  that  the  Territory  was  to 
form  one  State.  These  articles  could  not  be 
altered  without  the  consent  of  the  three  coninci- 
10^  parties,  the  United  States,  Georgia,  and  the 
Mississippi  Territory.  If.it  were  lawful  for  Cod* 
gress  to  divide  it  in  one  point,  they  might  diride 
itod  tn/!fu'tum,  and  forever  prevent  any  part  of 
it  from  being  admitted  to  the  rank  of  a  Sute  ia 
the  Union.  The  United  States  had  stipulated 
with  Georgia  that  the  Territory  should  be  iih 
divisible,  and  should  become  a  State  so  soonu 
it  had  attained  a  population  of  60,000  souk  If 
Congress  were  to  grant  the  prayer  of  these  per- 
sons, feeble  as  they  are  shown  to  be  by  an  UQaai- 
mous  vote  of  the  Legislature  of  the  TerritorjTi 
including  their  own  Representatives,  they  would 
do  what  the  Constitution  forbids ;' they  would 
form  a  small  county,  containing  five  or  six  thou- 
sand souls,  into  a  separate  Territorial  govemmeot, 
at  au  enormous  expense,  and  in  coiKraventioD  of 
an  express  stipulation  with  the  State  of  Georgia. 
It  was  true  that  all  petitions  should  take  the  ordi- 
nary course  of  reference  to  a  committee;  bat 
when  a  petition  was  pre^nted  praying  for  the 
violation  of  the  Constitution,  or  of  an  express 
contract,  it  ought  not  to  be  referred. 

Mr.  Miller  said  be  had  not  the  pleasure  of  an 
acquaintance  with  the  petitioners,  and  therefore 
could  not  say  what  character  they  bore,  or  how 
their  petition  might  be  affected  by  it;  but  ia  the 
petition  itself,  he  saw  nothing  to  prevent  its  tak- 
ing the  usual  course  of  all  petitions.  If  it*vere 
true  (and  be  did  not  dispute  the  fact)  that  no 
division  of  the  Territory  could  take  place  with- 
out the  consent  of  Georgia  and  of  the  Mississippi 
Territory,  he  could  see  no  objection  to  the  pres- 
ent application,  because  an  application  for  an 
alteration  of  the  compact,  to  which  the  conseot 
of  three  parties  is  necessary,  must  originate  with 
one  of  them.  If  they  were  to  apply  first  to  the 
State  of  Georgia  for  a  division  of  the  Territory, 
they  would  reiuse  to  meddle  with  it,  because  the 
consent  of  three  parties  was  necessarv;  if  thpf 
applied  to  the  Mississippi  Territory,  they  would 
receive  the  same  answer;  and  for  this  reason  the 
question  would  never  be  got  at.  He  did  not  be- 
lieve that  the  existence  of  such  articles  as  those 
mentioned  by  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi 
Territory  was  a  conclusive  argument  against  re- 
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ferria^  the  petition,  because  if  the  three  parties 
sboold  coDsent,  the  Territory  might  be  divided. 
ootwithstandiDg  their  ezistence. 

Mr.  ^oiNOY  said  he  knew  nothing  of  the  merits 
of  the  petition ;  but,  from  its  contents,  the  areu- 
ments  it  offered  appeared  strongly  in  favor*  of  a 
reference  of  it.  The  petitioners  state  that  they 
are  debarred  from  the  comforts  of  civil  society; 
that  they  have  not  even  a  regular  judiciary. 
These  petitioners,  he  said,  had  np  Representative 
OD  the  floor  but  the  gentleman  from  the  Territory, 
(Mr.  PoiNDEXTBR,)  who  wished  to  refuse  a  refer- 
ence of  their  petition.  Under  these  circum* 
stances,  it  appeared  to  him  peculiarly  proper  that 
the  petitioners  should  have  their  prayer  consid- 
ered by  the  proper  onfan  of  the  House.  It  would 
be  mQch  more  satisfactory  to  them  to  have  their 
petition  referred  than  to  see  it  treated  with  con- 
tempt. 

Mr.  Macon  hoped,  without  declaring  whether 
or  not  he  would  vote  for  a  division  of  the  Terri- 
tory, that  the  petition  would  be  referred.  These 
petitioners  had  been,  for  several  sessions,  urging  the 
consideration  of  this  subject  by  the  House.  Was 
it  in  the  nature  of  men  to  be  satisfied,  when  petition 
after  petition,  sent  by  them,  was  laid  on  the  table? 
The  House  did  not  indeed  reject  the  petitions, 
bot  it  would  not  consider  them.  Last  session,  a 
limilar  petition,  presented  through  the  Speaker 
of  the  House,  had  been  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 
What  would  be  the  consequence  of  giving  the 
tame  cqurae  to  this  petition?  The  petitioners 
voold  come  again.  Mr.  M.  thought  the  petition 
bid  better  be  referred.  A  reference  of  the  peti- 
tion was  a  question  very  different  from  that  of  a 
diTisioD  of  the  Territory.  The  p|eople  say  that 
they  are  oppressed.  Let  us  inquire  into  tt.  It 
may  turn  out  that  they  are  merely  dissatisfied, 
and  wish  for  a  change ;  or  it  may  prove  to  be  as 
they  state.  The  right  of  petition  is  merely  nomi- 
nal, if  petitions  are  to  be  laid  on  the  table  and 
nerer  considered. 

Mr.  Smilig  was  of  the  same  opinion  with  Mr. 
Macon.  The  law  might  be  as  stated  by  the  gen- 
tleman from  the  Mississippi  Territory,  but  every 
ooe  could  not  be  supposed  to  be  as  well  acquainted 
with  it  as  that  gentleman  was,  and  time  ought  to 
be  allowed  for  a  thorough  examination  into  it. 

Mr.  PoiNOBXTER  said  it  was  not  from  any  de- 
sire to  stifle  the  consideration  of  the  subject,  but 
in  conformity  with  the  former  proceedings  of  the 
House  in  this  ease,  that  he  wished  the  petition  to 
lie  on  the  table.  He  was  certain  that  the  House 
bad  sanctioned  the  doctrin^ where  a  petition  was 
presented  for  an  object  manifestly  derogatonr  to 
the  Constitution  and  to  existing  contracts,  of  re- 
fnsing  to  refer  it,  even  although  upon  subjects 
then  immediately  before  the  House.  Would  it 
Dot  be  much  more  propter  to  refuse  to  refer  a  peti- 
tion praying  for  a  manifest  violation  of  the  Con- 
•titution  than  to  refer  it?  That  granting  the 
prayer  of  the  petition  would  violate  a  solemn 
compact,  he  said  he  could  show  by  a  reference  to 
the  articles  of  cession  and  agreement.  If  so,  why 
t&lte  into  consideration  that  on  which  Congress 
coohl  not  act  ?    They  might  as  well  refer  a  peti- 


tion from  a  State  for  a  recession  from  the  Union, 
or  for  an  exemption  from  .the  penal  laws  of  the 
United  States.  If  the  petition  should  be  referred, 
he  should  be  content;  he  had  done  his  duty  in 
opposing  its  reference;  he  was  confident  that  no 
committee  of  the  House  could  be  selected  that 
would  make  a  report  in  favor  of  the  prayer  of 
the  petitioners,  espKecially  when  they  saw  such  a 
resolution  passed  by  the  Legislature  of  the  Ter- 
ritory at  the  express  instance  of  their  own  Rep- 
resentatives. 

Mr.  Upbam  expressed  himself  in  favor  of  re- 
ferring the  petition,  as  he  conceived  he  did  not 
sufficiently  understand  the  subject  to  vote  at  once 
to  reject  the  prayer  of  4he  petition. 

Mr.  Rbea,  of  Tennessee,  said  he  had  been  sorry 
to  bear  any  observations  goin^  to  place  the  peti- 
tioners in  a  contemptuous  point  of  view.  If  it 
were  in  the  power  of  the  House  to  relieve  the 

Sititioners,  relief  ouffht  to  be  extended  to  them, 
e,  therefore,  wished  the  petition  referred,  and 
hoped  the  committee  would  report  at  large  on  the 
subject. 

The  motion  for  reference  was  agreed  to ;  and 
the  following  gentlemen  appointed  a  committee 
accordingly:  Messrs.  Millbr,  Bibb,  CIuinct, 
Breckenbiogb,  Ltlb,  Niouolson.  and  Camp- 

BBLli. 

SYSTEM  OP  BANKRUPTCY. 

Mr.  Wbitman  presented  the  petition  of  a  num- 
ber of  the  inhabitants  of  Portland,  Maine,  pray- 
ing for  the  establishment  of  an  uniform  system  of 
bankruptcy;  which  he  moved  to  refer  to  a  select 
committee. 

Mr.  Newton  moved  to  refer  it  to  a  Committee 
of  the  whole  House. 

Mr.  Pitkin  wished  the  petition  rather  to  lie 
on  the  table  than  go  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole. 
He  was  himself  totally  opposed  to  the  object  of 
the  petition.  Nothing  would  .ensue  from  its  ref- 
erence to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole,  as  such  b 
committee  could  originate  no  proposition  on  the 
subject ;  reference  ofsubjects  to  such  committees 
being  merely  intended  to  afford  an  opportunity 
for  a  more  free  discussion  of  their  principles. 

Mr.  Smilie  said  we  had  already  had  one  bank- 
rupt law,  and  had  got  rid  of  it.  He  believed 
every  honest  man  abhorred  the  system.  He  waa 
clearly  and  decidedly  against  touching  the  sub* 
ject  at  all. 

Mr.  Newton  agreed  with  the  gentlemen  from 
Connecticut  and  Pennsylvana,  that  we  have  al- 
ready had  enough  of  bankrupt  laws,  and  une- 
quivocal experience  of  their  bad  effects  too.  He 
wish^d  the  petition  to  go  to  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  because  when  it  once  ^ot  there,  there 
could  be  no  hopes  of  its  resurrection.  The  refer- 
ence to  that  committee  would  be  pronouncing  its 
funeral  oration,  and  dismissing  it  nooorahly. 

Mr.  Pitkin  observed  that  he  bad  always  under- 
stood tbat.«  reference  of  ai  motion  to  a  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole  was  for  the  purpose  of  discua* 
sion,  and  not  for  the  purpose  of  getting  rid  of  it 
He  wished  it  to  lie  on  the  table.  If  any  motion 
I  were  made  on  the  subject  of  A  aystem  of  bank- 
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raptcy,  this  petitioa  could  be  referred  to  the  same 
committee  to  whom  icshould  be  referred. 

Mr.  Whitman  said  he  was  not  satisfied  that 
the  subject  ought  not  to  be  referred  to  a  select 
committee.  The  petitioners  respectfully  prayed 
a  consideration  of  the  subject,  and  it  was  a  re- 
spect due  to  them  to  refer  their  petition.  Mr. 
W.  said  that  the  object  of  a  reference  to  a  select 
committee  was,  to  collect  information  on  the  sub- 
ject, to  be  submitted  to  the  House.  He  was  of 
opinion  that  if  such  information  was  before  the 
House  on  this  occasion,  the  minds  of  members 
would  be  rery  differently  affected  on  the  ques- 
tion. At  present  the  different  States  had  differ^ 
ent  bankrupt  laws;  the  citizens  of  one  State  did 
not  know  what  were  the  'insolvent  laws  of  an- 
other State,  and  thus,  unavoidably,  much,  diffi- 
culty arose.  For  this  difficulty  a  remedy  might 
possibly  be  found  on  a  mature  consideration  of 
the  subject. 

Mr.  Wilson  said,  that  if  the  petition  preyed 
for  a  particular  benefit- to  the  petitioners,  it  might 
be  proper  to  refer  it  foe  inquiry;  but  when  they 
prayed  for  a  general  law,  to  which  almost  all 
appeared  oppo^,  he  could  not  see  the  propriety 
of  r^erring  it.  For  his  part,  his  mind  was  made 
tip  against  it;  and  if  every  gentleman  was  in  the 
same  situation,  he  could  not  see  why  it  should  be 
committed. 

Mr.  Upbam  spoke  in  disapprobation  of  a  gen- 
eral bankrupt  system,  but  in  favor  of  a  referencie 
of  the  petition. 

On  the  question  of  referring  the  petition  to  a 
Committee  of  tlie  Whole,  there  were  but  18 
ayes.  On  the  question  of  referring  it  to  a  select 
committee  there  were  but  23  ayes.  So  the  ques- 
tion was  lost. 

The  petition  lies  on  the  table,  of  course. 

DANISH  SPOLIATIONS. 

Mr.  Whitman  offered,  for  the  consideration  of 
the  House,  the  following  resolution : 

Resolved,  That  the  President  of  the  United  States 
be  requested  to  cause  to  be  laid  before  this  House  such 
information  as  he  mi^  have  received  and  may  deem 
proper  to  be  communicated  respecting  seizures,  cap- 
tures, and  condemnations,  of  the  shtps  and  merchan- 
dise of  the  citizens  of  the  United  States,  under  the 
auttiority  of  the  €K>verament  of  Denmaik  and  its 
dependencies. 

Mr.  Newton  hoped  that  the  terms  of  the  reso- 
lution, if  it  were  to  be  passed,  would  be  extended 
80  far  as  to  embrace  also  "Great  Britain  and 
France,"  and  made  a  motion  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  Whitman  said  that  his  object  was  to  ob- 
tain information  on  this  subject ;  that  Congress 
might  be  enabled  as  speedily  as  possible  to  adopt 
aome  mode  of  liberating  our  vessels,  now  detained 
from  the  difficulties  of  the  situation  in  which 
they  are  placed.  He  had  understood  that  a  great 
aamber  of  our  citizens  were  in  a  situation  which 
required  immediate  relief.  It  had  been  suggested 
lo  nim,  that  if  proper  measures  were  taken  with 
re^rd  to  the  property  detained  in  Norway,  it 
might  be  recovered;  and  that,  if  such  measures 
vere  not  uken,  it  night  be  wholly  lost,  or  in  a 


great  measure  destroyed.  With  this  view  of  ob- 
taining information,  be  had  offered  the  resolQiioo, 
and  hoped  that  it  would  pass  in  its  pretent  form. 
Mr.  Newton  thought  it  important  that  as  ex- 
tensive view  of  this  subject  should  be  taken,  and 
that  all  the  information  attainable  should  be  pro- 
cured. Although  Denmark  bad  done  us  injury, 
the  two  nations  which  he  had  mentioned  bad 
done  us  infinitely  more.  If  the  House  tookiDf 
view  of  the  subject,  he  wished  them  to  hate  the 
iniquities  of  all  nations  before  them. 

Mr.  PiTEiN  said  he  had  no  objection  to  the  ad- 
dition of  the  words  mdv«d  by  the  gentlemta 
fVom  Virginia,  but  he  thought  the  House  ought 
not  to  send  so  general  a  resolution  to  the  Presi- 
dent with  respect  to  the  two  last  Powers,  beeaaae 
their  vexation  of  our  commerce  having  com* 
menced  from  fifteen  to  twenty  years  back,  it 
miffht  give  the  President  some  trouble  to  lay 
before  the  House  all  the  information  accumuiaied 
in  that  time.  He,  therefore,  thought  some  limi- 
tation ought  to  be  fixed  as  to  the  time  whicb  tlie 
motion  should  embrace. 

Mr.  Newton  presumed  that,  of  course,  the 
President  would  go  no  further  back  than  to  ibe 
last  communications  made  by  the  Executireoa 
the  subject. 

The  amendment  moved  by  Mr.  Newton  to  add 
"Great  Britain  and  France,"  was  adopted— 51 
to  45. 

Mr.  Troup  said  he  could  not  conceive  the  ob- 
ject of  the  original  resolution.  He  hoped  it  bad 
no  allusion  to  indemnity  for  spoliations.  After 
merchants  had  compelled  the  repeal  of  a  salourj 
measure,  and  sent  their  vessels  to  sea  in  the  face 
of  the  most  manifest  danger,  it  would  be  extra- 
ordinary indeed  if  they  were  to  call  upon  Goa« 
gress  for  indemnity. 

Mr.  Maoon  was  of  opinion,  if  the  informatioD 
was  called  for,  that  some  limitation  of  timeoogbt 
to  be  expressed  in  the  resolution,  though  for  hitn- 
self  he  did  not  want  the  information  as  to  Great 
Britain  and  France.  Your  tables  have,  from  time 
to  time,  been  loaded  with  the  nefarious  procaed- 
ings  of  those  two  Qovero meats.  As  to  the  idea 
of  the  gentleman  from  Qeorgia,  whether  sncb  a 
consideration  is  to  grow  out  of  the  subject  oroot, 
I  consider  a  queation  totally  differeat  from  tbe 
present  The  object  of  the  present  motion,  as  I 
understand  it,  is  to  get  information  oficialJy  of 
the  captures  b^  Denmark  of  our  vessels;  aod  1 
am  decidedly  in  favor  of  it  Nor  have  1  aof 
objection  to  hear  more  of  the  doings  of  Great 
Britain  and  Franceyhougb  I  think  every  maa 
in  the  nation  has  seelr  enough  of  them. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Baesbtt,  the  resolotiopwas 
further  anwoded  by  adding  to  the  end  of  it  tbe 
words  "not  heretofore  oommunicated  to  Coa* 
gress."  , 

And,  after  being  thus  uaended,  Mr.  WHiTHiN  a 
motion  passed  without  opposition ;  and  Messrs. 
Whitman  and  Kbhan  were  appointed  acoromit* 
tee  to  wait  on  the  President  of  the  United  State* 
with  the  said  resolution. 

And,  on  motion,  the  House  adjourned  ontii  to- 
morrow. 
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Thurbdat,  December  7. 

Another  member,  to  wit :  from  New  York, 
Usi  Thact,  appeared,  and  took  his  seat  in  the 
House. 

Mr.  Morrow,  from  the  Committee  on  the  Pub- 
lic Liods,  to  whom  lirere  referred  the  petitions 
of  Charlotte  Hazen,  of  John  Folton,  and  of 
Thomas  Ayres,  Benjamin  Reynolds,  William 
Fulton, and  Robert  Sharp,. made  a  report  thereon; 
which  was  read,  and  the  resolution  therein  con- 
tained agreed  to  oy  the  House,  as  follows: 

Retdvedy  That  the  act,  entitled  ''An  act  for  the 
relief  of  the  lefueees  from  the  British  proyinces 
of  Canada  and  IVova  Scotia,"  approved  on  the 
serenth  of  April,  one  thousand  seven  hundred  and 
ninety-eight,  oo^h^  to  be  revived  and  contioaed 
in  force  for  a  limited  time:  Provided^  That  no 
claimant  under  said  aot  shall  be  entitled  to  re- 
eeire  a  grant  for  any  such  lands  until  he  produces 
tttisfactory  evidence  that  he  is  a  resident  witbia 
the  United  States. 

Ordered,  That  a  bill,  or  bills,  be  brought  in, 
porsuaat  to  the  said  resolution;  and  that  the 
Committee  on  the  Public  Lands  do  prepare  and 
bring  in  the  same. 

An  engrossed  bill  supplemental  to  an  act,  en- 
titled ^'Ad  act  extending  the  right  of  suffrage  in 
the  Indiana  Territory,  and  for  other  purposes ;" 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

A  message  from  the  Senate  informed  the  House 
that  the  Senate  have  passed  the  bill,  entitled  ^'An 
set  to  authorize  the  transportation  of  certain  doc- 
nments  free  of  Dostage,"  with  an  amendment ; 
to  which  they  uesire  the  concurrence  of  this 
House. 

The  House  proceeded  to  consider  the  said 
amendment;  and  the  same  being  read  at  the 
Clerk's  table,  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  FoYDRAS  presented  a  representation  of  the 
Majror.  Aldermen,  and  citizens,  of  the  city  of 
New  Orleans,  containing  a  stiltement  of  facts  and 
an  exposition  of  the  title  of  the  United  States  to 
the  parcel  of  ground  called  the  Batture,  in  front 
of  the  suburb  St.  Mary,  and  adjoining  to  the  said 
city  of  New  Orleans. 

Mr.  PoYDRAS  also  presented  a  petition  of  sun- 
^rj  inhabitants  of  New  Orleans,  praying  that  the 
title  to  the  Batture  aforesaid  may  he  retained  in 
the  United  States,  and  that  it  may  remain  open 
and  Qnbuilt  upon  forever,  and  be  used  as  a  com- 
ipon,  for  the  convenience  and  benefit  of  the  pub- 
lic in  eeneral. 

Ordered^  That  the  said  representation  and  pe- 
tition be  severally  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Public  Lands. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Poiif  oexter. 

Resolved^  That  a  committee  be  appointed  to 
ioqnire  into  the  expediency  of  extending  jurisdic- 
tion to  the  Superior  Courts  of  the  several  Terri- 
tories of  the  United  States,  in  which  a  District 
Court  has  not  been  established,  for  the  trial  of 
treason  and  other  offences  against  the  laws  of  the 
United  States,  committed  within  the  limits  of 
^id  Territories,  and  to  empower  said  Courts  to 
proiiounce  such  judgments,  or  sentence,  on  con- 
viction of  the  ofl&nder  or  offenders,  at  the  law  di* 


recta ;  and  that  they  have  leave  to  report  by  bill 
or  otherwise. 

Mr.  PoiN DEXTER,  Mr.  BlBB,Mr.BR£CKENRIDOB. 

Mr.  Richards,  and  Mr.  Sturges,  were  appointea 
a  committee,  pursuant  to  the  said  resolution. 

Mr.  Setbert  observed,  that  on  the  fifth  day  of 
December,  1791,  the  original  report  of  the*  Sec- 
retary of  the  Treasury,  (General  Alexander  Ham* 
iltoD,)  on  the  subject  of  manufactures,  was  or- 
dered to  lie  on  the  table.  He  said  it  was  a  docu- 
ment which  contained  much  important  matter, 
and  did  honor  to  its  author.  lie  conceived  iC 
might  be  ma'de  the  basis  on  which  an  imporlaac 
supersiruclure  misbt  be  raised.  He  tberefure 
moved  that  it  abotud  be  printed  for  the  nee  of  tiie 
members  of  the  House.— Agreed  to. 

CHALLENGES,  DUELS,  4ms. 

Mr.  Bacon  said  be  held  in  his  hands  three 
propositions  which  he  deemed  it  his  dutv  to  sub* 
mit  to  the  House.  They  were  not  for  tne  regu- 
lation of  the  great  concerns  with  foreign  nations, 
but  for  the  necessary  object  of  regulating  them* 
selves.  It  would  be  seen  that  these  resolutions 
had  not  grown  out  of  any  personal  considerations, 
nor  out  of  any  particular  case,  but  out  of  the  se- 
rious evils  to  which  the  House  had  been  exposed 
by  the  want  of  such  regulations. from  the  com- 
mencement of  the  Government.  In  1796,  the 
evil  had  risen  to  such  a  height  that  the  House 
had  unequivocally  expressed  its  opinion  on  it.* 
Mr.  B.  said  he  felt  it  his  dutv  to  express  his  sense 
on  the  subject  by  laying  the  resolutions  on  the 
table,  and  more  particularly  as  he  understood  that 
the  subject  was  now  agitated  in  the  committee 
appointed  to  draught  rules  and  orders  for  the  gov- 
ernment of  the  House.  He  would  merely  remark 
that  the  resolutions  might  not  be  correct  in  form, 
or  they  might  be  altogether  erroneous  in  prin- 
ciple. He  was  not  anxious  as.  to  the  particular 
form ;  but  he  was  decidedly  in  favor  of  the  ffene* 
ral  object,  and  wished'  to  take  the  sense  of  the 
House  upon  it.  For  himself  he  was  well  pre- 
pared to  act  on  them;  but  for  the  convenience  of 
others  he  wished  them  to  lie  on  the  table. 

Resohedt  That  the  committee  app6inted  to  report 
on  the  rules  and  orders  for  the  government  of  the 
House,  do  report  a  rule  declaring^ "  That  if  any  mem- 
ber, in  tiie  course  of  debate,  shall  make  use  of  oppro- 
brious  or  vilifying  language  with  respect  to  any  mem- 
ber, or  call  into  question  the  integrity  of  his  motives^ 
or  those  of  either  branch  of  the  Government  in  relation 
to  the  discharge  of  his  official  duties,  except  on  a  mo- 
tion for  impeachment,  or  for  other  iaterpositipn  oi  the 
ooDstitotional  powen  of  this  House— or  apply  to  either 
indtfporous  or  reproachful  expressions — it  shall  be 
deemed  a  breach  of  the  orders  of  the  House." 

That  said  committee  be  instructed  farther  to  report 
a  rule  declaring,  **  That  if  any  member,  during  the  sea* 
sion  of  Congress,  whether  of  the  House  or  not,  shall 
give  or  send  to  any  other  member  during  his  actual 

*  By  concurrence  in  the  report  of  a  committee,  of 
which  Mr.  Madison  was  chairman,  on  the  subject  of  a 
letter  firom  Mr.  Gonn  to  Mr.  Baldwin,  both  members 
of  Congress;  as  well  as  on  the  case  of  Mr.  Freling- 
hnysen. 
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attandance  at  the  seat  of  GoYemment,  a  challenge  to 
fight  a  duel,  or  if  the  member  so  challenged  shall  ac- 
cept the  same,  it  shall  be  deemed  a  breach  of  the  priv- 
ileges of  the  Hoase,  as  well  on  the  part  of  such  mem- 
bers as  on  that  of  any  other  person  whether  a  member 
or  not,  who  shall  be  aiding,  abetting,  or  assisting  in 
giving  or  sending  such  chdlenge,  or  in  carrying  the 
same  into  effect,  and  every  such  member  shall  be  held 
liable  to  be  expelled  from  the  House  therefor." 

That  said  committee  be  iiirther  instructed  to  report 
a  rule  declaring,  "  That  if  any  person,  during  the  ses- 
sion of  CongpresB,  whether  a  member  of  the  House  or 
not,  shall  commit  personal  violence  or  assault  upon  any 
member  during  his  actual  attendance  at  the  seat  of 
Government,  it  shall  1>e  deemed  a  breach  of  the  privi- 
leges of  the  ^ouse,  as  well  on  the  part  of  the  person 
so  assaulting,  as  on  that  of  any  other  person  who  shall 
be  aiding,  abetting,  or  assisting  therein,  and  such  per- 
son, if  a  member,  shall  be  held  liable  to  be  punished 
therefor,  at  the  discretion  of  the  House." 

Ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

Mr.  Macon  observed,  that  the  committee  ap- 
pointed to  draught  rules  and  regulations  for  the 
governmeDt  of  the  House  would  sit  on  Saturday. 

Mr.  Bacon  then  said  he  should  call  for  the  con- 
tideratioD  of  his  motion  to-morrow. 

ABOLITION  OF  DRAWBACKS,  Ac. 

Mr.  Van  Horn  said,  that  on  Friday  last  a  gen- 
tleman from  North  Carolina  (Mr.  Macon)  bad 
moved  several  resolutions,  and  in  the  course  of 
his  observations  had  mentioned  a  wish,  if  he  had 
been  correctly  understood,  to  adopt  something 
like  a  navigation  act  for  the  United  States.  Mr. 
V.  H.  said  he  accorded  cheerfully  in  that  idea. 
It  was  time  that  their  attention  was  turned  to  the 
powers  which  the  Constitution  had  given  to 
Congress,  and  that  they  no  longer  suffered  the 
time  and  patience  of  the  nation  to  be  exhausted 
in  treating  about  treaty-makiog;  for,  as  to  mak- 
ing a  treaty  by  which  commerce  could  be  regu- 
lated whilst  the  war  continued,  he  had  no  expec- 
tation of  it.  He  thought  something  must  be  done 
by  Congress  which  should  go  to  aid  the  commer- 
cial as  well  as  agricultural  interest  of  the  coun- 
try. When  he  spoke  of  the  commercial  interest, 
he  meant  that  connected  with  the  agricultural 
interest,  aod  not  that  which  grew  out  of  the  war 
in  Europe,  and  which  our  merchants  would  wholly 
lose  in  lime  of  peace.  He  had  five  resolutions  to 
present,  of  which  he  would  briefly  state  the  sub- 
stance. The  first,  he  said,  went  to  give  to  the 
shipping  of  the  United  States  the  exclusive  ex- 
portation of  articles^  the  growth,  produce,  or  man- 
ufacture, of  the  United  States.  The  second,  pro- 
posed to  confine  American  shipping  to  the  expor- 
tation of  articles,  the  growth/produce,  or  manu- 
facture, of  the  United  States.  The  third,  by  laying 
a  discriminating  duty,  would  give  to  American 
traders  an  advantage  over  foreign  merchants 
in  supplying  us  with  such  foreign  articles  as 
ahould  be  necessary  for  oiu*  consumption.  The 
fifth  went  to  repeal  or  modify  the  laws  respect- 
Fn^  drawbacks.  That  these  laws  were  very  de- 
ficient every  one  must  believe  who  reflected  that 
the  same  arawback  was  allowed  on  all  foreign 
articles  exported,  of  whatever  description,  whether 


such  as  were  manufactured  or  grown  in  the  Uni- 
ted States  or  otherwise.  Without  further  remarb 
he  offered  the  following  resolutions : 

Resohed,  That  the  Committee  of  Commerce  tad 
Manufactures  be  instructed  to  inquire  into  the  expe- 
diency of  prohibiting  the  exportation  £rom  ports  or 
places,  under  the  junediction  of  the  United  States,  of 
any  article,  the  growth,  produce,  or  manu&ctore,  of 
the  United  States,  except  in  dupe  or  ▼easels  owned 
and  wholly  navigated  by  dtizena  of  the  United  States. 

Rtsolved,  That  the  Committee  of  Commerce  and 
Manu&ctorea  be  instructed  to  inquire  into  the  expe^ 
diency  of  prohibiting  the  exportation  from  ports  or 
placea,  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States,  ia 
ships  or  yessels  belonging  to  the  United  States,  of  toy 
article  which  is  not  of  the  growth,  produce,  or  mano- 
facture,  of  the  United  States. 

JUsohed,  That  the  Committee  of  Commerce  and 
Manufactures  be  instructed  to  inquire  into  the  expe- 
diency of  laying  an  additional  discriminating  datj  m 
&vor  of  ships  owned  and  wholly  navigated  by  dtizeai 
of  the  United  States. 

JteMobed,  That  the  Committee  of  Commerce  and 
Manufactures  be  instructed  to  inquire  into  the  expe* 
diency  of  prohibiting  American  ahips  and  Teflsela  fioo 
carrying  articles,  the  growth,  produce,  or  mana&^ 
ture,  of  any  foreign  country  from  any  foreign  port  or 
place  to  another  foreign  port  or  place. 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  of  Commerce  and 
Manufactures  be  instructed  to  inquire  into  the  expe- 
diency of  modifying  or  repealing  the  laws  alluwio^ 
drawback. 

Mr.  Smilie  wished  these  resolutions  to  lie  oa 
the  table  and  be  printed.  He  suggested  to  the 
gentleman  the  propriety  of  committing  them  lo 
the  Committee  of  Foreign  Relations,  instead  of 
the  Committee  of  Commerce  and  Manufactures. 
If  it  was  the  opinion  of  the  former  committee 
that  the  nation  is  not  now  to  take  a  hostile  atti- 
tude, he  had  no  doubt  that  the  very  subject  em- 
braced by  these  resolutions  would  be  the  object 
of  its  consideration. 

Mr.  Van  Horn  said  he  had  no  choice  as  to 
what  committee  they  should  go  to ;  indeed,  be 
would  almost  prefer  any  other  committee  than 
the  Committee  of  Commerce  and  Manufactures; 
and  yet  he  had  a  high  opinion  of  the  gentiemea 
composing  the  committee;   but,  as  they  came 

feneraliy  from  commercial  towns,  they  might  not 
e  prepossessed  in  favor  of  the  propositions,  be- 
cause It  was  usual  and  natural  for  gentlemen 
concerned  in  mercantile  transactions  to  believe 
that  almost  the  whole  world  depended  on  them. 

Mr.  Newton  sugsested  the  propriety  of  an 
early  disposition  of  the  resolutions^  that  whaterer 
committee  they  were  referred  to  might  have  them 
immediately  under  consideration. 

The  resolutions  were  ordered  to  be  printed  aod 
to  lie  on  the  table. 


Friday,  December  8. 

Two  other  members,  to  wit :  from  Maryland, 
Philip  B.  Key, and  from  Virginia,  Daniel  Sesr* 
FEY.  appeared,  and  took  their  seats  in  the  House. 

The  Speaker  laid  before  the  House  a  letter 
from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  transmitting 


m 


HISTORY  OF  CONGRESS. 


706 


)SCEHB£R,  1809. 


ChallengeSy  DueU,  ^c. 


H.  ofR. 


lis  aQDual  report  of  the  state  of  the  finances  of 
he  United  States,  prepared  in  obedience  to  ''An 
ct  to  establish  the  Treasury  Department}"  which 
rere  read,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  of 
fVays  and  Means. 

Mr.  Helms  presented  a  petition  of  Harry 
>idwell,  of  the  town  of  Jersey,  State  of  New 
ersey,  and  Amasa  Jackson,  of  the  city  of  New 
fork,  merchants,  trading  under  the  firm  of  Harry 
/aldwell  and  Company,  statinff,  that,  durinn^  the 
ast  Sammer,  their  brig,  called  the  Joseph  Rick* 
tsoQ,  brought  into  the  port  of  New  Orleans  three 
^reoch  families  with  their  neffro  slaves,  who  had 
weo  forcibly  expelled  from  the  island  of  Cuba, 
rhicb  has  subjected  the  said  brig  to.condemna- 
loa  for  a  violation  of  an  act  which  prohibits  the 
mportation  of  slaves  into  the  United  States  and 
heir  Territories ;  and  praying  such  relief  in  the 
Hremisesas  shall  appear  just  and  proper. — Refer- 
ed  to  Mr.  Helms,  Mr.  Stephenson,  Mr.  Smelt, 
it.  Kenan,  and  Mr.  Richard  Jacksoi^  with  in- 
(ruction  to  examine  and  report  their  opinion 
hereon  to  the  House. 

Oa  motion  of  Mr.  Love,  the  petition  of  sundry 
ababitants  of  the  City  of  Washington,  presented 
m  the  26th  May,  1809,  was  referred  to  the  Com- 
nittee  for  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Mr.  MoRBOw,  from  the  Committee  on  the 
Pablic  Lands,  presented  a  bill  extending  the  time 
for  Issuing  and  locating  military  land  warrants; 
vhicb  was  read  twice,  and  committed  to  a  Com- 
Bittee  of  the  Whole  on  Monday  next. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Taylor, 

Resolved^  That  a  committee  be  appointed  to 
inquire  into  the  circumstances  attending  the  oc- 
eorrence  alluded  to  in  the  letter  of  Mr.  LA.  Coles 
to  ibe  Speaker  of  this  House ;  that  the  said  com- 
mittee be  instructed  to  report  a  statement  of  the 
facts,  with  their  opinion  thereon,  to  the  House. 

Mr.  Taylor,  Mr.  Goodwyn,  Mr.  Montgome- 
lY,  Mr.  Smilie,  Mr.  Pitkin,  Mr.  Taggart,  and 
Ur.  Matthews,  were  appointed  a  committee,  pur- 
MUDt  to  the  said  resolution. 

Ordendj  That  the  letter  fron|  I.  A.  Coles  to 
the  Speaker,  laid  before  the  House  on  the  30th 
oltimo,  be  referred  to  the  committee  last  men- 
tioned. 

A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Sawyer,  that  the 
House  do  proceed  to  the  consideration  of  a  reso- 
lotiop  proposed  by  him  on  the  4th  instant,  for  the, 
JPpolQtment  of  a  standing  Committee  on  Manu-' 
uctures;  and  the  question  being  taken  thereon, 
uvas  determined  in  the  negative. 


Monday,  December  11. 

Several  other  members,  to  wit:  from  Massa- 
chusetts, WauAM  Stedman  and  Edward  St. 
LoE  Liteemore  ;  from  New  York,  Barent  Gar- 
OENisa ;  and  from  Pennsylvania.  John  Koss  ; 
appeared,  and  took  their  seats  in  the  House. 

Tbe  Speaker  laid  before  the  House  a  letter 
from  Wilson  C.  Nichouis,  resigning  his  seat  as 
ODeof  the  members  of  the  House, for  the  State  of 
Virginia.  The  letter  was  read,  and  ordered  to  lie 
on  lae  table. 

lUhCoH.2dSfise.— 23 


Mr.  Morrow,  from  the  Committee  on  the  Pub- 
lic Lands,  presented  a  bill  to  revive  an  act,  enti- 
tled "  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  refugees  from 
the  British  Provinces  of  Canada  and  Nova  Scotia, 
and  for  other  purposes ;"  which  was  read  twice, 
and  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
to-morrow. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Bacon, 

Heaohed,  That  a  committee  be  appointed  for 
the  purpose  of  inquiriog  whether  any,  and  what, 
alterations  or  amendments  are  necessary  to  be 
made  in  the  act,  entitled  "  An  act  to  promote  the 
progress  of  useful  arts,  and  to  repeal  the  act  here- 
tofore made  for  that  purpose;  and  that  said  com- 
mittee have  leave  to  report  by  bill,  or  otherwise. 

Mr.  Bacon,  Mr.  Kenan,  Mr.  Gold,  Mr.  Breck- 
ENRiDOE,  and  Mr.  Seybert,  were  appointed  a 
committee,  pursuant  to  the  said  resolution. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Montgomery, 

Resolved^  That  the  Committee  of  Coinmerce 
and  Manufactures  be  instructed  to  inquire  into  the 
expediencjr  of  extending  the  relief  contained  in 
the  provisions  of  the  act,  entitled  "  An  act  for  the 
remission  of  certain  penalties  and  forfeitures,  and 
for  other  purposes,"  passed  the  28th  June,  1809. 
to  eases  where  the  introduction  into  the  United 
States  of  slaves  forcil^ly  expelled  from  the  island 
of  Cuba,  with  the  French  inhabitants  thereof,  has 
been  from  places  other  than  the  island  of  Cuba ;'' 
and  that  they  have  leave  to  report  by  bill,  or  oth- 
erwise. 

A  motion  was  made,  by  Mr.  Miller,  that  the 
House  do  come  to  the  following  resolution : 

ReBohed,  That  the  act  passed  at  the  second  session 
of  the  tenth  Ckmgress,  entitled  *'  An  act  to  prevent  set- 
tlements being  made  on  the  lands  ceded  to  the  United 
States,  until  authorized  by  law,"  oaght  to  be  repealed. 

The  said  resolution  was  read,  and  ordered  to  lie 
on  the  table. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole,  on  the  bill  extending  the  time  for  issu* 
ing  and  locating  military  land  warrants.  The  bill 
was  reported  with  several  amendments  thereto ; 
which  were  twice  read,  and  agreed  to  by  the  House. 

Ordered,  That  the  said  bill  be  engrossed,  and 
read  the  third  time  to-morrow. 

A  message  from  the  Senate  informed  the  House 
that  the  Senate  have  passed  a  resolution^  in  the 
form  of  a  concurrent  resolution,  respectmg  our 
foreign  relations ;  to  which  they  desire  the  con- 
currence of  this  House.  The  resolution  was  read 
twice,  and  referred  to  a  Committee  of  tbe  Whole 
on  Wednesday  next. 

CHALLENGES,  DUELS,  &c. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Bacon,  the  House  proceeded 
to  consider  the  resolutions  submitted  bv  him  on 
the  7th  instant,  in  relation  to  indecorous  language 
in  debate,  and  to  the  practice  of  duelling;  when 
the  second  and  third  of  the  said  resolutions  were 
modified  by  the  mover  to  read  as  follows : 

Rtmdved^  That  said  committee  be  instracted  further 
to  report  a  rule,  declaring  "  that  if,  daring  tbe  session 
of  Congress,  any  member  of  the  House  shall  give  or 
send,  to  any  oUier  member  during  his  actual  attendanee 
at  the  seat  of  Government,  a  duilenge  to  fight  a  duel. 
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or  if  the  member  lo  chaUenged  shall  accept  the  tame, 
it  shall  be  deemed  a  breach  of  the  priyileges  of  the 
Hoase,  as  well  on  the  part  of  such  membere  as  on  that 
of  any  other  member  who  shall  be  aiding,  abetting,  or 
assisting,  in  giving  or  sending  such  challenge,  or  in 
carrying  the  same  into  e&ct ;  and  every  each  member 
sAiall  be  held  liable  to  be  expelled  from  the  House 
therefor/' 

Retohed,  That  said  committee  be  further  instructed 
to  report  a  rule,  declaring  "  that  i^  during  the  session 
of  Congress,  any  member  of  the  House  shall  commit 
personal  violence  upon,  or  assault,  any  other  member 
curing  bis  actual  attendance  at  the  seat  of  Government, 
it  shall  be  deemed  a  breach  of  the  privileges  of  the 
House,  as  well  on  the  part  of  the  member  so  assault- 
ing as  on  that  of  any  other  member  who  shall  be  aid- 
ing, abetting,  or  assisting  therein ;  and  such  member 
■hall  be  held  liable  to  be  punished  therefor,  at  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  House." 

The  resolutions,  as  modified,  were  then  referred 
to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  Thursday  next. 

BATTURE  AT  NEW  ORLEANS. 

A  motion  was  made  bv  Mr.  Sbeffet,  that  the 
House  do  come  to  the  following  resolutions: 

Reaohedf  That  provision  ought  to  be  made  by  law 
to  authorize  the  President  of  the  United  States  to  cause 
the  several  persons  who  were  removed  from  the  batture, 
in  front  of  the  suburb  St.  Mary,  in  the  city  of  New  Or- 
leans, oAthe  25th  January,  1808,  to  be  restored  to  the 
possession  thereof;  to  be  held  with  the  same  right  with 
which  they  respectively  held  the  same,  prior  to  such 
removal ;  anything  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding. 

Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorize  the  Pres- 
ident of  the  United  States,  if  he  shall  be  of  opinion  that 
the  United  States  have  such  a  claim  to  the  batture,  in 
iront  of  the  suburb  of  St.  Mary,  in  the  city  of  New 
Orleans,  as  will  justify  the  expense  of  prosecuting  the 
same,  with  the  assent  of  the  persons  removed  there- 
from, on  the  25th  January,  1808,  to  name  three  per- 
sons, who  shall  have  full  power  to  hear,  and  finally 
determine,  all  right,  title,  claim,  and  demand,  whatso- 
ever, as  well  of  the  United  States  as  the  persons  so 
removed,  both  in  law  and  equity ;  and  their  decision,  or 
a  majority  of  them,  shall  be  binding,  as  well  on  the 
United  States  as  the  said  parties." 

Resohedy  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorize  the  Pres- 
ident of  the  United  States,  if  he  shall  deem  it  most  pro- 
SBr,  to  compromise  the  conflicting  claims  of  the  United 
tates  and  the  persons  removed  from  the  batture  of  the 
suburb  of  St  Mary,  in  the  city  of  New  Orleans,  or 
cause  the  same  to  be  tried  in  a  court  of  the  United  States, 
in  such  manner,  and  at  such  place,  as  will  secure  an 
impartial  trial. 

The  said  resolutions  were  read,  and  ordered  to 
lie  on  the  table. 

MR.  JACKSON'S  CIRCULAR. 

Mr.  QuiNCY  observed  that  he  perceived  that 
in  the  letter  from  Mr.  Smith  to  Mr.  Pinkney  ac- 
compaoying  the  Message  from  the  President  of 
the  United  States  of  the  29th  November,  1809^ 
an  allusion  was  made  to  an  important  paper 
beadfd  "  Circular,"  which  had  not  been  commu- 
nicated to  Congress.  He  perceived,  also,  that  by 
the  resolution  just  received  from  the  Senate,  a 
specific  declaration  was  required  as  to  the  con- 
tents of  that  very  paper.    It  appeared  to  him 


extremely  proper  that  the  House  should  have 
that  paper  on  its  files,  and  within  the  reach  of  its 
members,  before  a  declaration  was  made  respect- 
tog  it.  Under  this  impression  he  offered  the  fol- 
lowing resolution : 

Resolved^  That  the  President  of  the  United  Sutei 
be  reqaested.to  lay  before  the  House  a  copy  of  aptpr 
purporting  to  be  a  circular  letter  from  Mr.  Jackjon  to 
the  British  Consuls  in  the  United  States,  referred  tA  in 
the  letter  of  the  Secretary  of  State  to  Mr.  Prnkncr, 
accompanying  the  Message  of  the  29th  Norcmber. 

Mr.  Dana  observed  that  therto  was  another  doc- 
ument which  it  might  be  of  some  itoportance  to 
have  on  the  file  of  the  House,  and  which  it  migiii 
be  also  necessary  to  consult — that  was.  the  de- 
spatch from  Mr.  Canning,  which  it  appeared  wv 
sent  by  Mr.  Pinkney  to  the  Secretary  of  Statt 
He  moved  to  add  that  paper  to  the  resolntioo. 

Mr.  dniNCY  accepted  the  amendment  as  a  put 
of  his  resolution. 

Mr.  W.  Alston  objected  to  the  first  part  oftbi 
motion.  He  said  the  Hou^e  most  see  the  impr* 
priety  of  calling  on  the  Executive  for  a  does 
ment  of  which  it  could  not  have  aa  ofiScial  copf 
for,  no  doubt,  the  copy  sent  to  Mr.  Pinkney  vt 
cut  oat  of  a  newspaper,  and  such  a  one  oal] 
could  be  sent  to  the  House.  He  had  no  objectia 
to  calling  for  that  askpd  for  by  the  geDtlemai 
from  Connecticut,  (Mr.  Dana.)  altboagh  ibem^ 
terial  parts  of  it  were  often  quoted  in  the  doe^ 
ments  before  Congress.  | 

Mr.  QuiNCY  said  it  was  not  his  inteotion  \ 
call  for  what  was  not  in  the  Secretary  of  State 
office.  The  paper  which  he  wanted  was  a  co[ 
of  that  paper  transmitted  across  the  Atlantic 
the  Secretary  of  State,  as  appeared  by  his  led 
to  Mr.  Pinkney.  The  genllemao  might  hu 
seen  Mr.  Jackson's  circular  letter;  be,  Mr.  C 
had  not  seen  it ;  be  had  not  been  fortunate enooj 
to  obtain  a  copy  of  it.  It  must  be  in  the  ofiicel 
the  Secretary  of  State,  for  it  was  utterly  iropo 
sible  for  it  to  have  been  sent  to  oar  Miutsier  i 
London,  without  also  retaining  a  copy  in  t| 
office  of  the  Secretary  of  State. 

Mr.  Smilie  said  he  wonld  not  oppose  a  call  f 
any  information  that  should  be  deemed  propfi 
but  he  did  not  know  upon  what  ground  the  Hon 
wonld  call  upon  the  President  for  this  paM 
which  had  not  been  addressed  to  the  Presidet 
but  to  the  British  Consuls  in  the  United  Suu 
It  could  not  be  officially  in  the  possession  of  tl 
Secretary  of  State,  who,  he  presumed,  bad  st\ 
it  in  the  papers,  as  every  one  else  bad.  Mr.  I 
said  he  accidentally  held  in  his  hand  a  Ne 
Hampshire  paper  containing  it,  and  if  tbegeotj 
man  from  Massachusetts  was  desirous  of  perusii 
it,  it  was  at  his  service. 

Mr.  Eppes  asked  for  a  division  of  tbe  que 
tion.  He  said  he  was  willing  to  call  for  ai 
paper  which  was,  or  might  be  presumed  to  be 
possession  of  the  Department  of  State;  but! 
could  not  be  presumed  that  the  circular  of  K 
Jackson  was  in  that  office  in  any  other  form  tb 
that  referred  to  in  Mr.  Smith's  letter,  viz:  in 
printed  form.  Certain  it  was  that  it  could  not  I 
in  the  Department  of  State,  because  it  was  dat* 
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QbsequeBtly  to  the  intimation  that  no  farther 
ommuoieation  would  be  received  from  that 
ource  by  the  SecreUry  of  State.  The  only  rea- 
OD,  be  presnmed,  why  the  other  paper  alluded  to 
ad  pot  been  coinmuoicated  to  Coogren,  was, 
luit  it  was  a  printed  paper,  purporting  to  be  a 
espsich  from  Mr.  Canning.  He  had  no  further 
bjection  to  the  call  for  either  of  these  papers, 
iher  than  it  was  neither  decorous  or  proper  to 
ail  opon  the  President  for  Uiat  which  could  not 
e  officially  in  his  possession. 
Mr.  Gardknier  observed  that,  in  addition  to 


late  to  receive  an  amendment  to  the  resolution, 
both  clauses  of  it  having  been  affirmed  by  the 
House. 

The  qnea tion  was  then  put  on  the  whole  reso- 
lution, as  amended,  and  the  yeas  and  nays  being 
demAuded  on  its  passage, 

Mr.  Rhra  said  he  should  vote  against  the  reso- 
lution, as  by  passing  it  the  House  could  add  noth- 
ing to  its  stock  of  information,  nor  receive  any 
official  document ;  in  both  cases  it  cquld  receive 
only  a  printed  paper. 

Mr.  Smiue  said  he  had .  no  objection  to  one 


iher  forcible  considerations,  it  would  be  treating    part  of  the  resolution — that  which  called  for  a 


he  Eiecutive  rudelv,  when  he  had  called  their 
Ilea  tion  to  m  particular  paper,  to  go  to  any  other 
ource  to  procure  it;  besides  that,  in  the  latter 
ase,  a  spurious  copy  might  be  imposed  upon  the 
louse.  If  tlie  President  referred  to  a  certain 
kwumeot  as  justifying  his  conduct,  by  procuring 
hat  document  the  House  would  have  the  whole 
(round  before  it.  .What  would  be  the  situation 
if  (be  House,  if,  pursuing  the  ideas  of  somegen- 
lemeu,  every  member  was  to  bring  forward  a 
loeument  which  he  believed  to  be  the  legitimate 
«e,  aod  all  these  copies  should  differ?  Who 
vas  to  decide  which  was  the  correct  one  ?  If 
k  House  were  4o  act  at  all  on  this  subject,  it 
ns  Dot  only  respectful  and  just  to  the  President, 
mt  extremely  civil,  to  inquire  of  him  on  what 
|iooQd  be  has  acted.  As  a  true  American,  and 
Aaunch  republican,  Mr.  G.  was  desirous  to  give 
ibe  President  every  opportunity  of  doing  himself 
nstice. 

Mr.  CluiNCT  said  that  a  copy  of  this  circular 
^TiDg  been  forwarded  to  our  Minister  in  Eng- 
^d,  a  copy  must  remain  on  the  files  of  the  Sec 
«tary  of  State's  office;  and,  therefore,  he  asked 
ST  it  merely  that  the  House  might  have  on  this 
^easioQ  precisely  that  information  which  the 
Secretary  of  State  had  communicated  to  Mr. 
riokuey. 

Mr.  Potter  cited  as  a  reason  why  Mr.  duiN- 
(t's  motion  should  be  agreed  to,  that  between  the 
topy  of  Mr.  Champagnv's  letter  to  our  Minister 
n  France  as  it  appeared  in  the  public  prints,  and 
ttsioee  commonioated  to  Congress,  tnere  was  a 
nterial  variation.  If  in  that  case  there  was  a 
nriaoce  between  different  copies,  it  was  equally 
piibable  that  there  should  be  a  variance  in  the 
^<*reot  copies  of  Mr..  Jackson's  circular. 

The  question  was  taken  on  the  first  part  of  the 
i^ltttioo,  viz :  on  that  part  moved  by  Mr.  QLuw* 
CT,aod  finally  carried — yeas  53,  nays  52. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  Mr.  Dana's 
uteodment,  viz :  on  that  part  calling  for  a  copy 
|H  the  paper  purporting  to  be  a  despatch  from 
Mr.  Canning  to  Mr.  Erskine,  and  earned  without 
opposition. 

Mr.  WaiTMAN  offered  an  amendment  under- 
1^  to  be  intended  to  embrace  in  the  papers  to 
K  called  for,  the  note  from  Mr.  Erskine  to  Mr. 
omuh  containing,  the  "  three  conditions"  which 
tie  admitted  in  Mr.  Smith's  letter  of  October  10, 
to  bare  been  submitted  to  him  by  Mr.  Erskine. 

On  tb^  suggestion  of  Mr.  ^omcT,  this  motion 
Was  declared  to  be  out  of  order,  as  it  was  now  too 


copv  of  the  despatch  from  Mr.  Canning  to  Mr. 
Erskine— but  connected  with  the  other  paper»  he 
could  not  agree  to  iti  for  it  would  be  the  most 
extraordinary  call  ha  nad  ever  witnessed  since  he 
had  held  a  seat  in  Congress.  Whatl  said  he, 
shall  we  call  upon  the  Executive  to  send  to  us  a 
paper  which  is  not,  never  was,  and  could  not  be 
officially  in  its  possession  ?  It  is  known  to  every 
member  of  tbe  House  that  the  Secretary  of  State 
cannot  have  in  his  possession  any  other  copy  of 
this  paper  than  such  as  is  in  the  bands  of  every 
member  in.  the  House  and  of  every  roan  out  of 
doors.  I  should  think,  sir,  when  we  consider  the 
nature  of  the  paper  alluded  to,  that  there  is  noth- 
ing in  it  which  would  create  any  prejudice  in  its 
favor  in  tbe  mind  of  any  American  in  heart,  if 
brought  into  this  House.  What  is  this  paper? 
It  is  an  appeal  to  the  people  of  the  United  States. 
I  for  one  shall  not  be  guilty  of  tbe  absurdity  of 
calling  for  a  paper  which  I  know  is  not  in  tbe 
possession  of  the  President  any  more  than  it  is 
in  mine.  For  the  Utter  part  of  the  motion,  if 
distinct  from  the  first,  I  would  gladly  vote. 

:  Mr.  WHEA.TON  said  that  he  was  in  favor  of 
both  branches  of  tbe  resolution,  taken  together. 
There  seemed  to  be  a  difficulty  with  some  gen- 
tlemen with  respect  to  the  first  branch  of  it,  and 
it  seemed  to  be  contended  that  the  paper  there 
alluded  to,  being  published  in  newspapers  onljr, 
ought  not  to  be  noticed.  In  reply  to  this,  it 
might  be  observed  that  the  Secretary  'of  State 
had  thought .  proper  to  notice  it  in  bis  correspon- 
dence with  our  Minister  in  Loudon,  and  it  was, 
therefore,  before  tbe  House.  The  House  was  not 
called  upon  to  act  upon  a  paper  which  might  be 
variously  published  in  various  prints,  but  on  a 
paper  such  as  the  Secretary  of  State  had  thought 
proper  to  transmit  to  our  Minister  in  London. 
Mr.  W.  said  he  therefore  wanted,  not  to  know 
what  bad  appeared  in  the  newspapers,  bat  what 
had  been  forwarded  to  our  Minister  in  London. 
To  obtain  this,  an  application  to  the  President 
was  the  proper  mode,  aod  he  could  not  see  why 
there  should  be  any  objection  to.  its  being  exhib- 
ited. 

Mr.  Troup  said  he  had  voted  in  favor  of  the 
latter  part  of  this  resolution,  and  against  the  first ; 
and  he  must  now  be  compelled  to  vote  against 
both  combineii.  He  deemed  tbe  object  of  the 
resolution  to  be  improper,  because  on  the  face  of  it 
it  appeared  that  the  paper  asked  for  was  an  inof- 
ficial letter.  If  procuring  a  copy  of  it  from  the 
Secretary  of  State  would  establish  its  authe^* 
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ticity,  there  could  be  no  objection  to  the  call. 
Bat  the  communicEtiDg  or  withholding  would 
not  stamp  autheniicitf  on  it,  because  it  was  a 
document  of  which  the  Department  of  State  could 
not  have  an  official  copy. 

Mr.  Macon  said  he  did  not  attach  so  much 
consequence  to  this  motion  as  either  its  advo- 
cates or  opponents  appeared  to  do.  The  object 
was  to  get  a  paper  which  had  been  published  in 
all  the  n^spapers  of  the  United  States—Mr. 
Jackson's  Circular,  which  it  was  clear  could  not 
be  sent  to  the  House  in  an  official  form,  because 
it  was  not  addressed  to  any  department,  but  to 
the  British  Consuls.  The  other  paper  asked  for 
was  a  document  with  the  substance,  of  which 
every  one  was  acquainted.  Without  inquiring 
what  was  the  object  of  the  call,  if  any  gentlemen 
wanted  a  copy  of  any  paper  in  the  Department 
of  State,  he  would  never  object  to  gratify  them. 
It  had  been  said  that  the  House  should  not  call 
for  it,  because  it  was  addressed  to  the  British 
Consuls ;  but,  Mr,  M.  said,  it  was  known  to  have 
been  written  bv  Mr.  Jackson,  because  if  it  had 
not  it  would  nave  been  long  ago  denied.  Il 
was  called  an  appeal  to  the  people;  so  was 
Genet's — but  Mr.  M.  said,  he  bad  never  cared 
anything  about  these  appeals — he  should  not  care 
if  Mr.  Jackson  should  make  another,  because  he 
had  no  apprehension  of  any  effect  such  things 
could  have  in  this  country.  It  could  not  be  posi- 
tively ascertained  whether  or  'not  the  letter  in 
question  was  written  by  Mr.  Jackson,  but  by  call- 
ing on  the  printers ;  and  he  had  no  idea  of  med- 
dling with  them*-be  only  claimed  the  privilege 
of  believing  what  he  pleased  of  their  publications. 
Mr.  M.  was  in  favor  of  the  resolution,  because 
other  gentlemen  wished  the  papers  for  their  in- 
formation. 

Mr.  QuiMGT  said  that  the  importance  of  this 
resolution  lay  in  this ;  that  the  House  was  called 
upon  (by  the  resolution  from  the  Senate)  to  de- 
cide on  the  contents  of  a  paper  the  existence  of 
which  was  first  made  known  to  them  by  com- 
munications from  the  Eiecutive.  Wben  called 
upon  in  this  way,  was  it  not  a  d^ty  the  House 
owed  to  itself  to  ask  for  the  papers  on  which  it 
was  to  express  an  opinion  ?  The  House  would 
not  do  justice  to  itself  if  it  did  not  ask  for  them 
after  the  intimation  they  had  received  that  they 
were  in  possession  of  the  Secretary  of  State. 

Mr.  Upbam  thought  it  necessarv  to  have  the 
Tery  paper  that  was  communicated  by  our  Sec- 
retary of  Sute  to  Mr.  Pinkney.  He  recollected 
Tery  well  that  on  his  journey  to  this  city,  he  saw 
in  two  papers  in  New  York  this  very  circular 
represented  in  two  different  ways. 

Mr.  Garoenibr  remarked  that  he  took  it  for 
granted,  that  the  more  carefully  the  House  pro- 
ceeded, the  more  fully  it  possessed  itself  of  all  the 
documents  on  the  subject  on  which  they  were 
about  to  legislate,  the  more  impressive  upon  their 
own  country  and  upon  the  worlds  to  whom  in 
part  the  resolution  appeared  intended  to  be  ad- 
dressed, would  their  decision  be.  The  determi- 
nation to  be  made  should  appear  not  to  result 
from  passion,  but  from  a  deliberation  and  cool- 


ness worthy  the  representatives  of  a  great  nation. 
He  professed  sincerely  that  upon  the  subject  of 
the  resolution  from  the  Senate  he  bad  formed  do 
opinion,  neither  should  he  vote  for  tbe  present 
motion,  because  he  inclioed  to  one  side  or  other 
on  the  former.  He  wished  to  possess  himself  of 
all  the  facts  on  the  subject.  It  appeared  thit  a 
copy  of  this  circular  had  been  forwarded  to  oar 
Minister  in  London,  in  order  to  guide  him  in  hb 
conduct,  Mr.  G.  presumed.  We,  said  Mr.  6., 
are  called  upon  to  act  here  on  the  subject ;  onr 
Minister  at  London  is  directed  to  act  there.  If 
he  has  a  right,  to  enable  him  to  discharge  his 
duty,  to  have  a  copy  of  this  paper  commoDicated 
to  him,  shall  we  not  also  have  the  same  pri^ 
ilege?  The  question,  he  said,  was  not  whether 
the  document  was  officially  on  record  in  tbe 
Secretary  of  State's  office,  but  whether  the  House 
should  be  called  upon  to  act  on  a  document  which 
was  not  before  it.  With  the  same  propriety 
might  a  jury  be  refused  the  hearing  evidence  ob 
a  case  on  which  they  were  called  to  decide,  ts 
the  House  could  be  refused  a  copy  of  this  paper. 
It  was  said  that  it  was  only  a  newspaper  publi- 
cation. Newspaper  publication  or  not,  origioallr, 
Mr.  G.  said,  that  the  President  had  made  it  i 
public  document  by  communicating  if  officiaiif 
to  our  Minister  in  London.  He  was  satisfied 
that  the  President  could  have  do  objection  to 
communicate  it;  for  he  well  remembered  that 
his  predecessor  bad  sent  to  the  Hoose^  aboot  (hi 
time  of  laying  the  famous  embaijgo,  a  paragrapb 
from  an  EngUsh  newspaper  containing  somethini 
like  a  surmise  that  certain  Orders  in  Coond 
would  be  issued.  If,  as  it  bad  been  said,  th^ 
present  President  would  follow  in  tbe  footstep^ 
of  his  predecessors,  he  could  not  have  the  leasl 
objection  to  comply  with  the  request  of  tbe  Hoos( 
to  send  a-newspaper  document,  when  his  prede 
cessor  had  sent  one  without  any  request  at  all. 
Mr.  Smilib  said  that  if  the  call  was  made,  th^ 
House  could  gee  no  more  than  what  ejery  oni 
had  seen ;  and  he  called  upon  any  gentleman  ti 
say  that  he  had  not  seen  the  circular  in  the  pob 
lie  prints,  and  also  whether  he  believed  that  thi 
House  could  get  from  the  fixecntive  any  oth< 
information  \hui  that  which  every  member  bal 
or  might  have  in  his  possession.  He  confesie 
for  his  own  part  that  he  thought  it  would  scares 
Iv  be  treating  the  Executive  with  that  delicacj 
aue  from  one  department  of  the  Gk>vemmeoi  ti 
another,  to  call  upon  him  for  a  paper  not  offictall| 
in  his  possession,  in  order  to  see  whether  or  nc 
he  had  transmitted  a  faithful  copy  to  oar  Mi^ 
ister  in  London.  It  seemed  to  insinuate  a  dool 
of  the  propriety  of  his  conduct.— [Mr.  OAani 
xiER  said  thai  no  such  thing  was  meant.]  Ill 
Smilie  said  that  he  did  not  believe  genw 
did  mean  it ;  but  it  was  a  reflection  that  ni 
rally  flowed  from  the  circumstances.  He 
not  know,  if  thev  could  trust  the  Executive, 
thev  should  call  for  a  paper  already  ia  eve 
one's  hands.  He  recollected  a  former  case, 
this  was  not  the  first  appeal  that  had  ever 
made  to  the  peoole.  Wben  Genet  was  the  Fret 
Miaiater  here,  Mr.  S.  said,  he  had  uken  a 
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Dore  direct  than  in  the  present  cate,  and  yet 
^oogress  had  neFer  called  on  Gkneral  Wasbi no- 
on for  a  copy  of  his  appeal ;  for  it  had,  as  in  the 
•resent  case,  been  published  in  all  the  papers, 
nd  no  one  nad  doabted  its  authenticity.  It  the 
louse  was  not  to  act  on  the  ease  till  they  got 
be  authenticated  copy  of  thcT document  in  ques- 
ion,  they  nerer  would  act,  for  assuredly  they 
rouid  not  ^t  it ;  but  if  no  one  entertained  a  doubt 
o  tbe  subject,  he  thought  they  might  act  with 
iropriety. 

Mr.  Dana  said,  that  by  the  message  from  the 
knate  the  House  was  called  upon  to  express  an 
pioion  on  a  certain  paper,  to  decide  what  was 
ts  meaning,  and  to  concur  with  the  Senate  in 
iExiog  to  It  terms  of  reprobation.  And  was  the 
louse  of  Representatives  to  pronounce  on  this 
ubject  without  having  the  paper  before  them? 
^uuld  they,  in  point  of  legislative  decorum  and 
iropriety,  undertake  to  judge  without  seeing  tbe 
aper  in  form  ?  Would  gentlemen  refer  them  to 
lenrspapers  for  documents  on  which  to  act  ?  He 
xruioly  never  expected  to  hear  it  advanced  on 
jiis  floor  tbut  members  of  the  House  were  to 
teep  a  file  of  every  newspaper  containing  a  docu- 
neot.  If  this  was  necessary,  he  had  certainly 
leen  deficient  in  his  duty ;  for  he  had  not  kept  a 

Cper  containing  a  copy  of  the  circular  said  to 
ve  been  written  by  Mr«  Jackson.  Whatever 
NDstruction  had  been  given  by  the  President  or 
Secretary  of  State  to  a  particular  document, 
vith  all  deference  to  their  nonor  and  virtue,  Mr. 
D.said,  he  could  not  consent  to  surrender  his 
pwn  right  of  construction,  of  examinatidn,  and  of 

Cdgment,  nor  to  prostrate  his  understanding, 
>wever  feebie,  at  the  foot  of  the  Executive  or 
lay  department  of  the  Qovernmeat.  Really,  if 
aewspaper  publications  were  to  be  considered  as 
iQihepuc  and  sufficient  for  the  use  of  members 
of  ihis  House,  why  had  the  House  ordered  five 
tbousaod  copies  of  the  documents  to  be  printed 
for  iu  use,  when  all  the  documents  appeared  in 
the  newspapers  before  they  had  been  printed  for 
ibe  use  of  tbe  House  ?  In  point  of  propriety  and 
respect  to  the  Senate,  Mr.  D.  said  he  might  be  at 
liberty  to  say  that  it  was  fair  to  presume  that 
tbai  body  had  the  paper  before  them  ;  he  could 
aot  permit  himself  to  imagine  that  they  would 
bare  acted  without  it  before  them ;  and  he  hoped 
that  the  representatives  of  the  people  would  also 
fhow  a  sufficient  respect  for  themselves  to  have 
H  before  them  when  it  was  the  subject  of  their 
dfiiberaiion. 

Mr.  Rhba,  by  several  arguments,  enforced  the 
idea  that  the  Government  could  have  no  other 
ioarce  of  information  on  this  subject  than  he  or 
||Qy  other  individual  had.  The  statement  made 
by  a  gentleman  from  Massachusetts,  that  variant 
copies  of  this  document  had  appeared,  was  the 
Tery  reason  that  he  would  vote  against  the  reso- 
lution; because  the  Executive  could  not  be  re- 
spoDsible  for  the  correctness  of  the  copy  which  it 
^^  in  its  possession.  Mr.  Smith's  letter  to  Mr. 
^lolcoey  did  not  state  the  enclosure  of  a  copy  of 
the  letter,  but  of  a  paper  purportingto  be  a  copy  of 
^  letter  written  by  Mr.  Jackson.    The  gentleman 


from  Massachusetts  had  said  that  he  had  not  seen 
the  letter.  Mr.  R.  said  he  had  no  objection  to 
hftve  copies  of  it  printed  for  the  use  of  the  House, 
from  a  copy  to  be  taken  from  a  newspaper ;  but 
he  would  not  call  upon  the  President  (or  it^  for 
by  so  doing  they  would  remove  the  responsibility 
for  its  correctness  from  the  newspaper  publica- 
tions to  the  Executive  authority. 

Mr.  MiLNOB  was  of  opinion  that,  being  called 
upon  to  pronounce  a  solemn  opinion  on  a  certain 
proceeding,  they  should  have  all  the  papers  rela- 
ting to  it  before  them.  He  asked  whether,  when 
the  House  was  called  upon  to  pronounce  an 
opinion  and  make  a  decision  which  might  lead  to 
a  war,  they  should  not  have  the  same  informa- 
tion before  them  that  the  President  had  before 
him  1  Mr.  M.  said  he  felt  every  disposition  to 
support  the  Executive  in  all  proper  measures  in 
the  execution  of  his  duty ;  he  was  ready  to  meet 
the  question  proposed  wheneyer  the  House  had  be- 
fore them  the  documents  on  which  he  had  acted. 
Until  thev  had  them,  it  was  impossible  that  they 
could  make  a  just  decision. 

Mr.  Newton  said  he  should  decidedly  vote  for 
the  resolution  before  the  House.  The  vote  which 
he  should  give  did  not  proceed  from  any  disre- 
spect to  the  President;  the  simple  reason  which 
would  induce  him  to  vote  for  it  was,  a  desire  that 
when  the  House  caiye  to  a  discussion  of  the  reso- 
lution from  the  Senate,  they  should  proceed  to 
the  merits  of  it;  that  no  incidental  question 
should  be  discussed ;  that  no  gentleman  should 
have  an  opportunity  of  saying  that  he  could  not 
vote  for  it  because  the  House  had  refused  to  call 
for  documents. 

Mr.  Bibb  said  that  if  the  mover  of  the  resolu- 
tion had  any  other  object  in  view  than  was  ex- 
.pressed  on  the  face  of  it,  it  was  perfectly  imma- 
terial to  him  and  must  be  so  to  the  House.  He 
should  vote  for  the  resolution  not  because  the 
papers  would  have  any  influence  on  his  conduct, 
but  because  they  were  deemed  of  importance  by 
others  whase  duty  it  was  as  well  as  his  own  to 
endeavor  to  relieve  their  country  from  its  embar- 
rassments. It  appeared  to  him  that  any  member 
had  a  right  to  ask  of  the  Executive  any  publie 
document  which  he  deemed  necessary  for  the 
government  of  his  conduct  in  Legislative  matters. 
The  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  (Mr.  Q,uinct) 
having  declared  such  to  be  his  situation  in  re- 
gard to  the  present  paper,  Mr.  B.  said  he  ought 
to  have  it. 

Mr.  W.  Albton  said  that  gentlemen  spoke  of 
their  being  called  upon  to  vote  on  the  resolution 
from  the  Senate  without  this  paper.  If  that  reso- 
lution was  not  pleasing  to  them,  it  was  onen  to 
amendment.  If  the  friends  of  the  resolution 
failed  to  justify  it  from  the  want  of  the  paper  in 
qtkestion,  its  opponents  could  make  use  of^that  ar- 
gument against  it.  The  letter  of  Mr.  Jackson 
was  known  to  be  nearly  verbatim  with  the  note 
delivered  by  Mr.  Smith  to  Mr.  Oakley;  and  no 
additional  information  could  be  derived  from  the 
call,  although  embarrassment  might  be  created. 

Mr.  Upham  said  it  was  for  the  very  purpose  of 
seeing  whether  the  circular  coincided  with,  the 
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note  just  alluded  to,  that  he  wished  to  see  it. 
Why  then  refuse  to  call  for  it? 

Mr.  Eppes  said,  lest  il  should  he  thought,  from 
what  had  been  said  hv  others,  that  in  voting 
against  the  resolution  ne  should  he  desirous  of 
acting  without  informatiod,  he  should  make  a  few 
remarks.  This  was  not  an  ordinary  case,  in 
which  application  ought  to  he  made  to  a  depart- 
ment or  the  Government  for  information — for 
what  department,  could  say,  whether  the  piece  to 
which  the  British  Minister's  name  was  subscribed 
wasa  genuine  paper  or  not?  You  know  (said  Mr. 
Ep^es)  to  a  certainty  that  the  letters  have  not 
gone  to  the  Secretary  of  State  by  an  oflScial  chan- 
nel, but  that  he  possesses  the  same  information 
as  you  do,  and  no  other.  In  every  case  of  this 
kind,  are  you  not  compelled  to  act  on  newspaper 
information  ?  If  in  any  instance  a  Legislative 
body  attempts  to  examine  the  conduct  of  a  Min^ 
ister  appealing  from  the  Executive  to  the  people, 
on  what  must  it  decide?  Is  it  to  be  expected 
that  his  address  will  be  forwarded  to  the  JPresi- 
dent?  No  sir;  it  is  frond  the  Executive  the  ap- 
peal is  made,  and  it  will  be  found  in  newspapers, 
pamphlets,  or  some  other  form,  circnlating  among 
the  people.  On  the  present  occasion,  as  to  the 
aathenticity  of  the  paper,  I  for  one,  without  ex- 

Eressing  an  opinion  on  the  merits  of  it,  have  no 
esitation  in  saying^  that  I  believe  it  to  be  a  gen- 
uine paper,  written  by  the  Minister  of  Great  Brit- 
aii^  for  the  pnrjpose  of  appealing  from  the  con^ 
stituted  authority  to  the  people  of  this  country. 
If  you  apply  nbw  to  the  Secretary  of  State  as 
proposed,  wnat  can  he  do 7  He  has  become  pos- 
sessed of  information  in  the  same  way  with  your- 
self; and,  in  transmitting  it  to  our  Minister,  he 
does  not  call  it  a  copy  of  the  letter,  hut  a  paper 
purporting  to  be  a  copy  of  a  letter,  dbc.  Now,  if 
this  paper  had  come  in  any  official  form  to  the 
Secretary  of  State,  it  wbula  be  proper  for  Con- 
gress to  call  for  it.  But  of  what  importance  is  it 
to  obtain  information  cut  out  of  a  public  news- 
ptiper?  This  motion  does  not  afibbt  the  inqniry 
on  the  resolution  from  the  Senate,  which  is, 
whether,  from  the  circumstance  of  the  letter  ap- 
pearing in  print,  and  not  being  denied  by  the 
British  Minister,  from  a  view  of  all  the  circum- 
stances, Congress  shall  think  it  a  proper  subject 
on  which  to  legislate  ?  If  they  believe  that  on  a 
paper 'thus  dispersed  they  cannot  act  without  as- 
certaining its  authenticity,  let  them  summon  the 
printer  and  take  other  steps  to  ascertain  it.  The 
appeal  is  from  the  Gbvernment,  and  to  them.  I 
should  last  of  all  look  for  a  copy  of  it.  The  let- 
ter from  Mr.  Canning  to  Mr.  Ersklne,  coming 
enclosed  from  our  Minister  at  London,  1  have  no 
objection  to  call  for ;  but  because  I  have  no  ob- 
jection to  take  that  part  of  the  resolution,  I  cannot 
swallow  the  nauseous  drug  whith  which  it  is 
compounded. 

The  question  was  then  decided  by  yeas  and 
nays,  in  the  affirmative— yeas  -69,  nays  46^  as 
follows : 

TiAs  — Ezekiel  Bacon,  Willitm  W.  Bibb,  Daniel 
Blaisdell,  Jamci«  Breckenridge,  John  Campbell,  John 
C.  Chatnberiain,  WiUiam  Chamberlin,  Bpaphroditus 


Champion,  Martin  Chittenden,  Howell  Cobb,  Henrj 
Crist,  Samuel  W.  Dana,  John  Davenport,  jun.,  }(Am 
Dawson,  Joseph  Desha,  William  Ely,  Jamei  Emott, 
Barent  Gardenier,  Gideon  Gardner,  Chariei  Goldibo> 
rough,  Thomas  R.  Gold,  WUliam  Hale,  Nathaniel  ^ 
Haven,  Daniel  Heister,  Jonathan  H.  Hobbard,  Rtchvd 
Jackson,  Thomas  Kenan,  Philip  B.  Key,  Edward  St 
Loe  Livermore,  Robert  Le  Roy  Livingston,  Ntthuiiel 
Macon,  Robert  Marion,  Vincent  Matthews,  Arcfaibild 
McBiyde,  Pleasant  M.  Miller,  Wnu  Milnor,  Nicholu 
R.  Moore,  Jonathan  O.  Mosely,  Roger  Nelson,  Tbomu 
Newton,  John  Nicholison,  Joseph  Pearson,  Timothj 
Pitkin,  jr.,  Peter  B.  Porter,  Elisha  R.  Potter,  Jodah 
Quincy,  John  Ross,  Thomas  Sammons,  Daniel  8bef- 
fey,  Dennis  Smelt,  George  Smith,  John  8mith,  Richard 
Stanford,  John  Stanley,  William  Stedman,  James  Ste- 
phenson, Lewis  B.  Storges,  Jacob  Swoope,  Samuel 
Taggart,  Benj.  Tallmadge,  John  Taylor,  John  Thomp- 
son, Charles  Turner,  junior,  Jabez  Upham,  Archibtdd 
Van  Horn,  Killian  K.  Van  Rensselaer,  Laban  Whea- 
ton,  Esekiel  Whitman,  and  James  Wilson. 

Nats — Lemuel  J.  Alston,  Willis  Alston,  jun.,  Wil- 
liam Anderson,  David  Bard,  Adam  Boyd,  Robt  Brown, 
William  Butler,  Joseph  Calhoun,  Matthew  Clay,  John 
Clopton,  James  Cochran,  William  Crawford,  John 
W.  Eppes,  William  Findley,  Jonathan  Fisk,  Mohad 
Franklin,  Baininai  Gannett,  Thomas  Gholsoa,  jenior, 
Peterson  Goodwyn,  Edwm  Gray»  Wm.  Helms,  Jacob 
Httfly,  Richard  M.  Johnson,  William  Kennedy,  Atrm 
Lyle,  Samnel  McKee,  Alexander  McKim,  John  Mont^ 
gomery,  Thomas  Moore,  Jeremiah  Morrow,  Thoims 
Newbold,  John  Porter,  John  Rea  of  PeonsylTania,  John 
Rhea  of  Tennessee,  Matthias  Richards,  John  Roane, 
ErastUB  Root,  Ebenezer  Sage,  Adam  Seybert,  Samoel 
Shaw,  John  Smilie,  Uri  Tracy,  George  M.  Troup,  Ro- 
bert Weakley,  Robert  WhitehiU,  Robert  Witherspoon. 

Mr.  CtniNGT  and  Mr.  Dana,  were  appointed  a 
committee  to  present  the  foregoing  resolution  to 
the  President  of  the  United  States. 


TuEsoAT,  December  12. 

'  Another  member,  to  wit :  from  Massachusetts, 
Ebengzer  8  e  aye  IK.  appeared,  and  took  his  seat. 

An  engrossed  bill  extending  the  time  for  issu- 
ing and  locating  military  land  warrants,  was  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed. 

A  message  from  the  Senate  informed  tbe  Hoose 
that  the  Senate  have  passed  the  bill,  entitled  ''An 
act  supplementary  to  an  act  entitled  ^An  act  ex- 
tending the  right  of  suffrage  in  tbe  Indiana  Ter- 
ritory, and  for  other  purposes,"  with  an  amend- 
ment ;  to  which  they  deaire  the  concarrence  of 
this  House. 

The  House  proceeded  to  consider  the  said 
ametidment ;  and  the  same  being  twice  read,  was 
agreed  to  by  the  House. 

Mr.  Jennings  presented  three  petitions  of  sun- 
dry inhabitants  of  the  Indiana  Territory,  respect- 
ively praying  that  the  right  of  suffrage  may  be 
extenaed  to  every  free  white  male  inhabitant  in 
said  Territory,  who  shall  have  attained  to  the 
age  of  twenty-one  years,  and  shall  have  paid  a 
county  or  Territorial  tax,  or  shall  have  performed 
militia  dutv  ;  and  that  the  people  may  be  enabled 
to  choose  tneir  own  officers,  both  civil  and  mili- 
tary,—Referred. 
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COMMITTEB  OF  MANUFACTURES. 

Mr.  Sawyer  called  for  the  consideration  pf  the 
motion  submitted  by  him  for  appointing  a  separate 
Committee  of  Manufactnres. 

The  Hoase  agreed  to  consider  the  resolution, 
ayes  68. 

Mr.  Setbert  supported  the  motion  on  the  mund 
of  the  propriety  of  paying  a  more  particular  at- 
teotioD  to  thesobject  of  manufactures,  which  had 
lately  become  of  great  importance. 

Mr.  Newtom  opposed  the  motion  as  unneces- 
sary, because  the  Uommittee  of  Commerce  and 
MaDafactures  was  competent  to  the  performance 
of  all  the  business  assigned  it,  and  had  always 
manifested  a  disposition  to  foster  the  manufactures 
of  the  United  States. 

Tbe  question  on  the  resolution  was  decided  in 
the  negatiFe,  24  members  only  rising  in  the  affir- 
matire. 


Wednesday,  December  13, 

Mr.  Lo^B  presented  a  memorial  of  the  Board 
of  Trustees  of  the  Public  Schools  of  the  city  of 
Washioglon,  praying  the  patronaffe  of  Congress 
in  tbe  institution  of  a  college  in  Washington. — 
Referred  to  the  Committee  for  the  District  of 
Columbia. 

A  report  was  received  from  tbe  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury,  enclosing,  in  pursuance  of  a  stand- 
ing resolution  of  the  House,  a  statement  of  the 
drawbacks  payable  on  articles  exported  from  the 
United  States  in  the  years  1806, 1807,  and  1808, 
compared  with  the  amount  of  duties  collected  on 
the  same  respectively.  From  this  statement  the 
folio wng  abstract  is  made : 

VuHea  ReeeiwiL    Drawbacka  Payable. 

Yean  1800,  36,197,658  9,146,875 

1807,  26,709,833         10,067,191 

1808,  11,168,617  849,896 

Ordered,  That  the  report  lie  on  the  table, 
A  bill  from  the  Senate  for  extending  to  Joseph 
Joshua  Dyster  certain  privileges,  (permitting  him 
to  obtain  a  patent  for  the  invention  of  cast  iron 
bridges,  he  not  yet  being  a  citizen ;)  and  a  bill  in 
addition  to  an  act  regulating  the  laying  out  and 
making  a  road  from  Cumberland  in  tbe  State  of 
Maryland  to  the  State  of  Ohio,  were  each  read 
the  first  and  second  time,  and  the  first  referred  to 
a  Committee  of  the  Whole,  and  the  latter  to  a 
select  committee,  consisting  of  Messrs.  Morrow, 
Nelson,  Lewis,  R099,  and  Garoenier. 

Mr.  duirtcv,  from  the  committee  appointed  to 
wait  on  the  President  of  the  United  Slates  in  pur- 
saance  of  a  resolution  of  the  House  of  Monday 
last,  reported  that  they  had  performed  the  duty 
assigned  them,  and  that  the  President  had  express- 
ed his  disposition  to  comply  with  the  request  of 
the  House  as  far  as  practicable. 

RELATIONS  WITH  GREAT  BRITAIN, 

Mr.  Gold  rose  for  the  purpose  of  moving  a  res- 
olotioD  to  call  upon  the  Kxecutire  for  informa- 
tion, affecting,  as  he  conceived,  the  resolution 
from  the  Senate  respecting  Mr.  Jackson.  To 
saow  the  object  of  nis  motion,  Mr.  Q.  quoted 


from  the  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  State  to  Mr. 
Pinkney,  of  the  23d  of  November  last,  the  follow- 
ing passage :  ''Another  point  in  the  despatch  and 
'  not  in  the  arrangement,  is,  that  the  British  navy 
'  might  capture  our  trade  to  ports  prohibited  by 
^  the  United  States.    This  condition,  too,  appears 

*  to  have  had  its  origin  in  a  mistake  of  your  mean- 
'  ing  in  a  conversation   with  Mr.   Canning,  as 

*  noted  by  yourself."    On  referring  to  tbe  com- 
munications made,  and  the  correspondence  pre- 
sented to  the  House  from  the  American  Miniater,, 
he  did  not  find  the  despatch  there  referred  to*  IiB^ 
said  he  found  also  in  Mr.  firskine's  letter  to  Mr.  . 
Smith,  of  the  Uthof  Au«ft]8t.that  reference  was  . 
made  to  the  same  subject,  and  ibe  sa^tle  point  waa.  . 
stated  by  Mr.  Canning  to  have  been  assenf^if  ib  '^ 
by  Mr.  Pinkney.    The  subject  might  not  other- 
wise be  of  the  most  important  nature,  but,  inas- 
much  as  the  resolution  from  the  Senate  seemed 
to  point  to  the  last  resort  of  nations,  war,  it  seem- 
ed to  him  important  that  the  House  should  pro- 
ceed circumspectly  in  the  whole  business ;  and  it 
would  certainly  be  seen  by  the  House  that  it  was 
proper  to  have  the  fullest  information  on  the  sub- 
ject.   Impressed  himself  with  this  idea,  he  offered 
the  following  resolution : 

Resolved,  That  the  President  of  the  United  States 
be  requested  to  lay  before  this  House  such  information 
contained  in  any  despatch  firom  the  American  If  inister 
in  London,  relative  to  the  instruction  of  Mr.  Canning 
to  Mr.  Erskine,  of  the  38d  day  of  January,  1809,  and 
relative  to  any  communications  and  convexaationB  be* 
tween  the  American  Miniater  and  Mr.  Canning  ant^ 
cedent  or  subsequent  thereto  on  the  same  subjecti  as 
may  not,  in  the  opinion  of  the  President,  be  improper 
to  be  communicated. 

Mr.  Bacon  thought  that  the  information  asked 
for  had  no  sort  of  connexion  with  the  resolution 
from  the  Senate,  which  related  merely  to  the  con- 
duct of  Mr.  Jackson,  and  which  was  of  course  to 
be  decided  by  the  proceedings  of  the  Minister  him« 
self.  In  the  consideration  of  this  resolution,  then, 
it  would  be  immaterial  to  inquire  what  had  given 
rise  to  the  mistake  of  Mr.  Canning.  If  the  object 
of  the  resolution  were  to  justify  or  accuse  Mr. 
Canning,  this  information  might  be  necessary; 
Suppose  it  should  be  ascertained  that  the  propo* 
sition  of  Mr.  Canning  grew  out  of  his  own  mis- 
take, or  originated  with  him,  it  was  impossible  to 
see  what  bearing  it  had  upon  the  proposition  from 
tbe  Senate,  which  went  to  make  a  pledge  to  the 
nation  to  support  the  Executive  in  any  resuk 
which  might  be  consequent  on  the  course  it  had 
pursued.  Though  he  was  willing  at  all  times  to 
call  for  all  necessary  papers,  he  could  not  see  the 
propriety  of  passing  this  resolution,  which  only 
called  upon  the  Executive  for  such  papers  as  he 
should  think  proper  to  communicate,  and  which 
he  no  doubt  had  already  done  without  waiting 
for  a  request  by  the  House. 

Mr.  GoLO  said  that  the  House  could  not,  as  the 
gentleman  supposed,  have  all  the  information  on 
this  subject  already  before  it ;  for  an  express  ref«> 
erence  had  been  shown  to  a  despatch  from  Mr. 
Pinkney,  which  was  not  to  be  found  among  the 
papers  communicated.  The  House  had  called  for 


719 


HISTORY  OF  CONGRESS. 


720 


•H.  OP  R. 


RelaiitmM  with  Great  Britain. 


Decembeb,  1809. 


Mr.  CanniDg's  despatch  to  Mr.  Erskine,  of  the 
"SSd  of  January,  and  would  they  not  hare  all  its 
t^oncomitants?  Was  it  not  of  some  importance 
to  have  all  the  papers  which  gave  rise  to  it  ?  Was 
it  not  proper,  at  this  momentous  crisis,  that  what 
t>ar  Minister  in  London  had  thought  proper  to 
communicate,  this  House  should  also  have  ?  The 
-great  question  of  peace  or  war  was  not  to  be  de- 
cided on  feeble  grounds.  When  the  time  came 
that  war  should  become  a  question,  every  inch  of 
ground  would  be  strictly  scrutinized.  It  was  im- 
portant, on  this  occasion,  to  see  whether  that 
condition  in  Mr.  Canning's  despatch,  which  car- 
ried such  hostile  features  on  its  face,  might  not 
be  softened  by  the  discovery  that  it  originated,  in 
some  degree,  in  the  agent  ot  this  country  in  Eng- 
land. A  mistake  arising,  under  these  circum- 
stances, would  much  soften  the  features  of  hos- 
tility. If  the  matter  had  been  deemed  by  our 
Minister  of  sufficient  importance  to  be  communi- 
cated to  the  Executive,  was  it  not  important,  alsa, 
that  Congress  should  have  it  ?  As  the  House  had 
called  for  the  despatch  of  Mr.  Canning,  including 
that  condition,  was  it  not  important  that  they 
should  also  have  evervthing  relating  to  it  ? 

Mr.  Oardenier  onservra  that,  although  the 
paper  called  for  might  not  be  necessary  to  the  de- 
cision of  the  resolution  from  the  Senate,  it  by  no 
means  followed  that  it  was  not  necessary  at  all. 
The  House  were  called  upon  to  do  more  than 
merely  to  pass  the  resolution.  If  the  honor  and 
dignity  of  the  nation  had  been  sacrificed,  as  was 
stated,  if  the  ground  taken  by  the  Executive  was 
correct,  he  trusted  they  would  do  more  than  pass 
a  resolution  ;  he  trusted  that  they  would  abandon 
this  paper  system,  by  which  the  nation  had  sunk 
in  the  estimation  of  foreign  Powers.  But,  before 
they  took  that  ground,  he  trusted,  likewise,  that 
they  would  look  before  them  at  every  step ;  that 
they  would  be  careful  in  all  things  that  their 
quarrel  was  just.  He  said  it  was  not  to  be  con- 
cealed, and  no  American  could  conceal  it  from 
himself,  that  the  third  condition  contained  in  the 
despatch  from  Mr.  Canning  to  Mr.  Erskine  was 
such  a  one  as  the  United  States  could  not  accede 
to.  They  could  never  call  in  the  aid  of  any  for- 
eign nation  to  support  those  laws,  because  that 
would  be  to  confess  the  impotence  of  the  country 
to  enforce  its  own  acts.  But,  Mr.  G.  said,  there 
were  two  parties  to  this  question.  That  part  of 
the  world,  not  yet  under  the  control  of  Napoleon, 
was  to  decide  whether  the  United  States  or  their 
adversary  be  right.  To  satisfy  them,  and  all  men 
who  love  justice,  he  said  that  it  was  necessary 
that  this  Government  should  make  out  the  case 
in  its  own  favor,  and  show  that  the  British  Gov- 
ernment was  in  the  wrong.  The  British  Govern- 
ment had  proposed  that  their  navy  should  be  ex- 
pressly permitted  to  assist  in  executing  a  law  to 
oe  passed  by  the  Legislature  of  the  United  States, 
They  had  said,  also,  that,  in  making  this  proposi- 
tion, they  had  acted  not  from  their  own  impulse^ 
but  were  warranted  in  suggesting  it  from  its  hav- 
ing been  first  proposed  by  our  Minister  in  London. 
If  this  be  correct,  said  Mr.  G.,  our  Government 
ean  have  nothing  to  complain  of.  If  our  Minister 


in  London  has  told  the  British  (xovemment  that 
we  were  prepared  to  accede  to  such  an  arrange- 
ment, then,  assuredly,  there  is  nothing  reprehen- 
sible in  the  British  Government's  being  willing  to 
take  as  much  as  we  were  willing  to  surrender. 
On  our  part,  therefore,  it  is  important  that  the 
declaration  of  Mr.  Canning  should  be  repelled; 
that  the  proposition  did  come  from  the  Britisii 
Government  originally,  and  not  from  our  Minis- 
ter) because,  in  the  latter  case,  we  should  hare  do 
cause  of  complaint  on  that  ground.  Let  me  not 
he  understood  to  say  that  I  would  place  confi- 
dence in  the  declaration  of  Mr.  Canning,  and  dis- 
believe our  own  Government ;  but  I  merely  wisb 
to  see  the  evidence  which  will  clear  the  subject 
from  all  doubt.  It  is  agreed  by  both  parties,  as 
appears  from  Mr.  Smith's  letter  to  Mr.  Pinknef, 
that  there  had  been  a  conversation  on  the  snbject, 
but  it  is  alleged  that  the  meaning  of  our  Minister 
has  been  misapprehended.  I  wish  to  know  what 
Mr.  Pinkney  did  say,  and  how  Mr.  Canning  came 
so  widely  to'  misunderstand  him  ;  I  am  desirous 
that  it  should  appear  that  the  third  proposiiioo 
did  not  derive  its  origin  from  our  Gk)vemment  or 
from  any  agent  of  it  abroad.  It  would  appear 
extremely  singular  that  a  document  which  con- 
tains the  means  of  putting  down  the  statement 
of  an  adverse  Governo^ent  should  be  in  our  pos- 
session, and  that  gentlemen  should  be  unwilling 
to  let  it  come  forth.  Let  me  tell  the  i^eDtleman 
from  Massachusetts,  who,  I  believe,  sir,  is  qoite 
as  much  attached  to  the  Administration  of  the 
G^overnment  as  I  am.  that  he  does  injustice  bj 
withholding  from  them  the  opportunity  of  jasti- 
fying  themselves.  No  doubt  Mr.  Pinkney  fau 
satisfactorily  explained  the  matter  to  the  Execu- 
tive; and  no  doubt  the  same  explanation  woold 
be  satisfactory  to  us  as  to  his  share  in  the  transac- 
tion. But,  Mr.  G.  said,  standing  here  as  the  ad- 
vocate of  the  honor  and  dignity  of  the  United 
States,  he  wished  nothing  to  be  withheld.  The 
President  would  thank  the  House,  as  he  ought  to 
do,  for  calling  for  information  on  this  one  point 
if  it  were  made  out  clearly  on  the  side  of  the 
Government.  If  not  made  out  in  conseqnenceof 
withholding  information,  gentlemen  would  see  in 
what  situation  they  would  be  placed.  It  was 
well  known  that,  in  this  country,  there  were  a 
grfat  many  skeptical  captious  people  called  Fed- 
eralists— and  wnat  would  they  say  if  the  inform* 
ation  asked  was  refused  ?  Why,  that  the  Admin- 
istration dare  not  communicate  it;  thatthismnst 
be  a  lame  part  of  the  story,  and  therefore  was  not 
published ;  they  would  sav  that  the  Administra- 
tion had  given  to  the  world  so  much  as  was  fa- 
vorable to  themselves,  and  that  what  was  other- 
wise had  been  withheld.  If  such  should  proreto 
be  the  fact,  it  would  not  be  very  honorable  to  the 
Executive.  But,  Mr.  G.  said,  he  had  a  confidence 
in  the  Executive,  as  he  had  said  at  the  late  ses- 
sion of  Congress,  and  he  would  not  surrender  it 
until  he  was  compelled  to  do  so,  and  therefore  he 
wished  for  the  best  evidence  in  his  ftvor. 
.  The  President  of  the  United  Sutes,  in  hts 
Message  to  Congress,  had  in  strong  terms  iaopat* 
ed  to  the  British  Government  a  breach  of  good 
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faith ;  its  Minister,  too,  had  been  refected  on  ae* 
coQDt  of  his  alleged  insolence.  This,  Mr.  G. 
aid,  was  the  rolling  of  clouds  which  preceded  a 
storm,  sod  which  was  not  to  pass  orer  without 
prodaciog  some  concussion.  If  this  nation  was 
10  go  to  war  the  people  must  first  be  satisfied  that 
the  cause  was  just.  With  a  diFided  people  it  was 
in  rain  to  think  of  going  to  war.  He  pledged 
]iims«lf  to  the  House  that  that  description  of  gen* 
tiemen  called  the  minority  would  proceed  to  the 
examioaiion  of  this  subject  with  that  pure  spirit 
of  patriotism,  which,  in  alarming  times,  became 
peculiarly  necessary;  that  no  party  disposition 
would  be  shown  to  embarra5s  the  Government, 
provided  everything,  wheu  examined,  should  ap- 
pear to  be  fair  and  open. 

Mr.  6.  concluded  by  hoping  that,  ks  it  was  im- 
portant in  this  case  to  prove  that  Mr.  Canning 
sad  erred,  the  House,  too,  should  know  what  the 
Executive  knew.  They  had  as  strong  a  right  to 
know.  The  Executive  receired  all  mformation 
on  our  foreign  relations,  not  that  he  alone  was 
peculiarly  entitled  to  it,  but  because  it  was  most 
eoorenient  that  he  should  be  the  organ  of  com- 
mon icati  on  with  our  Ministers  abroad. 

Mr.  Eppes  said,  he  should  not  have  risen  on 
tbe  present  occasion  but  that  it  appeared  to  him 
that  the  course  taken  by  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  was  calculated  to  give  to  this  resolu- 
tion a  very  difierent  aspect  from  that  which  it 
bore  on  the  face  of  it,  asd  was  calculated  to  carry 
to  the  American  people  and  nation  an  impression 
that  tbe  grounds  of  difierenee  now  existing  be- 
tween the  United  States  and  Great  Britain  de- 
pended— on  what  ?  On,  perhaps,  the  least  impor- 
tant point  of  collision  which  existed,  viz:  a 
tender  of  the  British  navy  to  enforce  the  laws  of 
the  United  States,  thereby  insinuating  that  they 
themselves  were  unable  to  enforce  them — an  in- 
sinuation made  repeatedljr  on  this  floor;  and 
which,  when  compared  with  the  circumstances 
disclosed  by  the  documents  laid  before  Congress, 
was  but  as  a  drop  in  the  ocean  to  tbe  immense 
field  of  British  enormities,  duplicity,  and  deceit. 
Look,  said  he,  at  the  letter  of  the  Secretary  of 
State,  in  which  are  stated  the  |[rounds  on  which 
matters  now  rest.  A  new  Minister  comes  here, 
after  the  arrangement  entered  into  and  executed 
on  oar  part  is  disavowed,  and  offers  np  explana- 
tion as  to  the  motives  of  it.  As  to  the  affair*  of 
the  Chesapeake,  what  have  we  there?  The 
Minister  is  charged  with  no  proposition  but  such 
as  has  been  previously  rejected,  with  none  but 
such  as  the  British  Government  knew  would  be 
rejected  with  scorn  in  this  country.  When  Mr. 
Rose  was  sent  here  to  atone  for  the  outrage  On 
tbe  Chesapeake ;  the  first  step  taken  by  him  was 
to  require  the  annulling  a  proclamation  issued  td 
prevent  the  recurrence  oi  similar  events;  and 
what  is  the  proposition  of  Mr.  Jackson  in  relation 
to  it,  after  the  proclamation  has  been  virtually 
repealed  ?  Why,  he  must  have  a  formal  acknow- 
ledgment of  its  repeal.  It  is  a  decisive  proof  that 
there  is  no  sincere  desire  in  the  British  Govern- 
ment for  a  settlement  of  that  point,  because  they 
propose  terms  dishonorable,  terms  which  have 


been  before  rejected.  There  is  another  point  of 
difference  which  should  have  entered  into  the 
view  of  the  gentleiaan  from  New  York.  No 
proposition  whatever  has  been  made  with  respect 
to  the  Orders  in  Council,  and  It  is  declared  that 
the  principle  of  them  tney  will  never  cease  to 
maintain.  Another  point  insisted  on,  previous  to 
any  friendly  arrangement,  is  tbe  express  renun- 
ciation of  the  colonial  trade  not  permitted  in  time 
of  peace,  I  have  said  thus  much  to  remind  the 
gentleman  that  it  is  not  because  Britain  has  ten- 
dered her  aid  to  execute  our  laws  merely  that  we 
have  cause  of  complaint  against  her,  but  because 
she  has  manifested  a  total  want  of  ^ood  faith  in 
refusing  to  fulfil  an  arrangement  lormally  con- 
cluded, and  by  making  propositions  which  she 
must  know  would  be  rejected,  because  they  could 
not  be  honorably  accepted.  As  to  the  resolution 
before  the  House.  Mr.  B.  said,  he  cared  very  little 
about  it.  He  believed  if  tbe  gentleman  would 
take  the  trouble  of  looking  over  the  documents  of 
tbe  last  session,  he  would  find  the  paper  de- 
sired. But,  that  no  gentleman  mifht  have  it  in 
his  power  to  say  that  he  had  not  all  the  informa- 
tion before  him  that  he  could  require,  he  should 
vote  for  the  resolution. 

Mr.'KET  said  that,  whenever  the  Representa- 
tives of  the  nation  were  called  upon  to  act,  upon 
any  inomentous  occasion,  as  the  present  certainly 
was,  it  was  all-important  to  them  and  to  tbepeo- 

Sle  at  large,  to  possess  all  the  information  to  be 
ad  compatible  with  propriety.  It  was  manifest 
that  the  Executive  was  possessed  of  information 
which  might  he  beneficial,  and,  therefore,  ought  to 
be  laid  before  Congress.  He  said  he  alluded  par- 
ticularly to  the  correspondence  of  Mr.  Pinkney 
with  the  Executive  on  this  subject.  He  said  be 
had  seen  nowhere  an  account  of  what  were  tbe 
views  taken  by  that  gentleman  of  the  instructions 
to  Mr.  Erskine.  Mr.  Pinkney,  Mr.  K.  said,  was 
a  man  of  high  character,  of  great  talents,  and  of 
unquestionable  zeal  for  his  country's  good ;  and 
it  was  impossible  that  he  should  have  lost  a  mo- 
ment in  presenting  to  our  Government  the  views 
of  the  Government  of  tbe  nation  to  which  he  is 
our  Minister.  Mr.  Canning  had  said  that  he  had 
communicated  to  Mr.  Pinkney  Mr.  Erskine's  in- 
structions in  extento.  So  important  a  fact  would 
certainly  not  have  been  omitted  to  be  communi- 
cated by  our  Minister.  Mr.  K.  said,  he  wished  to 
see  whether  Mr.  Canning  had  correctly  stated 
what  had  taken  place,  and  in  what  manner  Mr. 
Pinkney  had  conveyed  the  information  to  our 
Government.  He  had  confidence  enough  in  the 
Executive  to  submit  to  his  discretion  to  lay  before 
the  House  such  part  of  this  communication  as  he 
should  think  proper.  But,  satisfied  as  he  was  that 
important  documents  must  be  in  possession  of  the 
Executive,  he  wished,  when  called  upon  to  act 
on  a  great  question,  which  would  involve  the 
dearest  interests  of  the  country,  to  be  possessed  of 
all  the  information  possessed  by  the  Executive  on 
the  subject.  He  therefore  said  he  should  vote  for 
the  resolution. 

Mr.  Rbba,  of  Tennessee,  said  he  should  vote 
against  the  resolution,  because  it  called  for  inform- 
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ation  irrelevaat  to  any  question  before  the  Housei 
aod  because  on  a  subject  the  consideration  of 
which  appeared  to  him  to  have  been  precluded 
by  the  arrangement  entered  into  in  April  last. 
He  said,  he  found  by  the  documents  laid  before 
them,  that  strenuous  efforts  had  been  made  by  Mr. 
Jackson  to  call  up  the  discussion  of  it  afresh,  on 
the  principle  that  the  arrangement  concluded  by 
Mr.  Erskine  was  unauthorized,  and  entered  into 
by  our  Govern ment  with  the  knowledge  of  its 
being  so.  Mr.  R.  said  he  was  against  giving  any 
color  whatever  to  that  opinion.  He  never  was 
opposed  to  calling  for  necessary  information ;  but 
the  reason  he  had  assigned  was  sufficient,  if  there 
were  no  other,  to  induce  him  to  vote  against  the 
motion.  Mr.  Erskine  having  denied  ever  having 
^iven  his  Government  any  reason  to  suppose, 
Irom  any  conversation  he  had  held  with  members 
of  the  Executive,  that  they  would  agree  to  the 
third  proposition,  it  seemed  to  be  thought  neces 
sary  to  throw  the  burden  of  it  on  Mr.  Pinkney. 
The  very  nature  of  the  proposition  itself  ought  to 
induce  gentlemen  to  reject  every  motion  to  in- 
quire into  it.  He  would  spurn  the  idea  of  inquir- 
ing what  Mr.  Piokney[  had  thought  of  it,  because 
it  went  to  a  point  in  itself  wholly  inadmissible; 
as  much  so,  as  if  the  British  Government  hid  pro- 
posed to  Congress  to  prepare  projects  of  laws  for 
them.  It  had  been  stated  by  Mr.  Jackson  that  the 
arrangement  was  disavowed  because  the  instruc- 
tions contained  in  the  note  of  the  23d  of  January 
were  not  cojfnplied  with,  which  instruction  in- 
cluded this  third  proposition.  And,  of  course, 
this  third  proposition  must  be  assented  to  before 
any  negotiation  could  be  brought  to  a  conclusion. 
But,  Mr.  R.  said,  in  his  opinion,  all  this  was  for- 
eign to  the  resolution  from  the  Senate,  which 
merely  respected  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Jackson  to 
this  Government,  and  whether  this  Government 
had  done  right  in  the  manner  in  which  it  had 
treated  him.  He  further  remarked  that  it  was 
evidently  not  Mr.  Pinkney  but  Mr.  Canning  who 
had  mistaken  the  meaning  of  their  mutual  con- 
versations, because  Mr.  P.  could  not  have  had 
any  doubts  on  the  subject  of  such  a  proposal. 
And.  what  had  this  House  to  do  with  Mr.  Can- 
ning's mistakes?  They  were  not  going  to  erect 
an  inquisition  into  the  correctness  or  incorrectness 
of  his  ideas,  and  therefore  needed  no  information 
on  the  subject  of  them. 

On  the  27th  of  May,  Mr.  R.  said,  our  Minister 
had  been  made  acquainted  with  Mr.  Er$kine*s  in- 
structions ;  and  the  arrangement  was  made  on  the 
19tii  April.  So  that  it  had  been  executed  by  the 
United  States  prior  to  the  time  at  which  the  in- 
structions of  Nlr.  Erskine  were  communicated  to 
Mr.  Pinkney.  If  Mr.  Canning  was  at  that  time 
devising  means  of  disavowing  the  arrangement 
which  he  expected  was  entered  into,  what  was 
that  to  the  United  States  ?  That  arrangement, 
he  said,  had  been  a  plain  matter  of  bargain, 
which,  after  having  been  executed  with  ffood 
faith  by  one  party  to  it,  was  refused  to  be  fulfilled 
by  the  other. 

It  had  been  said  that  the  British  Government 
had  a  right  to  get  from  our  Minister  whatever 


they  could,  and  that  therefore  the  third  condition 
in  Mr.  Canning's  despatch  had  been  prescribed. 
Where  was  the  evidence  that  Mr.  Pinkney  had 
ever  proposed  or  assented  to  it  ?  Mr.  R.'s  opin- 
ion of  him  was  such,  he  said,  that  he  could  not 
permit  himself  to  suppose  that  he  woold  assent 
to  such  a  proposition ;  and  it  was  not  treating 
him  with  justice  to  suppose  so.  Mr.  R.  said  it 
was  not  for  him  to  say  whether  or  not  war  would 
.  result  from  the  present  state  of  thinga— ^hc  wished 
not  for  war— >but  this  consideration  had*  no  con- 
nexion with  the  resolution;  against  w^hich  he 
should  vote,  for  the  reasons  some  of  which  he  had 
assigned. 

Nir.  Gold  said  that  he  had  examined  the  docu- 
ments communicated  at  the  last  session,  and  found 
no  such  despatch  as  that  alluded  to  by  the  gen- 
tleman from  Virginia;  and  if  that  gcDtleman, 
whom  he  always  heard  with  pleasure,  would  rec- 
ollect the  state  of  things,  at  the  last  session,  he 
would  hardly  believe  that  the  Executive  would 
have  been  justifiable  in  communicating  any  cor- 
respondence which  might  recall  hostile  senti- 
ments. That  cause  for  forbearance  did  not  now 
exist.  He  wished  information  from  the  fountain 
head,  from  Mr.  Pinkney  himself,  who  had  been  a 
party  in  the  conversatioa  alluded  to;  and  he 
could  perceive  no  reason  why  gentlenaen  should 
oppose  it.  He  thanked  the  gentleman  from  Vir- 
ginia for  not  limiting  the  discussion  to  that  nar- 
row point  to  which  it  was  attempted  to  be  con- 
fined by  the  gentfeman  from  Massachusetts,  (Mr. 
Bacon.)  Gentlemen  would  see  that  tbey  had 
arrived  at  a  point  at  which  the  whole  correspond- 
ence on  this  odious,  offensive  despatch  from  Mr. 
Canning  should  be  communicated. 

Mr.  duiNOT  stated  the  motion  before  the  House, 
in  one  point  of  view,  to  show  its  connexion  with 
the  resolution  from  the  Senate.  We  are  called 
upon,  said  he,  to  state  that  it  was  the  intention  of 
Mr.  Jackson  to  excite  dissensions  among  the  peo- 
ple through  false  and  fallacious  disguises.  In 
making  up  this  argument,  as  I  understand  it  has 
been  argued,  it  is  stated  that  one  of  these  disguis- 
es was,  that  he  had  stated  to  the  people  of  the 
United  States  that  he  had  commenced  an  impor- 
tant negotiation,  when,  in  fact,  he  was  only  au- 
thorized to  propose  certain  eonaitions^  the  accept- 
ance of  one  of  which  would  be  disgraceful  to  this 
codntry.  It  is  almost  impossible  to  enter  into  an 
examination  of  those  disguises  without  taking  up 
that  condition  and  the  circumstances  under  which 
it  was  proposed ;  for.  unquestionably,  it  is  a  ftlse 
disguise  if  a  proposition  be  stated  to  have  been 
originally  proposed  by  our  Minister  in  London, 
which  he  never  even  assented  to.  The  Hoose 
ought  not,  however,  to  refuse  the  production  of 
any  paper  thought  necessary  by  any  member  in 
making  up  his  opinion  on  matters  before  the 
House. 

Mr.  Bacon  said  that  he  now  understood  the 
specific  ground  on  which  the  motion  was  intro- 
duced to  be  abandoned,  and  the  paper  called  for 
was  admitted  not  to  be  necessary  to  the  consider- 
ation of  the  resolution  from  the  Senate.  The 
gentleman  from  New  York  (Mr.  GAjtnniiBR)  had 
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supported  it,  on  the  ground  that  tbe  paper  might 
benecessarf  for  the  justification  of  the  Adminis- 
tratioo.  How?  No  imputation  had  been  altered 
against  the'Brttish  Government  by  the  Executive 
for  making  this  third  proposition;  it  bad  been 
simplf  rejected,asall  admitted,  on  correct  grounds. 
So  far  from  being  made  the  ground  of  any  impu- 
tation against  that  Government,  it  was  expressly 
imputed  to  a  mistake  of  Mr.  Canning,  not  to  a 
wilful  misinterpretation,  but  a  misapprehension 
of  what  had  passed  between  him  and  Mr.  Pink- 
ney.  The  sole  imputation  of  blame  made  on  Mr. 
Caoning,  is  not  that  he  originally  proposed  it, 
because  he  might,  in  so  doing,  have  acted  under 
a  mistake,  but  that  it  was  urged  by  Mr.  Canning 
after  the  refusal  by  this  Government  to  admit  it, 
Neither  could  Mr.  B.  see  how  the  paper  to  be 
called  for  was  necessary  for  the  justification  of 
Mr.  Canning;  for  no  charge  had  been  brought 
a^inst  him  on  account  of  it.  No  supposition  bad 
ever  been  uttered,  in  or  out  of  the  House,  that 
our  Minister  had  ever  been  authorized  to  assent 
to  such  a  proposition ;  and,  if  he  had  docie  so,  the 
affair  concerned  only  him.  Mr.  B.  said  he  could 
not  see  bow  the  Administration  were  concerned 
in  it.  Whether  the  nation  was  to  gd  to  war,  or 
not,  would  not  at  all  depend  on  that  point.  He 
saw  no  reason  to  call  for  the  paper.  It  might  be 
necessary,  as  the  gentleman  from  New  York  (Mr. 
GaAdenier)  supposed,  to  stop  the  cavilings  of 
captions  federalists.  The  gentleman,  said  Mr.  B., 
is  better  acquainted  with  gentlemen  of  that  de« 
scription  than  I  am,  and  therefore,  no  doubt,  has 
characterized  them  correctly.  It  is  not  fbr  me  to 
say  whether  he  has  mistaken  the  character  of  his 
friends.  But,  on  that  account,  I  see  no  reason  to 
Toie  for  the  motion. 
Mr.  Eet  said,  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee 

SMr.  Rhea)  had  seemed  to  suppose,  because  Mr. 
'anning's  letter  of  tiie  27th  or  May  was  suhse- 
qoentto  the  arrangement,  that  the  communication 
of  the  instructions  to  Mr.  Pinkney  could  have  no 
bearing  on  the  questions  to  be  discussed.  Mr.  K. 
said,  that  he  did  not  understand  this  to  have  been 
the  6rst  communication  of  the  instructions,  for 
Mr.  Canning  writes  to  Mr.  Pinkney  on  the  27th 
May :  "  Having  had  the  honor  to  read  to  you  in 
exteruo  the  instructions."  dbc.  Mr.  K.  said,  it  was 
because  the  time  when  he  first  read  them  was  not 
Slated,  that  he  wished  to  see  Mr.  Pinkney's  letter 
on  the  subject.  That  gentleman,  if  he  correctly 
recollected  the  nature  of  the  communications 
from  him,  usually  detailed  the  periods  of  time 
and  substance  of  conversations  in  a  clear  and 
luminous  manner.  Not  to  travel  over  ground  oc- 
cupied by  other  gentlemen,  Mr.  K.  said,  he  justi- 
fied the  call  on  the  ground  that  the  time  at  which 
the  instructions  given  to  Mr.  Erskine  were  first 
read  to  Mr.  P.  v(ras  uncertain. 

Mr.  Garden lER  saidj  he  had  just  heard  from  a 
gentleman  from  Virginia,  (Mr.  Kppes,)  very  much 
to  his  surprise,  that  the  proposition  of  this  third 
condition  was  a  matter  of  very  trifling  imoort- 
ance.  Perhaps,  Mr.  G.  said,  he  was  fated  to  diifer 
with  gentlemen  on  points  which  concerned  the 
kooot  of  the  country.    He  thought  it  extremely 


important  that  it  should  be  ascertained  how  this 
prviposition  came  to  be  made  by  the  British  Gov- 
ernment; if  without  any  previous  indioatioa  on 
the  part  of  the  United  States  of  a  disposition  to 
submit  to  it.  He  should,  if  such  were  the  case, 
call  it  little  short  of  an  insulting  proposition,  as 
the  making  it  necessarily  implied  a  belief  of  the 
want  of  power  in  this  Government  to  carry  inta 
execution  its  own  views— an  imputation  to  which 
he  could  never  submit.  But,  said  Mr.  G.,  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  in  his  Message  to 
Congress,  has  thought  fit,  possessing  no  doubt  a 
view  of  the  whole  ground,  (to  which  I  do  not 
pretend  but  shall  strive  to  attain,)  in  the  face  of 
the  world  to  charge  the  British  Government  with 
perfidy  in  refusing  to  ratify  an  agreement  entered 
into  by  his  Minister  baring  competent  power  to 
make  it — a  charge  which,  if  not  repelled,  will 
disgrace  the  British  Government  for  ever — for, 
what  worse  imputation  can  you  attach  to  a  Gk>v« 
ernmetit  than  the  deliberate  violation  of  a  com-* 
pact  entered  into?  None.  It  is  therefore  im« 
portant,  after  issuing  a  State  paper  of  a  higher 
tone  thkn  anything  since  the  Revolution,  to  that 
union  which  it  ought  to  be  the  dutjr  of  Gk>vern^ 
ment  to  establish  among  the  people,  if  any  serious 
consequences  are  to  result,  to  show  that  we  are  in 
the  right.  The  British  Government  alleges,  as  I 
understand,  that  its  Minister  here  did  not  follow 
his  instructions,  but  absolutely  violated  them,  in- 
asmuch as,  among  other  things,  he  did  not  get  the 
assent  of  the  American  Government  to  stipula* 
tioDs  which  were  to  leave  the  British  Govern- 
ment ar  liberty  to  capture  our  vessels  engaged  ii^ 
a  certain  trade.  Now,  inasmuch  as  he  was  in^ 
stTucted  to  make  this  a  part  of  his  arrangement^ 
and  flailed  to  do  so,  therefore,  say  the  British  Gov- 
ernment, we  are  not  bonnd  by  it.  On  the  part  of 
this  Gbrernment  it  ap[>ears  to  hare  been  contend- 
ed th^t  a  Minister  Resident  was  possessed  of  suf- 
ficient powers  to  conclude  such  an  arrangement. ' 
That  question,  Mr.  G.  said,  he  would  not  enter 
into  new.  But.  if  it  were  true  that  the  proposal 
that  British  arnied  vessels  should  capture  Ameri- 
can vessels  engaged  in  a  trade  prohibited  by 
American  laws,  so  repugnant  to  every  idea  of 

Sropriety,  did  in  fact  come,  as  Mr.  Canning  says, 
rsl  from  America ;  and  if,  after  it  was  made  a 
condition  by  the  British  Government,  the  Got- 
em  ment  of  the  United  States  refused  to  accede 
to  it,  after  having  so  first  proposed  it,  there  was  a 
want  of  good  faith  on  the  part  of  this  Government. 
If  that  fact  should  be  ascertained,  the  British 
GoTernment  would  be  justified  in  refusing  to 
sanction  the  arrangement.  Mr.  G.  wished  to  be 
understood  not  as  saying  that  such  was  the  case, 
but  merely  stating  the  question  on  both  sides.  On 
this  account,  however,  he  considered  it  extremely 
important  to  ascertain  how  this  proposition  first 
received  existence.  He  wished  to  know  what  Mr.. 
Pinkney  did  say,  and  how  Mr.  Canning  came  to 
misunderstand  him,  if,  in  fact,  he  had  misunder- 
stood him.  And,  for  this  purpose,  he  wanted 
such  papers  as  might  be  embraced  by  the  motion 
before  the  House. 
The  question  was  now  taken  on  Mr.  Gold's 
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motion,  by  yeas  and  Days,  and  carried— yeas  85, 
nays 36  as  follows: 

TxAB— Lemuel  J.  Alston,  Willis  Alston,  jr.,  Bur- 
well  Bassett,  William  W.  Bibb,  Daniel  Blaisdell, 
James  Breckenrid^e,  John  Campbell,  John  C.  Cham- 
berlain, William  Chamberlin,  £pa]^ro^tus  Champion, 
Martin  Chittenden,  Matthew  Clay,  Howell  Cobb,  James 
Cochran,  Henry  Crist,  Samuel  W.  Dana,  John  Daven- 

?ort,  junior,  John  Dawson,  William  Ely,  James  Emott, 
ohn  W.  Eppes,  Barent  Gardenier,  Gideon  Gardner, 
Thomas  Gholson,  jr.,  Charles  Goldsborough,  Peterson 
Goodwyn,  Thomas  R.  Gold,  Edwin  Gray,  William 
Hale,  Nathaniel  A.  Haven,  Daniel  Heister,  Benjamin 
Howard,  Jonathan  H.  Hubbard,  Richard  Jackson,  Jun., 
William  Kennedy,  Philip  B.  Key,  Joseph  Jewis,  jun., 
Edward  St  Loe  Livermore,  Robert  Le  Roy  LiTingston, 
John  Love,  Nathaniel  Macon,  Vincent  Matthews,  Ar- 
chibald McBryde,  Pleasant  M.  Miller,  William  MUnor, 
John  Montgomery,  Thomas  Moore,  Jonathan  O.  Mose- 
ly>  Roger  Nelson,  Joseph  Pearson,  Timothy  Pitkin,  jr., 
Peter  B.  Porter,  Elisha  R.  Potter,  Josiak  Quincy, 
John  Rea  of  Pennsylvania,  Erastus  Root,  John  Ross, 
Thomas  Sammons,  Adam  Seybert,  Samuel  Shaw, 
Daniel  Sheffey,  Dennis  Smelt,  John  Smith,  Samuel 
Smith,  Henry  Southard,  Richard  Stanford,  John  Stan- 
ley, William  Stedman,  James  Stephenson,  Lewis  B. 
Sturges,  Jacob  Swoope,  Samuel  Taggart,  Benjamin 
Tallmadge,  John  Taylor,  John  Thompson,  Uri  Tracy, 
George  M.  Troup,  Charles  Turner,  junior,  Jabez  Up- 
ham,  Archibald  Van  Horn,  Killian  K;  Van  Rensse- 
laer, Laban  Wheaton,  Ezekiel  Whitman,  and  James 
Wilson. 

Nats — William  Anderson,  E:^kier  Bacon,  David 
Bard,  Adam  Boyd,  John  Brown,  Robert  Brown,  Wil- 
liam Butler,  Joseph  Calhoun,  John  Clopton,  James 
Cox,  William  Crawford,  Richard  Cutts,  Joseph  Desha, 
William  Findley,  Jonathan  Fisk,  Meshack  Franklin, 
Banillai  Gannett,  William  Helms,  Jacob  Hufky,  Rich- 
ard M.  Johnson,  Thomas  Kenan,  Aaron  Lyle,  Samuel 
McKee,  Nicholas  R.  Moore,  Jeremiah  Morrow,  Thomas 
Newbold,  John  Porter,  John  Rhea  of  Tennessee,  Mat- 
thias Richards,  John  Roane,  Ebenezer  Sage,  John  8mi- 
lie,  George  Smith,  Robert  Weakley,  Robert  White- 
hiU,  and  Robert  Witherspoon. 

Mr.  Gk)LD  and  Mr.  Key  were  appointed  a  com- 
mittee to  present  the  said  resolution  to  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States. 

REPEALING  DRAWBACKS,  Ac 

Mr.  Van  Horn  called  for  the  consideration  of 
the  resolutions  laid  on  the  table  by  him  a  few 
days  ago  relative  to  repealing  drawbacks,  dbc, 
wiih  a  view  of  haviog  them  referred  to  a  com- 
mittee. 

'  After  some  conversation  between  Messrs.  Dana, 
€luiNCY,  Macon,  and  Van  Horn,  as  to  the  proper 
committee  to  which  they  should  be  referred,  Mr. 
Yam  Horn  agreed  that  they  should  go  to  the 
Committee  of  Commerce  and  Manufactures. 

Mr.  Rhea  objected  to  the  reference  of  a  part  of 
these  resolutions,  on  the  ground  of  the  total  inex- 
pediency of  the  propositions  contained  in  them, 
ind  assigned  his  reasons  for  that  opinion  at  some 
length.  He  said  that  the  subject  of  them  prop- 
erly belonged  to  the  treaty-making  power,  and 
the  lep;islating  on  them  at  all  would  take  a  pow- 
erful instrument  out  of  its  hands.  They  went  to 
surrender  those  rights  for  which   the  United 


States  had  long  been  striving ;  and,  if  passed  into 
laws,  when  they  should  be  again  contended  for, 
our  Minister  would  be  told,  here  is  a  law  of  your 
own  Congress  formally  surrendering  that  for 
which  you  contend. 

Mr.  Van  Horn  said  in  reply  that  it  was  well 
known  to  all  that  we  never  should,  during  theex- 
istence  of  a  war  in  Europe,  be  able  to  obtaio  an 
equitable  treaty  from  either  of  the  belligereot 
Powers.  As  to  the  surrender  spoken  of,  it  wu 
not  a  surrender  at  all,  but  a  refusal  to  exercise 
certain  privileges  because  injurious  to  us.  If 
our  merchants,  instead  of  employing  their  vessels 
in  the  carrying  trade,  the  source  of  almost  all  oat 
difficulties,  were  compelled  to  employ  them  io 
the  carriage  of  our  domestic  produce,  it  migiit 
be  beneficial  to  the  country.  How  happened  ii, 
be  asked,  that  our  merchanis  were  growing  ricb 
and  our  planters  poor  ? — For  such  was  the  fact. 
The  system  of  commerce  producing  such  conse- 
quences must  be  erroneous,  and  therefore  he  had 
proposed  to  inquire  into  the  propriety  of  a  chanee. 

Mr.  Rhea,  of  Tennessee,  rebutted  the  idea 
held  out  by  Mr.  Van  Horn  that  bis  resolmioos 
would  afford  a  remedy  to  the  depressed  state  of 
the  planters.  Instead  of  enriching  them,  his  res- 
olutions, by  doing  away  all  foreign  competition 
in  the  market  for  their  produce,  would  make 
them  still  poorer. 

A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Rhea  to  postpone 
the  consideration  of  the  subject  until  to-morrow.— 
Negatived. 

Mr.  Macon  observed  that  a  reference  of  the 
resolutions  bv  no  means  committed  any  gentI^ 
man  to  vote  for  them. 

Mr.  Rhea,  of  Tennessee,  then  required  a  sep- 
arate question  to  be  taken  on  each  resolution. 

And  the  question  being  so  taken,  three  of  the 
resolutions  were  referred  and  two  rejected. 

Those  referred  relate  to  a  prohibition  of  th^ 
exportation  of  domestic  produce  in  any  other 
vessels  than  those  owned  and  wholly  navigated 
by  citizens  of  the  United  States ;  to  laying  an 
additional  discriminating  duty  in  favor  of  ves- 
sels of  that  description,  and  to  modifying  or  re- 
pealing the  laws  allowing  drawback. 

Those  rejected  relate  to  prohibiting  exporta- 
tion from  our  ports  of  foreign  goods  in  American 
vessels;  and  to  prohibiting  American  vessels 
from  carrying  articles  of  foreign  growth  from 
one  foreign  port  to  another. 


Thursoay,  December  14. 

Mr.  SouTHARO,  from  the  Committee  of  Rerisai 
and  Unfinished  Business,  made  a  report,  in  part, 
on  such  matters  of  business  as  were  depending 
and  undetermined  upon  at  the  close  of  last  session 
of  Congress ;  which  was  read,  and  laid  on  the 
table. 

Mr.  Johnson,  from  the  Committee  of  Claims, 
presented  a  bill  for  the  relief  of  William  and  Elias 
Rector;  which  was  read  twice  and  committed  to 
a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  Monday  next. 

Mr.  Nelson,  from  the  committee  appointed  on 
the  eighth  insUnt,  presented  a  bill  for  the  relief  of 
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the  infirm,  disabled,  and  BUperanouated  officers 
ind  soldiers  of  the  Jate  and  of  the  present  Army 
of  the  United  States;  which  was  twice  read  and 
committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  to-mor- 


row. 

Mr.  McEiM,  after  a  few  observations,  in  which 
he  declared  the  ohject  of  his  motion  to  be  to  coun- 
tervail the  restrictions  imposed  by  foreign  nations 
CD  oar  commerce,  laid  upon  the  table  the  follow- 
ing resolutions: 

1.  Resohedf  That  the  Committee  of  Commerce  and 
Manafactures  be  instructed  to  inquire  into  the  ezpe- 
dieocy  of  prohibiting,  by  law,  the  importation^  in  foreign 
•hips  or  voMels,  of  all  goods,  wares,  and  merchandise, 
not  of  the  growth,  produce,  or  manu&cture,  of  the 
ooantiy  to  which  the  ship  belongs,  excepting  in  the 
ships  of  such  coantries.as,  by  permanent  regulation, 
pennit  our  skips  and  TesseliH  as  freely  and  beneficially 
u  (heir  own,  to  import  into  their  ports  and  territories 
the  produce  and  manufactures  of  foreign  countries. 

2.  Saolvedy  That  the  Committee  of  Commerce  and 
Mano&ctures  be  instructed  to  inquire  into  the  expedi- 
ency of  laying  an  additional  import  duty  on  distilled 
fpirits  imported  in  foreign  ships  or  Tessels,  from  ports 
or  countries  in  which  American  Tessels  are  not  permit- 
ted, by  permanent  regulation,  to  a  fair  participation  in 
fodi  trade ;  and  that  the  committee  have  leave  to  re- 
port on  these  resolutions  by  bill,  or  otherwise. 

The  resolutions  were  read,  and  ordered  to  lie 
on  the  table. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  on  the  bill  to  revive  an  act,  entitled 
'^Ad  act  for  the  relief  of  the  refugees  from  the 
British  Provinces  of  Canada  and  Nova  Scotia, 
and  for  other  purposes."  An  amendment  was 
agreed  to  by  the  House  and  the  bill  ordered  to  be 
engrossed,  and  read  the  third  time  to-morrow. 

YAZOO  LAND  CLAIMS. 

Mr.  Bacon  presented  a  memorial  of  the  Direc- 
tors of  the  New  England  Land  Company,  citi- 
zens of  the  State  of  Massachosetts,  praying  that 
measures  may  be  speedily  adopted  by  Congress 
for  the  examination  and  final  adiostment  of  their 
claims  to  a  portion  of  the  lands  lying  within  the 
Mississippi  Territory,  and  ceded  by  the  State  of 
Georgia  to  the  United  States,  on  the  twenty-fourth 
cf  April,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  two. 

The  said  petition  was  read :  When,  a  motion 
was  made  by  Mr.  Bacon,  to  refer  the  same  to  the 
Committee  of  Claims. 

Mr.  Troup  moved  to  reject  the  petition.  He 
said  that  the  virtue  of  the  House  had  induced  it 
to  reject  a  petition  of  the  same  tenor  heretofore, 
and  under  circumstances,  too,  which  would  have 
rendered  an  attention  to  it  more  excusable  than 
at  present — and  why  7  Because  the  nation  was 
at  peace  and  had  a  full  Treasury.  And  what, 
said  he,  is  our  situation  at  present  7  The  coun- 
try is  on  the  eve  of  a  war,  and  has  an  exhausted 
Treasury.  And  what  is  the  amount  of  the  claim 
made  upon  you  ?  I  know  not  what  is  expected  of 
yoQ  at  this  time ;  but  four  years  ago  ten  millions 
of  dollars  was  the  estimated -amount  of  it.  And 
ire  you  prepared  to  grant  to  these  men  a  donation 
(for  it  can  be  considered  in  no  other  light)  of 
^Tea  three  millions  of  dollars?    If  you  bave 


three  millions  of  surplus  money  in  the  Treasury, 
throw  it  into  the  ocean,  give  it  to  the  beggar  who 
besieges  the  door  of  this  Capitol,  to  the  old  Rev- 
olutionary soldiers  who  daily  ask  for  bread — or 
put  it  in  your  own  pockets  as  a  reward  for  your 
public  services ;  but  in  the  name  of  justice  do 
not  think  of  putting  your  hand  into  the  Treas- 
ury to  pay  the  hire  and  wages  of  corruption.  As 
much  as  I  hate  in  my  heart  this  corruption,  and 
as  much  as  I  have  viewed  with  horror  its  tri- 
umph over  the  virtue  of  my  countryr,  I  have 
heretofore  been  content  to  see  this  petition  lie  on 
the  table.  But  now  the  case  is  altered ;  the  time 
is  proper,  and  I  hope  that  the  virtue  and  under- 
standing of  the  House  will  induce  it  to  agree  to 
its  immediate  rejection. 

Mr.  Bacon  said  he  was  not  prepared,  nor  was 
it  his  wish,  to  reply  to  the  eloquent  declamation 
and  pointed  denunciation  pronounced  by  the  gen- 
tleman from  Georgia.  He  would  only  say  that 
the  petition  was  preferred  by  a  respectable  por- 
tion of  citizens,  and  ought  to  be  referred.  It  em- 
braced the  claim  of  not  only  a  respectable  but  of 
a  numerous  portion  of  the  people  of  the  State 
which  he  represented,  although  he  had  not  him- 
self a  constituent  who  was  interested  to  the 
amount  of  a  cent  in  the  claim.  It  was  a  subject 
of  as  great  magnitude  as  any  ever  presented  to 
the  House,  and  in  his  opinion  extremely  interest- 
ing to  the  internal  policy  and  iiiterests  of  this 
country.  It  was  a  claim  sanctioned  by  high  au- 
thority— by  persons  of  the  most  respectable  stand- 
ing in  the  Government.  Should  a  claim  of  this 
amount,  which  had  more  than  once  attracted  the 
notice  of  the  Legislature  of  Massachusetts,  not 
be  referred  ?  In  this  House  there  were  not  less 
than  forty  or  fiftv  members  to  whom  the  subject 
was  new.  and  wno  ought  to  be  made  acquainted 
with  it  before  they  decided  on  it.  Were  they 
sufficiently  versed  in  it  to  enable  them  to  deter- 
mine at  once  that  this  claim  was  so  unjust  that 
they  would  immediately  shut  the  door  on  it  ?  It 
appeared  to  him  that  the  House  could  not  be  pre- 
pared to  adopt  the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia,  whose  sensibilities  were  so  highly  ex- 
cited. 

The  Speaker  decided  that  the  motion  to  refer 
a  petitibn  had  precedence  of  the  motion  to  reject 
it,  because  it  had  been  first  made. 

Mr.  Dana  observed  that  from  what  he  bad 
heard  of  the  petition,  it  related  to  the  same  sub- 
ject as  a  report  made  to  Congress  by  certain 
Commissioners  appointed  to  investigate  it,  viz : 
James  Madison,  Albert  Gallatin,  and  Levi  Lin- 
coln, the  then  Secretary  of  State,  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury,  and  the  Attorney  General. 
These  persons  had  so  far  respected  the  right  of 
the  claimants,  and  the  interest  of  the  united 
States  as  connected  with  it,  as  to  recommend  a 
compromise.  If  the  gentleman  (\pm  Georgia 
had  spoken  of  things  of  his  own  knowledge,  and 
not  things  which  depended  upon  proof  of  which' 
different  opinions  might  be  formed  by  different 
persons,  Mr.  D.  said  he  should  place  implicit  con- 
fidence in  his  opinion.  But  when  doubts  did  ex- 
I  ist  in  relation  to  the  justice  of  the  claim,  when  a 
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respectable  board  of  Commissiooers  had  reported 
in  its  favor,  were  the  House  read^  to  say  that 
this  petition  should  be  driven  from  them  as  infa- 
TDOus?  Were  they  at  liberty  thus  to  refuse  it  a 
reference,  or  reject  it  upon  the  denunciation  of 
the  delegation  of  any  Stale,  however  respectable 
the  Slate  or  its  delegation  1  Mr.  D.  said  he  did 
not  feel  disposed  to  do  so,  and  bad  rather  that  the 
petition  should  take  the  usual  course. 

Mr.  Stanford  said  that  the  report  of  the  Com- 
missioners alluded  to  by  the  gentleman  last  up, 
had  declared  that  in  justice  no  claim  could  be  set 
up  by  the  petitioners;  but  it  recommended  a 
compromise  on  the  ground  of  policy.  He  hoped 
the  House  would  not  agree  to  refer  this  petition, 
when  they  had  peremptorily  rejected  a  bill  from 
the  Senate,  heretofore,  goinff  to  carry  into  effect 
their  prater.  He  called  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on 
the  question  of  reference. 

Mr.  Troup  said  he  was  aware  how  improper 
it  was  on  the  question  of  reference  to  enter  into 
a  consideration  of  the  merits  of  the  claim.  Birt 
one  word  he  must  be  permitted  to  say  as  to  the 
respectable  characters  who  had  recommended  an 
adjustment.  How,  in  what  way,  had  they  rec- 
ommended it?  In  the  same  breath  in  which 
they  had  stated  that  it  would  be  advisable  to 
compromise  the  claim,  they  had  said  that  the 
Yazoo  claimants  had  not  a  shadow  of  title,  but 
had  advised  Congress  to  get  rid  of  them  as  a  for- 
midable faction.  In  the  same  report  in  which 
the  Commissioners  had  advised  Congress  to  pay 
them  and  send  them  off,  they  bad  also  declared 
that  four  fifths  of  the  Legislature  whose  act  was 
the  foundation  of  this  claim,  were  bribed  and 
corrupted. 

Mr.  Poiif  DEXTER  said  that  the  petitioners  prayed 
for  a  compromise  of  their  claim,  not  for  money, 
but  for  a  portion  of  the  land  to  which  they  de- 
clare themselves  to  be  entitled.  He  could,  there* 
fore,  see  no  propriety  in  the  petition  being  re* 
ferred  to  the  CommiUee  of  Claims;  it  should 
rather  be  referred  to  the  Committee  of  Pliblic 
Lands.  If  referred  to  that  coounittee  they  would 
examine  in  what  situation  the  claim  was  placed 
by  the  articles  of  agreement  and  cession  between 
the  United  States  and  Georgia.  According  to 
these  articles,  after  one  vear  from  the  ratification 
of  them  no  act  could  be  passed  by  Congress  to 
cede  any  part  or  portion  of  the  land  to  any  indi- 
viduals or  companies  whatever;  and  if  such  ces- 
sion should  be  made,  by  the  same  articles  the 
land  80  ceded  would  revert  to  the  State  of  Oeor* 
gis.  If  the  House  then  were  to  cede  land  to  the 
petitioners  as  prayed,  it  would  immediately  be- 
come the  property  of  the  State  of  Georgia ;  the 
cession  would  confer  no  title,  because  it  would  he 
in  contravention  of  the  very  agreement  on  which 
they  had  proceeded  to  legislate.  He  submitted 
to  the  Hot^e  the  propriety  of  referrinj^  a  subject 
on  which  the  House  could  not  act  without  im- 
pairiD|f  a  solemn  compact.  It  would  be  impossi- 
ble, without  nullifying  the  articles  of  a^rreement, 
to  give  them  any  portion  of  the  land  thus  ceded 
by  Georgia.  Either  the  articles  of  cession  must 
be  repealed,  or  the  prayer  of  the  memorialists 


must  be  rejected.  He  was  not  inclined  to  aj 
much  about  the  corruption  practised  in  obiaiaiog 
the  act  of  Georgia  of  17d5  for  a  cession  of  forty 
miliioDs  of  acres^  hut  be  was  generally  indisposed 
to  do  anything  in  favor  of  the  petitioners,  becsose 
he  believed  the  grant  had  originated  in  fraud, 
and  the  fraud  had  adhered  to  it  through  all  iis 
various  ramifications. 

Mr.  Bacok  remarked  that  it  was  true  that  the 
articles  of  cession  provided  that  after  the  term  of 
one  year  no  caHion  of  any  part  of  the  land 
should  be  naade  hy  the  Uniud  Sutas.  In  1803, 
however,  wkhin  a  year  after  that  time,  ao  act 
had  been  passed  regulating  ^nts  of  land  sooik 
of  the  State  of  Tennessee,  m  whidi  so  machcf 
five  millions  of  acres  as  may  be  necessary  to  sat- 
isfy claims  against  the  land  is  reserved  for  that 
purpose.  This  section  of  the  law  obviously  had 
in  view  the  claims  of  the  petitioners.  He  pr^ 
sumed  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi  Terriiorjr 
had  not  adverted  to  it.  With  respect  to  the 
mode  of  reference.  Mr.  B.  said  it  was  true  that 
the  peiitioners  asserted  a  claim  to  land,  but  tbef 
expressed  a  desire  for  a  compromise  in  anyway. 
It  was  not  for  land  that  they  specifically  asked. 
but  for  such  compensation  as  Congress  should 
think  fit  to  give  them.  He  should  be  ^lad  to  see 
to  what  conclusion  any  committee,  siiiiogcooiiy 
down  in  their  chamber  to  investigate  it,  would 
come  on  this  subject.  Instead  of  fervid  elo- 
quence and  glowing  declamation,  he  should  like 
to  see  a  cool  and  deliberate  investigation  of  the 
claim. 
.  Mr.  LivERMORE  said  it  was  true,  as  had  been 
observed^  that  this  was  a  large  claim,  but  its  mag- 
nitude did  not  render  It  the  less  just.  If  the  facts 
stated  in  the  petition  could  be  substantiated,  be 
appealed  to  every  gentleman  who  had  erer  en- 
tertained an  idea  of  justice  whether  the  peiitioo- 
ers  were  not  entitled  to  redress.  If  they  could 
not  be  proved,  the  effect  of  it  would  be  very  dif- 
ferent ;  and,  therefore,  to  ascertain  the  correct- 
ness of  the  statement,  an  inquiry  ought  to  be 
made.  As  to  the  assertion  that  fravd  attacbed 
to  the  claim  through  all  its  ramifications,  Mr.  L. 
said  that  he  was  acquainted  with  some  of  the 
petitioners,  and  knew^  that  there  were  no  meo  oa 
the  face  of  the  globe  who  would  more  despise 
the  idea  of  fraud  than  those  petitionera — thegea- 
tleman  himself  could  not  be  less  disposed  to  6ao^ 
tion  it  than  they  would.  These  persoos  bad 
purchased  the  land,  for  -which  they  had  paid 
their  money,  and  been  ruined  by  it — roea  wbo 
had  been  rich  were  now  beggared  by  iu  It 
would  bedenying  Jttstiee  to  refuse  a  reference 
of  the  petition.  If  gentlemen  believed  facts  to 
be  against  the  petitioners,  could  they  not  trust 
themselves  to  an  examination  of  them  ?  Tbe 
first  question  would  be,  are  they  entitled  to  claim 
any  thing  1  If  ao,  would  the  House  do  them  jus- 
tice or  not  ?  It  was  tbe  greatest  injustice  to 
stop  a  claim,  alleged  to  be  just,  at  the  very  thresh- 
old of  the  House. 

Mr.  Troup  asked,  if,  aa  had  been  stated,  he  bad 
treated  this  subject  in  a  declamatory  style,  io 
what  mode  could  it  be  treated  ?    He  pat  it  to  (be 
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geDileman'i  liberalicy — he  put  it  to  the  Honse 
and  to  the  world — if  it  was  not  more  becoming 
to  resist  with  Tebemenee  the  in  trod  net  ion  of  cor- 
ruption, than  to  support  it  with  his  deliberate 
understaoding?  What,  sir,  said  Mr.  T.,  would 
Tou  say  to  a  murderer  who  should  rush  into  this 
Hall  with  his  koife  yet  reeking  with  the  blood  of 
a  fellow  man  ?  Would  you  stop  to  reason  with 
him  on  the  turpitude  of  the  act  ?  I  have  no  ob* 
jeciion  to  reason  upon  it,  if  the  House  think 
proper  to  send  it  to  a  committee;  and  if  they  do, 
if  1  do  not  prove  it,  as  called  by  the  gentleman 
from  Mississippi,  one  tissue  of  corruption  in  all 
iu  ramifications,  1  hope  the  House  will  never 
agaiQ  give  me  credenc*.  I  will  prove  not  only 
that  the  Legislature  who  made  the  grant  were 
corrupted,  but  that  these  people  who  pretend  ig- 
Doraoce  were  parties  to  it— porlteapes  erinUnu — 
aod  ought  to  be  treated  as  the  original  actors  in 
it.  Mr.  T.  then  made  some  observations  with  a 
Tiew  to  show  that  a  question  of  rejection  ought 
to  take  the  place  of  a  question  of  reference,  be- 
cause if  the  House  refused  to  refer  it  to  one  com- 
mittee, it  would  be  moved  to  refer  it  to  another, 
aod  there  would  be  no  end  of  the  business. 

Mr.  Sheffby  wished  to  know  if  the  motiod 
for  reference  could  not  be  divided,  so  as  to  take  a 
question  first  generally  on  its  reference,  and  after- 
wards decide  to  what  committee  it  should  go? 

The  Spbakbr  Conceived  not. 

Mr.  Pitkin  remarked  that  he  never  knew  a 
petition  to  be  rejected  on  its  first  reading.  A 
motion  might  be  made  tantamount  to  a  rejection, 
but  the  rejection  of  a  petition^  unless  its  language 
was  indecorous,  was  unprecedented.  The  right 
of  petition  was  one  secured  to  the  people  of  the 
United  States  by  the  Constitution ;  and  so  long 
as  petitions  were  couched  in  decorous  languaae, 
he  contended  that  it  was  not  in  the  power  of  the 
House  to  reject  them.  The  Parliamentary  prac- 
tice he  understood  to  be  to  examine,  in  doubtful 
cases,  whether  the  language  of  a  petition  was 
decorous,  and  even  to  appoint  a  committee  for 
that  purpose.  If  found  to  be  consistent  with  de- 
corum, a  motion  could  not  be  made  to  reject  a 
petition  on  its  i>resentation.  He  thought  it  in- 
correct at  this  time  to  go  into  the  merits  of  the 
petition,  which  he  wished  to  take  the  usual  course 
of  reference  to  a  committee,  whose  report  would 
prepare  the  subject  for  discussion. 

Mr.  Ross  said,  being  totally  unacquainted  with 
the  subject  but  through  the  medium  of  newspa- 
pers, from  what  had  been  said  on  both  sides  on 
the  present  occasion,  he  thought  it  important 
that  the  petition  should  be  referred.  If  it  were 
true,  as  alleged  bv  those  opposed  to  the  reference, 
that  gross  and  palpable  fraud  had  been  committed 
in  relation  to  the  claim  set  up  by  the  petitioners, 
lie  asked  whether  it  was  not  all  important  to  the 
interests  of  the  United  States  that  it  should  now 
be  decided  on,  when  there  were  so  many  living 
vitoesses  of  the  fact?  Was  it  not  important 
that  a  report  should  now  be  made,  spreading  to 

the  public  view  the  gross  and  palpable  fraud 

which  attached  to  this  whole  transaction  7    If, 

on  the  contrary,  the  tnasaetion  had  been  fair 


and  bona  Jide,  and  the  persons  implicated  had 
been  injured,  it  was  but  fair,  and  right,  and  reas- 
onable that  justice  should  be  dealt  to  them.  For 
himself  he  was  not  disposed  to  stifle  a  petition  in 
the  first  outset,  by  rejecting  it,  when  the  terms  of 
it  were  decorous  to  the  House.  He  could  know 
nothing  further  on  this  subject  than  had  been 
suggested  by  different  members  of  the  House.  It 
could  not  be  expected  that  gentlemen  who  were 
new  members  of  the  House  could  consent  to  re- 
fuse  to  give  to  this  petition  the  usual  course. 

Mr.  Bibb  said  he  should  not  have  said  any- 
thing on  this  question,  because  he  cared  very  lit- 
tle whether  the  petition  was  referred  or  not,  for 
he  was  very  sensible  that  there  was  a  large  ma- 
jority of  the  House  asainsi  complying  with  the 
prayer  contained  in  it,l>ut  for  the  remark  of  the 
gentleman  last  up,  woo  seemed  not  wel)  to  have 
understood  the  nistory  of  this  business.  It  bad 
been  before  Congress  almost  every  session  for 
five  or  six  years,  and  one  session  a  bill  had  been 
received  from  the  Senate  in  favor  of  the  claim- 
ants; the  subject  was  then  investigated  maturely 
and,  after  a  full  discussion,  the  bill  had  been  re« 
jecied  on  its  first  reading. 
'  Mr.  Maoon  said  that  a  few  years  ago  it  had 
been  attempted  to  establish  the  practice  of  refu- 
sing to  refer  all  petitions  once  decided  against 
except  new  testimony  had  been  produced  rdUtive 
to  them.  This  appeared  to  be  reasonable ;  for  if 
the  House  were  called  upon  to  decide  on  petitions 
year  after  year  on  the  same  testimony,  there 
would  be  no  end  of  them.  He  quoted  the  jour- 
nals to  show  that  this  had  been  the  case  in  some 
instances.  Mr.  M.  said  if  all  the  time  of  the 
House  that  had  been  occupied  on  this  subject 
were  put  together,  it  would  make  one  of  the 
longest  sessions  that  had  ever  taken  place  under 
the  Qovernmentw  It  is  a  standing  dish.  The 
petitioners  will  not  believe  you  when  you  say 
no  to  them.  1  believe  I  am  the  last  man  in  the 
House  who  would  throw  the  smallest  shade  of 
doubt  on  the  right  of  petition.  But,  sir,  after 
petition  and  petition,  after  you  have  said  no  and 
no  and  no  again,  is  there  to  be  no  eod  to  it  ?  I  do 
not  understand  the  argument  used  on  this  ques- 
tion, that  the  petitioners  are  respectable  and  nu- 
merous. Every  man  petitioning  here  has  the 
same  right  to  have  his  petition  attended  to;  no 
matter  what  be  his  standing  in  life,  if  right  be  on 
his  side,  it  ought  to  be  done  to  him.  If  the  Pre s- 
idetit  were  to  come  here  with  a  petition,  he  would 
have  no  more  claim  to  attention  than  if  he  was  a 
beggar  at  our  door.  Their  rights  are  perfectly 
equal.  Sir,  if  there  be  merit  in  the  claim,  there 
is  no  occasion  to  tell  us  of  the  merits  of  the  peti- 
tioners; if  there  be  not,  their  merit  will  not  avail 
it.  I  did  not  attend  to  the  reading  of  this  peti- 
tion, air,  but  I  should  not  be  astonished  if  it  had 
told  you  that  the  Senate  had  once  passed  a  bill 
on  the  subject.  I  have  been  long  enough  in  this 
body  to  see  the  possibility  of  getting  any  claim 
through  the  National  Legi^tlature  by  a  step  at  a 
time;  for  at  last  every  attention  heretofore  given 
to  it  passes  as  a  good  argument  in  its  favor.  I 
believe,  with  the  gentleman  from  Qeorgtai  that 
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there  is  scarcely  a  man  in  the  nation  who  does 
not  know  that  the  transactioD  originated  in  fraod. 
I  recollect  a  f^eotleman  from  Vermont  told  us 
here  that  the  fraad  was  as  well  known  in  Ver- 
mont as  in  Georgia.  Why,  sir,  the  newspapers 
rung  with  it.  Upon  the  very  spot  where  the 
scene  took  place,  what  was  done?  Almost  every 
man  in  the  Legislature  who  was  concerned  in  it 
waft  hurled  from  his  seat,  and  what  was  called 
the  rescinding  Legislature  followed.  That  can- 
not be  good  which  originated  in  fraud,  in  sin,  in 
iniquity — in  the  most  flagrant  political  iniquity 
ever  known.  Nothing  we  can  do  can  make  it 
riehteous.  Grentlemen  may  talk  as  they  please 
of  declamation,  but  the  most  eloquent  speech  I 
ever  heard  in  my  life  was  on  this  subject  from  a 
gentleman  from  Virginia,  (Mr.  Randolph,)  which 
then  put  an  end  to  all  opposition  on  the  subject. 
I  could  almost  wish  to  postpone  this  question  to 
hear  the  gentleman  again  speak  on  it — I  believe  it 
was  the  most  eloquent  speech  ever  made  within 
the  walls  of  this  House.  Mr.  M.  raid  the  testi- 
mony on  this  subject  had  been  printed  over  and 
over  again.  He  recollected  it  had  been  stated 
that,  on  examination  of  the  Clerk's  library,  the 
whole  of  the  testimony  on  this  subject  had  beeD 
torn  out  of  the  volume  of  printed  documents  of 
the  year  in  which  it  had  been  laid  before  the 
House.  Sir,  to  keep  this  petition  out  of  these 
walls,  I  would  be  willing  to  vote  to  give  the 
State  of  Georgia  a  sum  equal  to  what  we  have 
eiven  for  the  land,  to  take  it  back.  We  made  a 
bad  bargain  with  her;  I  thought  so  then,  and  I 
think  so  still. 

At  one  time^  sir,  we  are  told  that  these  people 
can  sue  for  this  land  and  recover  it.  Let  them 
do  so.  I  for  one  will  make  no  compromise  with 
them.  Can  any  man  believe  they  would  be  wil- 
ling to  take  the  fragments  which  are  not  yet 
taken  up  of  five  millions  of  acres,  if  they  had  a 
ieffal  and  just  claim  to  the  whole  ?  It  does  not 
tell.  If  I  believed  that  I  had  a  just  claim  to  the 
whole  Indiana  Territory,  and  that  I  coold  recover 
it,  do  you  believe,  sir,  that  I  would  take  the  frag- 
ments of  five  millions  of  acres  of  which  the  best 
has  been  picked  out?  No,  sir;  I  would  have  all 
or  none.  This  claim  has  never  come  up  at  any 
time  at  which  the  merits  of  it  have  not  been  dis- 
cussed. If  no  vote  had  ever  been  taken  on  it, 
I  would  vote  to-day  to  refer  it.  There  ouffht 
to  be  a  time  to  begin  and  a  time  <o  end,  and  this 
bill  has  had  both ;  and,  sir^  it  is  a  little  remarka- 
ble that  at  the  time  a  motion  was  made  to  reject 
it  some  years  ago,  we  were  discussing  the  state 
of  our  foreign  relations.  Such  is  now  our  situ- 
ation, and  up  comes  this  claim  again.  If  it  had 
never  been  referred,  I  would  now  vote  for  it; 
but  it  has  already  been  once  decided,  and  I  would 
not  refer  it  again.  It  is  due  as  well  to  the  peti- 
tioners as  to  ourselves  to  settle  this  question,  to 
refuse  to  pay  attention  to  their  petition. 

Mr.  Dana  said  he  felt  the  impropriety  of  going 
into  the  discussion  of  the  merits  or  the  claim  on 
a  motion  to  refer  it;  but  he  rose  simply  to  state 
to  the  House  what  was  contained  in  the  report  of 
the  Commissionen  on  the  subject  already  allu- 


ded 4o.  [Mr.  D.  read  a  part  of  the  report]  b 
doing  this  he  did  not  enter  into  the  merits  of  the 
claim,  but  was  merely  desirony  to  show  that  there 
were  persons  high  in  public  confidence  who  re- 
ally had  thought  it  so  worthy  of  consideratioo 
that  they  had  recommended  a  compromise;  and 
it  would  not  be  easily  admitted  that  this  wis  w 
notorious  a  fraud  on  the  part  of  the  applicants 
that  they  should  be  branded  with  iniamy,  and  jet 
that  these  gentlemen  should  have  been  willing  to 
make  a  compromise  with  this  iniquity.  He  did 
not  feel  himself  at  liberty  to  suppose  thst  aoy 
public  officer  would  propose  a  compromise  of  a 
claim  80  utterly  improper  that  this  House  ooght 
not  even  to  listen  to  it, 

Mr.  Pitkin  observed  on  Mr.  Macon's  i4ea  of 
refusing  to  refer  petitions  once  acted  on  by  tbe 
House,  that  he  did  not  apprehend  that  the  peti- 
tion before  the  House  was  one  with  which  ibis 
course  ought  to  be  taken.  It  would  be  unoeees- 
sary  to  say  that  a  report  had  once  been  made  in 
favor  of  it,  and  althoogh  not  assented  to  by  the 
House,  there  had  very  often  been  nearly  an  equal 
division  on  the  subject.  Instances  would  be 
found  on  the  Journals  where  petitions  had  been 
decided  against,  and  yet  which  had  been  repeat- 
edly referred.  He  hoped  the  usual  mode  of  pro- 
'ceeding  would  be  adopted  in  relation  to  this  peti- 
tion. He  did  not  believe,  whatever  fraud  mi^bt 
have  attached  to  the  original  purchasers,  thai  it 
could  attach  to  those  who  purchased  subsequent- 
ly. The  gentleman  from  Georgia  had  said  that 
he  could  prove  the  contrary.  Let  the  qoesiion 
then  be  examined,  and  if  the  gentleman  had  aof 
proof  let  it  be  produced.  Mr.  P.  said  that  for  his 
part  he  had  never  seen  anv  such  testimony.  He 
had  been  acquainted  in  substance  with  the  trans- 
action at  the  time  the  Georgia  land  was  sold,  and 
he  had  never  heard  that  the  petitioners  were  con- 
nected with  the  fraud.  If  so,  let  it  be  proved  be- 
fore a  comrnittee,  and  let  the  fact  be  reported  to 
the  House.  '  It  was  certainly  a  qoestion  of  great 
moment  as  it  respected  the  United  Sutes,  and 
ought  to  be  examined. 

Mr.  LivBRMORB  thought  that  the  honorable 
gentleman  from  Georgia  had  furnished  a  strong 
argument  in  favor  of  a  reference  of  the  petition. 
If  he  had  understood  him  correctly,  the  gentle- 
man had  undertaken  to  say  that  he  could  prove 
that  these  petitioners  were  participes  criminit  in 
this  fraud  practised  concerning  the  State  oi  Geor- 
gia. •If  that  were  the  case^  and  the  gentleman 
was  prepared  to  make  good  the  assertion,  it  was 
surely  a  reason  why  the  petitioners  should  hare 
a  fair  hearing.  He  said  that  a  charge  of  serioos 
import  had  been  exhibited  to  the  world,  that  a 
number  of  gentlemen  petitioners,  asking  lor  jus- 
tice, had  b^n  so  guilty  of  fraudulent  pracuces 
that  their  petition  should  not  even  be  referred. 
He  submitted  it  to  the  House,  whether  it  would 
not  be  cruel  to  let  this  go  without  inquiry.  The 
committee  to  whom  it  should  be  refened  would 
report  facts ;  for,  Mr.  L.  said,  he  had  great  doubt, 
to  say  no  more  of  it,  whether  there  were  good 

f rounds  for  this  assertion;  he  said  this  from' a 
nowledge  of  the  cbancters  who  petitioned.  He 
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did  Dol  contend,  as  seemed  to  be  supposed  by  a 
geDtlemao  from  North  Carolina,  (Mr.  Macopt,) 
that  one  man  had  a  better  ri^ht  to  have  his  peti- 
tion beard  than  another,  because  all  citizens  bad 
equal  rights.    The  respectability^  of  character  of 
the  petitioners  had  not  been  mentioned  as  a  rea*- 
soD  why  their  prayer  should  prevail,  but  to  rebut 
the  assertion  that  they  were  profligate  characters, 
guilty  of  such  fraudulent  transactions  as  to  jus- 
:ify  GoDg[ress  in  refusing  them  a  hearing.    He 
ihoald  wish  them  only  to  be  ti^ated  as  other  pe^ 
:itioners,  to  hear  everytUng  for  or  against  their 
;laitn.  It  was  no  argument,  he  said,  aeainst  their 
;laim,  that  we  were  on  the  eve  ora  war ;  he 
loped  that  calamity  was  far  from  us ;  and  if  it 
vera  not,  it  could  be  no  argument  against  a  just 
:taim.    He  hoped  it  would  be  connected  with  no 
)oliiical  question,  but  stand  on  its  own  merits, 
^hat  argfument  either  was  it  against  their  claim 
0  five  millions,  or  to  a  less  number  of  acres  of 
and,  that  they  were  entitled  to  a  much  greater 
portion  ?    They  nkust  take  what  they  could  get, 
rhen  it  was  not  in  their  power  to  get  the  whole 
0  which  they  were  entitled.    Upon  the  whole, 
lecould  not  conceive  why  an  investigation  should 
e  denied. 

Mr.  Upbam  said  a  few  words,  not  distinctly 
leard  by  the  reporter,  in  favor  of  a  reference, 
le  urged  as  a  reason  why  it  merited  that  atten- 
ioo,  that  it  had  heretofore  received  the  sanction 
f  Commissioners  appointed  to  inquire  into  it,  of 
oe  branch  of  the  National  Legislature,  and  of  a 
ommittee  of  the  House. 

Mf.Gardenier  moved  to  adjourn. — Negatived. 
Lyes  18. 

Mr.  Stanford  quoted  a  Message  of  George 
V^ASBmoTON  to  Congress,  soon  after  the  passage 
r  the  acts  of  the  Legislature  of  Georgia  making 
lis  grant,  in  which  he  communicated  these  acts 
)  Congress,  and  recommended  them  to  their  at- 
!ntion.  If  alarm  had  been  excited  in  the  mind 
r  Washington  by  the  passage  of  these  acts,  so 
ir  as  to  induce  him  to  communicate  them  to 
•ongress  within  fifteen  or  twenty  days  after  their 
assage,it  was  conclusive  evidence  that  the  sus- 
icious  nature  of  their  transaction  could  not  have 
een  unknown  to  the  petitioners  at  the  time  they 
iirchased  the  claim. 

The  question  of  reference  was  now  taken^  and 
ecided — yeas  60,  nays  56,  as  follows: 

TiAB — William  Anderson,  Exekiel  Baoon,  Daniel 
laiidell,  Adam  Boyd,  Jas.  Breckenridge,  John  Camp- 
(H,  J.  C.  Chamberlain,  Wm.  Chamberlin,  Epaph- 
ditus  Champion,  Martin  Chittenden,  Richard  Cutts, 
imuel  W.  Dana,  John  Davenport,  jr.,  William  Ely, 
10.  Emott,  Wm.  Findley.  Jonathan  Fisk,  Bazzillai  6an- 
i%  Gideon  Gardner,  Charles  Goldsborough,  Thos.  R. 
old,  Wm.  Hale,  Nathaniel  A.  Haven,  Daniel  Heister, 
William  Helms,  Benjamin  Howard,  Jonathan  H. 
ubbard,  Richard  Jackson,  junior,  Joseph  Lewis,  jr., 
dward  St  Loe  Livermore,  Robert  Le  Roy  Livingstony 
incent  Matthews,  Samuel  McKee,  Pleasant  M.  Mil- 
^  William  Milnor,  Jeremiah  Morrow,  Jonathan  O. 
osely,  Thomas  Newbold,  Timothy  Pitkin,  junior, 
eter  B.  Porter,  EHsha  R.  Potter,  Josiah  Quincy, 
raitiia   Root,  John    Bom,  Daniel  Shefiey,   Henry 
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Southard,  William  Stedman,  James  Stephenson,  Lew- 
ie B.  Sturges,  Jacob  Swoope,  Bcnjamm  Tallmadge, 
John  Thompson,  Uri  Tracy,  Charles  Turner,  junior, 
Jabez  Upham,  Killian  K.  Van  Rensselaer,  Robert 
Weakley,  Labon  Wheaton,  Ezekiel  Whitman,  and 
James  Wilson. 

Nats — Lemuel  J.  Alston,  Willis  Alston,  jr.,  David 
Bard,  Burwell  Bassett,  Wm.  W.  Bibb,  John  Brown, 
Robert  Brown,  William  Butler,  Joseph  Calhoun,  Mat- 
thew Clay,  Hsfwell  Cobb,  James  Cochran,  James  Cox, 
William  Crawford,  Henry  Crist,  John  Dawson,  Joseph 
Desha,  John  W.  Eppes,  Meshack  Franklin,  Barent 
€rardenier,  Thomas  Gholson,  jr.,  Peterson  Goodwyn^ 
Edwin  Gray,  Jacob  Hufty,  Thomas  Kenan,  William 
Kennedy,  Aaron  Lyle,  Nathaniel  Macon,  Robert  Mar* 
ion,  Archibald  McBryde,   Alexander    McKim,  John 
Montgomery,    Nicholas  R.   Moore,   Thomas   Moore, 
Roger   Nelson,  Thomas    Newton,  John  Nicholson^ 
Joseph  Pearson,  John  Rea  of  Pennsylvania,  Matthiaa 
Richards,  John  Roane,  Ebenezer  Sage,  Tbomaa  Sam* 
mons,  Ebenezer  Soaver,  Dennis  Smelt,  John  Smilie^ 
George  Smith,  Johd  Smith,  Samuel  Smith,  Richard 
Stanford,  John    Stanley,  John   Taylor,    George  M. 
Troup,  Archibald  Van  Hojn,  Robert  Whitehill,  and 
Robert  Witherspoon. 


Friday,  December  15. 

*  • 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Southard, 

JReeolvedf  That  a  committee  be  appointed  to 
inquire  into  the  propriety  of  passing  a  law  to  pre- 
scribe the  mode  of  taking  evidence  in  cases  of 
contested  elections  for  members  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  of  the  United  States,  and  to  com- 
pel the  attiendance  of  witnesses;  and  that  the 
committee  have  leave  to  report  by  bill  or  other- 
wise. 

Mr.  Southard,  Mr.  Clay,  Mr.  Findley,  Mr. 
Key,  and  Mr,  Sturges,  were  appointed  a  com* 
mittee,  pursuant  to  the  said  resolution. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Montgomery, 

Ordered,  That  the  letter  and  report  of  the 
Commissioners  under  the  act  for  the  relief  of  the 
refugees  from  Canada  and  Nova  Scotia,  presented 
on  the  thirteenth  of  February,  one  thousand  eight 
hundred  and  five,  be  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  the  PuUic  Lands. 

An  engrossed  bill  to  revive  an  act,  entitled  ^^Aa 
act  for  the  relief  of  th^  refugees  from  the  British 
provinces  of  Canada  and  Nova  Scotia^  and  for 
other  purposes,"  wfts  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed. 

Mr.  GoLDSBOROUGH  presented  a  petition  of 
Levin  Jones,  of  the  City  of  Baltimore,  owner  9,nd 
master  of  the  schooner  Wolf,  stating  that,  in 
October  last,  at  Charleston,  South  Carolina,  he 
took  on  board  the  said  schooner  several  French 
families  and  their  slaves,  who  had  fled  from  the 
island  of  Cuba,  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  them 
to  Norfolk,  and  that  upon  his  arrival  at  thai  place, 
his  vessel  was  seized  for  a  violation  of  the  act 
prohibiting  the  importation  of  slaves,  which  re- 
quired a  manifest  to  be  made  at  Charleston  of 
the  said  slaves,  of  the  existence  of  which  act,  the 
petitioner  states,  he  was  ignorant,  and  praying 
that  his  said  vessel  may  be  released,  and  that  he 
may  be  exonerated  from  all  penalties  incurred  by 
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the  yiolatioD  of  the  law  aforesaid. — Referred  to 
the  Committee  of  Commerce  and  MaDufaetures. 

YAZOO  CLAIM. 

Mr.  Troup  moved  a  resolution  for  printing,  for 
the  use  of  the  members  of  the  House,  in  conse- 1 
quence  of  what  took  place  yesterday,  the  usual 
number  of  copies  of  tne  act  of  Georgia,  passed 
in  1796,  commonly  called  the  rescindinj;  act;  of 
the  constitution  of  Georgia  of  1789;  of  the  con- 
stitution of  the  same  State  of  1798;  of  the  report 
of  the  commissioners  appointed  in  pursuance  of 
an  act  for  the  amicable  settlement  ol  limits  with* 
in  the  State  of  Georgia,  dbc,  made  on  the  29th 


Gholson,  advocated  a  reference  to  a  select  com- 
mittee, for  the  purpose  of  preparing  a  reponof 
the  facts  on  the  case,  and  reportioit  their  upiflioa 
thereon ;  and  Messrs.  Shsffey,  Nelson,  Ross, 
Garoenibb,  and  Key,  supported  the  propoMiioa 
to  .send  the  papers  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
in  the  first  instance,  and  thus  to  bring  them  more 
imnr^ediately  before  the  House. 

[The  arguments  in  favor  of  a  reference  totbe 
Committee  of  Public  Lands,  or  to  a  select  com- 
mittee, were  generally,  that  it  was  improper,  on 
the  ground  oi  the  equal  rights  of  all  petiiiooen, 
to  give  to  Jhe  claim  of  Edward  LiviogstoDadi- 

"  "        to  other  claimi 


in  ine  oiaje  ui  ««orgia,  «:c^  ™««  ^^  «»«  ^^^»  jeciion  different  from  that  given  too 
of  November,  1804;  and  of  the  articles  of  settle.  ^^^  ,^„j  „^^  j^^jj  ^  thelJnited  S 
meat  and  agreement  between  the  United  Slates    p^^jtions  of  persons  appealinff  from  l 


and  Georgia,  of  April,  1802.  He  said  he  had  in* 
oloded  in  the  motion  the  constitution  of  Georgia 
of  1789,  because  it  would  show  that  the  Legisia- 
tare  of  1795  had  no  right  to  make  the  ^rant ;  and 
the  Constitution  of  1798,  because  in  it  the  con- 
yentioo  had,  in  the  most  solemn  manner,  ratified 
the  rescinding  act. 

Mr.  T.  made  some  observations  as  to  his  mo- 
tives for  making  this  motion,  in  too  low  a  tone 
of  voice  to  be  distinctly  understood  by  the  re- 
porter. 

Mr.  Bacon  said  he  was  not  opposed  to  this 
motion,  but  in  favor  of  it;  but  there  were,  prob- 
ably, some  other  papers  which  it  might  be  proper 
to  connect  with  these.  He  asked  the  favor  of  the 
gentleman  to  let  it  lie  on  the  table,  until  he  could 
ascertain  what  papers  to  add  to  them. 

Mr.  Troup  consenting,  the  motion  was  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  table. 

BATTURE  AT  NEW  ORLEANS. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Shepfet,  the  House  took  up 
for  consideration  the  resolutions  on  the  subject 
of  the  batture,  laid  on  the  table  by  him  a  few 
days  ago. 

Mr.  S.  laid  on  tbe  table  several  certificates  and 
other  papers  relating  to  this  subject. 

Mr.  W.  Alston  moved  to  refer  the  resolutions 
of  the  Committee  of  Public  Lands,  to  whom  had 
already  been  referred  a  memorial  of  the  Corpo- 
ration of  New  Orleans  on  the  same  subject,  and 
a  resolution  for  vesting  in  them  the  right  of  the 
United  States  to  the  batture. 

This  resolution  was  nesnitived— 52  to  49. 

The  resolutions  of  Mr.  Shsffey  were  then  or« 
dered  to  lie  on  the  table,  on  motion  of  Mr.  Nbl* 
SON,  with  a  view  to  make  way  for  the  following 
motion : 

Mr.  Nelson  moved  to  discharge  the  Commit* 
tee  of  Public  Lands  from  the  further  considera- 
tion of  the  papers  on  this  subject  referred  to  them, 
with  an  intention  to  refer  them,  together  with 
Mr.  Shbffbt's  resolutions,  to  a  Committee  of  ihe 
Whole  House. 

This  motion  finally  prevailed,  57  to  51 ;  but, 
from  the  lateness  of  the  hour,  (4  o'clock,)  no  ques- 
tion was  taken  on  the  reference  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole. 

On  these  several  questions,  a  diffuse  debate  of 
more  than  three  hours  arose;  in  which  Messrs. 


lates;  tbat 
petitions  of  persons  appealing  from  tbe  decisis 
of  the  Commissioners  appointed  by  tbe  Uoiied 
States  to  try  titles  to  land,  bad  always  ukeoihat 
course;  that,  yesterday,  the  petition  of  the  Yazoo 
claimants,  involving  a  claim  of  at  least  «qoil 
magnitude  with  that  now  under  coDsiderau&c. 
had  been  referred  to  a  select  committee  to  inqoitt 
into  it,  and  no  other  reference  had  ever  beeo  t%id 
of  it;  that  the  claimant  could  have  noihioff  tc 
fear  from  the  report  of  a  select  committee,  ss,o& 
that  report,  there  would  be  ample  scope  for  dis- 
cussion ;  that  the  circumstance  thai  almost  erery 
one  who  spoke  on  the  subject  differed  as  lo  facu 
from  the  gentleman  who  preceded  him,  waseri- 
dence  of  the  propriety  of  having  a  report  of  faets 
made  which  could  be  depended  on  ;  that,al(boii|ii 
the  House  were  not  asked  by  the  petiiioner  loir? 
his  title,  but  merely  to  designate  a  proper  uibaDil 
to  do  it,  yet  they  were  a^ked,  in  the  roeaowbik 
to  reinstate  him  in  possession  of  the  laod  froa 
which  he  had  been  ousted,  and  that  they  coul: 
not  consistently  do  this  until  they  werecoorioec^ 
by  facts  that  tbe  petitioner  had  a  color  of  title- 
and  was  not  an  unwarranted  intruder  oa  the  pub- 
lic land. 

On  the  other  hand,  it  was  contended,  ia  faTc; 
of  a  reference  to  a  Committee  of  tbe  Whole,  tbit 
thiH  was  not  a  case  which  could  be  identified  viib 
ordinary  claims  for  public  lands,  which  weregea- 
erally  referred  to  a  committee  of  that  name,  for 
it  was  a  ease  in  which  it  had  become  a  qaestioa 
whether  the  laocfs  claimed  were  oublic  laodsor 
not ;  that  the  propriety  of  passing  Mr.  Sbeffsy  a 
resolutions  depended  materially  on  the  coostroc- 
tion  of  a  statute  and  on  a  Constitutiopal  qo^ 
tion,  on  which  topics  it  was  not  peculiarly  ibe 
province  of  the  Committee  of  Public  Lands  lo 
decide;  that  this  was  not  a  case  in  which  tbe 
House  were  asked  to  decide  on  a  elaim,  bat  (o 
appoint  a  tribunal  for  the  purpose  of  decidio^it- 
and  it  was  therefore  unnecessary  for  theni  to  have 
a  report  of  a  committee  minutely  stating  fic^ 
and  investigating  the  legality  of  the  title;  that  it 
was  sufficient  to  induce  the  House  to  e5Ubii» 
some  tribunal  to  try  the  title,  to  know  tbat  ta< 
petitioner  had  once  been  in  possession  of  the  pro^ 
erty  claimed,  and  therefore  had  a  color  of  wt\ 
and  that  the  propriety  of  reinstating  him  io  Y^ 
session  of  the  land  could  nowhere  with  more  pr^ 
priety  be  first  discussed  than  in  Coomit(e«oftft« 


Alston,  Smilib,  Poydras,  Macon,  Eppes,  and  |  Whole,  which  course  alao^  would  afford  a  pros* 
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pect  of  coming  to  ed  earlier  decision  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  baitare. 

lo  addition  to  the«e  obserfations,  ^ntlemen  on 
both  sides  entered  somewhat  into  a  discussion  of 
ihe  relatiye  merits  of  the  titles  of  the  United 
Slates  and  of  Edward  Livingston,  and  an  exam- 
ination of  the  questions  of  Uw  and  fact  involved 
in  it.] 

lo  the  course  of  the  debate,  Mr.  Key  said  as  he 
could  see  no  possible  benefit  from  referring  this 
lubject  to  a  seleot[committee,  be  should,  therefore, 
oppose  the  present  motion.  We  do  not  wantj 
said  he,  a  committee  to  instruct  us  in  what  is 
proper  to  be  done^  nor  do  we  need  their  assistance 
io  the  investigation  of  facts.  All  the  facts  that 
exist  in  the  case  have  been  collected,  stated,  and 
laid  before  us  in  a  large  octavo  volume,  bjr  the 
late  President,  together  with  the  opinions  of  emi- 
nent lawyers  and  civilians.  We  have  statements 
by  one  party,  and  pamphlets'  by  the  other,  and 
the  great  fear  is,  lest  we  become  confused  by  the 
mass  of  matter  and  number  of  documents. 

The  case  is  simply  this :  that  the  petitioner,  Mr. 
Livingston,  became  interested  in  certain  property 
ID  the  neighborhood  of  New  Orleans,  well  known 
by  the  name  of  "  the  batture."  The  citv  of  New 
Orleans. claimed  it,  a  suit  was  instituted,  and  the 
title  determined  by  the  highest  tribunal  in  favor 
of  Mr.  Livingston,  and  subsequent  to  this  judicial 
decision  he  was  turned  out  of  possession  by  the 
Executive  of  the  United  States  as  an  intruder  and 
trespasser  on  public  property.  I  have  no  inten- 
tion to  censure  the  motives  of  the  late  President 
is  adoptiojg  so  hasty  and  harsh  a  measure,  and 
I  am  incliaed  to  believe,  without  intention  6{ 
wrong,  he  was  advised  to  this  measure  under  the 
construction  of  a  statute  of  the  United  States 
which  all  must  admit  does  not  nor  never  was  in- 
tended to  apply  to  possession  obtained  under  the 
decision  of  United  States  courts. 

That  Mr.  Livingston  has  been  turned  out  by 
Executive  authority  we  all  know;  we  also  know, 
Mr.  Speaker,  that  redress  cannot  be  had  against 
tbe  United  States,  who  have  done  the  injury. 
There  is  t  shield  of  inviolability  thrown  around 
them  which  prevents  redress  for  the  most  oppres- 
sive to  juried.  In  two  words,  sir,  the  United  States 
are  non-ntabie. 

Applications  for  relief  can  only  be  made  to 
this  body,  and  in  the  administering  of  it  an  im- 
portant question  arises,  viz :  Shall  we  investigate 
the  subject  and  decide  it  ourselves,  or  shall  we. 
in  the  language  of  the  report,  appoint  a  tribunal 
to  decide  it,  and  restore  Mr.  Livingston,  in  the 
meantime,  to  his  possession  ?  I  am  for  the  latter 
coarse.  I  am  for  appointing  a  tribunal  to  examr 
ine  and  decide  this  difficult  and  interesting  point, 
for  I  am  decidedly  of  opinion  that  this  body  is 
not  capable  of  forming  and  coming  to  a  correct 
decision  upon  so  abstruse  and  intricate  a  question. 

Mr.  Speaker,  a  body  composed  of  more  than 
one  hundred  members  i?,  in  its  nature  and  con- 
itructiooj  little  adapted  to  decide  law  points,  and 
righu  or  property.  If  the  collected  wisdom  of 
the  House  was  much  greater  than  we  even  flatter 
ourselves  it  possesses,  it  would  not  be  equal  to  the 


decision  of  the  cas^.  I  am,  therefore,  against  the 
House  passing  any  opinion  on  the  merits  of  the 
case.  I  am  against  referring  the  subject  back  to 
a  committee. 

One  simple  point  presents  itself  to  the  House. 
It  is  this:  Will  the  House  authorize  this  resolu- 
tion to  appoint  a  tribunal  to  hear  and  decide  the 
case,  or  grant  an  appeal  (which  does  not  now 
exist)  to  the  Superior  Court?  The  petitioner 
will  be  sati:$fied  with  this.  Justice  and  honor 
demand  it ;  and  let  us  not  feel  power  and  forget 
right.  In  a  republican  government,  the  protec- 
tion and  safety  of  each  individual  constitutes  the 
mass  of  public  happiness^  and,  as  sticha  Govern- 
ment exists  in  the  affections  or  the  people,  those 
virtues  should  be  exercised  and  cherished  which 
tend  most  to  produce  these  afifections.  And  I  ask, 
Mr.  Speaker,  what  principle  is  more  sacred  than 
justice  7  What  more  imperious  and  obligatory? 
Let  us  not,  then,  be  judged  in  our  cause.  Let  us 
not  oppose  an  individual  because  we  have  the 
power  to  do  it ;  and.  above  all  things,  Mr.  Speak- 
er, let  us  Use  no  delay.  In  effect,  sir,  delay  of 
justice  is  a  denial  of  it.  Tbe  individual  is  sacri- 
ficed while  the  Government  deliberates.  Let  us 
never  forget,  sir,  that  justice,  to  be  well  adminis- 
tered, must  be  speedily  administered.  I  am  there* 
fure  against  the  delay  of  referring  this  subject  to 
a  committee.  I  am  against  beinsf  judges  in  our 
own  cause  ;  but  i  am  decidedly  for  authori'* 
zing  the  tribunal  to  examine  in  whom  the  right 
to  the  batture  exists-^whether  in-  Mr.  Livingston, 
to  whom  the  court  has  adjudged  it,  or  in  the 
United  States,  who,  in  the  face  of  that  judgment, 
have  taken  possession  of  it. 

There  is  an  application  from  New  Orleans  to 
the  United  States  to  have  that  property  ceded  to 
them.  I  hope  this  will  have  no  influence  in  tffis 
House.  The  city  of  New  Orleans  has  claimed 
the  batture  as  their  own  property,  but  the  court 
having  decided  against  them,  in  favor  of  Mr. 
Livingston,  they  now  say  it  belongs  to  the  United 
States,  and  pray  a  gift  of  it.  If  the  property  is 
half  as  valuable  as  it  is  represented,  I  am  for 
keeping  it,  if  it  belongs  to  us.  I  am  not  for  pur- 
chasing their  good  will  by  givinjr  them  this  prop- 
erty, even  if  it  is  ours.  But,  if  it  is  not  ours^  it 
would  be  criminal  to  give  it.  Charity  is  of  divioa 
command,  but  the  charity  recommended  by  Scrip* 
tore  is  giving  what  is  our  own.  If  chanty  cod- 
shtted  in  giving  away  other  people's  property,  few 
of  us  would  want  that  grrace.  Before,  then.  We 
can  grant  the  request  of  New  Orleans,  we  must 
ascertain  whether  the  batture  belongs  to  us  or 
not.  I  cannot  consent  to  give  Mr.  Livingstoa's 
property  to  propitiate  them,  if  it  be  his,  nor  to 
give  it  if  it  be  ours,  until  the  right  is  settled  and 
the  value  ascertained.  I  hope,  Mr.  Speaker,  we 
will  proceed  to  act  in  this  case  without  further 
delay. 

MR.  JACKSON'S  CIRCULAR.         ^ 

The  following  Message  was  received  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States  : 

To  the  Houie  of  IUpre$entativei  of  the  United  Siaiee,- 

According  to  the  request  of  the  ilouse  of  Reproaent- 

ativoi^  expresaed  in  tiiur  retolation  of  the  1 1th  instant*. 
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I  now  lay  before  them  a  printed  "  copy  of  a  paper  pur- 
porting to  be  a  circular  letter  from  Mr.  Jackson  to  the 
British  Consuls  in  the  United  States/'  as  received  in 
a  gazette  at  the  Department  of  State ;  and  also  a  printed 
paper,  received  in  a  letter  from  our  Minister  in  London, 
purporting  to  be  a  copy  of  a  despatch  from  Mr.  Can- 
ning to  Mr.  Erskine,  of  the  23d  of  January  last. 

JAMES  MADISON. 
DxcxxBXR  12,  1809. 

[The  first  paper  enclosed  was  the  ^^  lodepend- 
ent  American/'  of  November  21,  containing  a 
copy  of  the  *'  Circular."  The  second  was  a  piece 
cut  out  of  a  London  newspaper.] 

The  circular  is  as  foUows: 

Washikotoit,  November  13,  1809. 
(Circu/(ar.) 

8im:  I  have  to  inform  you,  with  much  regret,  that 
the  facts  which  it  has  been  my  duty  to  state  in  my 
official  correspondence  with  Mr.  Smith,  have  been 
deemed  by  the  President  of  the  United  States  to 
•fiord  a  sufficient  motive  for  breaking  ofi'an  important 
negotiation,  and  for  putting  an  end  to.  all  communica- 
tion whatever  with  me  as  the  Minister  charged  with 
that  negotiation,  so  interesting  to  both  nations,  and  on 
one  most  material  point  of  which  an  answer  has  not 
«Ten  been  returned  to  an  official  and  written  overture. 
One  of  the  facts  alluded  to  has  been  admitted  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  himself,  in  his  letter  to  me  of  the 
19th  October,  viz :  that  the  three'  conditions  forming 
the  substance  of  Mr.  Erskine's  original  instructions 
ware  submitted  to  him  by  that  gentleman ;  the  other, 
▼ia:  that  that  instruction  is  the  only  one  in  which  the 
conditions  were  prescribed  to  Mr.  Erskine  for  the  con- 
clusion of  an  arrangement  on  the  matter  to  which  it 
related,  is  known  to  me  by  the  instructions  which  I 
have  myself  received.  In  stating  these  facts,  and  in 
adhering  to  them,  as  my  duty  imperiously  enjoined 
me  to  do,  in  order  to  repel  the  frequent  charges  of 
ill  faith  which  have  been  made  against  His  Majesty's 
Government,  I  could  not  imagine  that  ofience  would 
be  taken  at  it  by  the  American  Grovemment,  as  most 
certainly  none  could  be  intended  on  my  part;  and  this 
▼iew  of  the  subject  has  been  made  known  to  Mr. 
Smith.  But,  as  I  am  informed  by  him,  that  no  further 
eommunioation  will  be  received  from  mo,  I  conceive 
that  I  have  no  alternative  left,  which  is  consistent  with 
the  King's  dignity,  but  to  withdraw  altogether  from 
this  city,  and  to  wait  elsewhere  the  arrival  of  His 
Mijesty  s  commands  upon  the  unlooked-for  turn  which 
has  thus  been  given  to  his  afiairs  in  this  country.  I 
mean  in  the  interval  to  make  New  York  the  place  of 
my  residgnce,  where  you  will  henceforward  please  to 
direct  your  communications  to  me,  as  I  shall  be  aoonn- 
panied  by  every  member  of  His  Majesty's  mission. 

I  am,  6cc.  F.  J.  JACKSON. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Quinoy,  these  papers  were 
ordered  to  be  printed— for  the  motion  59.  against 
it  40. 


MoNDATj  December  18. 

Another  member,  to  wit:  from  New  York, 
Hbbman  Knickerbacker,  appeared,  and  took  bis 
Beat  in  the  House. 

The  Speaker  laid  before  the  House  a  letter 
from  the  Secretary,  transmitting  his  report,  pre- 
pared in  obedience  to  a  resolution  of  the  firat  in- 1 


atant,  requesting  information  touching  any  lettFe- 
ment,  contrary  to  law,  on  the  public  lands  in 
Madison  county,  Mississippi  Territory;  which 
were  read,  and  referred  to  the  committee  appoiot- 
ed  to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  allowing  the 
citizens  of  Madison  county,  aforesaid,  to  elect  a 
member  to  the  General  Assembly  of  said  Ter- 
ritory. 

Mr.  PoiNDEXTEB,  ffom  the  committee  appointed 
on  the  fourth  instant,  on  the  petition  of  Josiah  E 
Webb,  presented  a  bill  for  the  relief  of  Josiah  H. 
Webb;  which  was  read  twice,  and  committed  to 
a  Committee  of  the  Whole  to«morrow. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Potter, 

Resohedf  That  the  Committee  of  Commerce 
and  Manufactures  be  instructed  to  inquire  into 
the  expediency  of  extending  the  benefit  of  draw- 
baok  of  duties  upon  exportation  on  all  goods. 
wares,  and  merchandise.subject  thereto,  that  may 
be  transported  by  land  from  the  district  of  Njew- 
port,  in  Rhode  Island,  to  Boston,  in  Massacha- 
setts,  and  from  said  Bosfton,  to  said  Newport. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Haven, 

Ordered,  That  the  letter  and  report  of  the 
commissioners  under  the  act  for  the  relief  of  the 
refugeesfrom  the  British  Provinces  of  Canada  and 
Nova  Scotia,  made  on  the  twenty-first  of  Apnl, 
one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  six,  be  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Public  Lands. 

Mr.  Fisc,  from  the  committee  appointed,  oq 
the  fourth  instant,  for  the  purpose,  presented  a  hilt 
providing  for  the  third  census  or  enumeration  of 
the  inhabitants  of  the  United  States  ;  wbichwas 
read  twice,  and  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  on  Monday  next. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Lovb, 

Ordered,  That  the  petition  of  the  Common 
Council  of  Alexandria,  presented,  on  the  21st  of 
November,  1808,  be  referred  to  the  same  com- 
mittee. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Love, 

Ordered,  That  the  petition  of  sundry  inhabi- 
tants of  the  District  of  Columbia,  presented  oa 
the  16th  of  March,  1608.  be  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee for  the  District  ol  Columbia. 

Mr.  Findlev.  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  bill  sent  from  the  Senate,  enti- 
tled "  An  act  to  extend  certain  privileges  therein 
mentioned  to  Joseph  Joshua  Dyster,"  reported 
the  said  bill  with  amendments ;  which  were, 
with  the  bill,  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  on  Wednesday  next. 

The  House  proceeded  to  consider  the  resola- 
tions  submitted  by  Mr.  SbbpfeTj  on  the  elerenth 
instant,  in  relation  to  the  conflicting  claimi  to  the 
balture  in  the  city  of  New  Orleans :  Whereupon, 
the  said  resolutions,  together  with  the  representa- 
tion of  the  Mayor,  Aldermen,  and  citizens,  and 
the  petition  of  sundry  inhabitants  of  the  said  city 
of  New  Orleans,  presented  on  the  seventh  instant, 
were  referred  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on 
Friday  next. 

Mr.  McEiM^s  propositions,  to  instruct  the  Com- 
mittee of  Commerce  and  Manufactures  to  inquire 
into  the  propriety  of  passinff  countervailing  com- 
mercial regulations,  were  tasen  up  and  agreed  to. 
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INTRUBKRS  ON  PUBLIC  LANDS. 

Mr.  PoiNDEXTBR  observed  that  a  resolution  had 
beea  laid  od  the  table,  some  time  ago,  by  a  gen- 
tleman from  Tennessee,  (Mr.  Miller,)  proposing 
the  repeal  of  the  law  authorizing  the  Presiaent  of 
the  United  States  to  expel  intruders  from  the 
public  lands.  Mr.  P.  said,  that  he  was  averse  to 
the  repeal  of  the  law,  but  thought  some  parts  of 
it  arbitrary  and  unconstitutionaly^  and  therefore 
wished  it  modified!  Without  designating  the 
parts  to  which  he  objected,  he  said  the  following 
resolution  would  show  his  object  in  rising  at 
present : 

Rewhed,  That  the  Committee  of  Public  Lands  be 
instructed  to  inquire  whether  any,  and,  if  any,  what 
aiterationa  are  necessary  to  be  made  in  the  act,  entitled 
"An  act  to  prohibit  settlements  being  made  on  the 
poblic  lands  until  authorized  by  law,"  and  that  the 
committee  have  leave  to  report  by  bill  or  otherwise. 

YAZOO  CLAIM. 

Mr.  Troup  called  for  the  consideration  of  the 
motion  made  by  him  on  Friday  last  for  printing, 
for  the  use  of  the  House,  certain  papers  relative 
to  the  Yazoo  claim. 

Mr.  Bacon  moved  to  amend  it  so  as  to  include 
the  following  papers :  the  act  of  the  Leffislatore 
of  Georgia,  passed  on  the  7th  day  of  January, 
1795,  granting  to  sundry  companies  and  individ- 
uals certain  lands  therein  described ;  the  Message 
of  the  President  of  the  United  State?  communi- 
cated to  this  House  on  the  17th  day  of  February, 
1795 ;  an  act  of  Congress,  passed  the  7th  day  of 
April,  1798,  for  an  amicable  settlement  of  limits 
with  the  State  of  Georgia,  and  authorizing  the 
establishment  of  a  government  in  the  Mississippi 
Territory ;  and  an  act  supplemental  to  the  last- 
mentioned  act,  passed  the  10th  day  of  May,  1800 ; 
and  the  report  of  the  Committee  of  Claims  on  the 
memorial  of  sundry  citizens  of  the  State  of  Mas- 
sachusetts and  others,  purchasers  under  the  Geor- 
gia and  Mississippi  Company,  made  to  this  House 
OD  the  18ih  day  of  January,  1805. 

Mr.  Troup  had  no  objection  to  include  in  his 
motion  all  the  papers  mentioned  by  the  gentle- 
man from  Massachusetts  but  the  first.  The  House 
could  not  get  at  the  act  there  alluded  to,  because 
the  virtue  of  the  people  of  Georgia  had  induced 
them  solemnly  to  consign  it  to  the  flames,  and 
nothing  of  it  remained  but  its  ashes,  from  which 
it  could  not,  Phoenix-like,  revive.  It  had  been 
committed  to  the  flames,  because  it  was  an  un- 
constitutional act  of  an  unconstitutional  Legisla- 
ture ;  a  Legislature  unconstitutional,  because  cor- 
rupted ;  an  act  unconstitutional,  because  resulting 
from,  and  originating  in,  fraud.  He  asked  the 
House  whether  they  would  sanction  the  corrupt 
act  of  the  Legislature  of  Georgia,  when,  in  the 
most  solemn  manner,  the  people  of  Georgia  had 
consigned  it  to  oblivion  ?  Unless  for  the  purpose 
of  insult  to  the  State  of  Georgia,  the  House  would 
not  in  any  manner,  sanction  such  an  act.  It 
would  be,  in  effect,  to  legislate  for  the  State  of 
Oeorgia,  which  this  House  had  no, right  to  do. 

Mr.  Bacon  said,  that  the  fraud  of  the  transac- 
tion had  been  alleged  against  the  petition  refer- 


red last  week,  as  a  reason  why  it  should  not  be 
considered.  It  was  impossible  to  get  at  a  correct 
understanding  of  the  circumstances  attending  the 
grant,  unless  the  House  had  the  act  in  its  pos- 
session. How  would  it  be  made  to  appear  that 
the  Legislature  had  acted  corruptly,  except  ita 
act,  and  the  names  of  the  members  concurring  in 
it,  were  produced  ?  He  knew  not  how  the  gen- 
tleman would  prove  the  corruption  which  he  had 
Sledffed  himself  to  prove  without  that  act.  And 
fr.  B.  said  he  was  desirous  of  affording  every 
convenience  to  the  gentleman  in  the  task  he  had 
undertaken.  As  to  the  act  having  been  burnt, 
he  said  he  was  much  mistaken  or  he  had  seen 
copies  of  it  in  the  printed  documents  in  the 
Clerk's  librarv.  The  House,  by  ordering  it  to  be 
printed,  would  not  express  any  opinion  on  the 
validity  of  the  act. 

Mr.  Troup  observed  that  as  much  of  the  act 
of  1795  as  was  necessary  for  the  purpose  alluded 
to  by  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts,  was  re- 
corded in  the  act  of  1796,  and  so  much  he  hnd 
no  objection  to  have  printed,  as  it  was  a  matter 
of  record.  As  to  the  names  of  the  corrupt  mem- 
bers, they  were  also  on  record. 

Mr.  Bacon  replied  that,  as  much  of  the  act  of 
1795  as  was  necessary  for  the  purpose  of  the  re- 
scinding Legislature  had  been  published  in  the 
act  of  1796,  it  was  not  to  be  supposed,  withoQt 
imputing  to  that  Legislature  anv  improper  mo- 
tive, that  any  more  of  it  would  nave  been  pub- 
lished in  the  act.  But  he  was  desirous  of  seeing 
the  whole  of  the  act. 

Mr.  Bibb  remarked,  to  show  that  this  act  was 
not  on  record,  that,  a  year  or  two'after  the  nae- 
sage  of  the  rescinding  act,  certain  gentlemen  bad 
been  appointed  to  publish  a  digest  of  the  laws  of 
the  State  of  Georgia.  They  happened  to  be  in 
favor  of  the  Yazoo  claim,  and  insisted  upon  in- 
serting in  the  work  the  act  of  1795.  The  people 
of  Georgia  would  not  permit  it,  and  the  book  in 
which  this  act  was  inserted  was  declared  by  the 
Legislature  not  to  be  a  digest  of  the  laws  of 
Georgia. 

Mr.  LivERMORE  made  some  further  observa- 
tions of  the  same  tenor  as  those  of  Mr.  Baco]i» 
and  Mr.  Troup  replied. 

When  the  question  was  taken  on  including  the 
paper  objected  to  by  Mr.  Tboup,  it  was  nega- 
tived—63  to  46. 

And  Mr,  Taoup  accepting  the  other  papers  aa 
a  part  of  his  motion,  the  whole  was  agreed  to— 
57  to  22. 

Mr.  PoiNOEZTEB  offered  the  following  resola- 
tion,  as  connected  with  this  subject: 

Resohed,  That  the  Secretary  of  State  be  requested 
to  lay  before  this  House  an  abstract  of  all  British  pat- 
ents, warrants,  or  orders  of  snrrey,  filed  in  his  offioe» 
agreeably  to  the  several  acts  of  Congress  regulating 
the  grants  of  land  and  providing  lor  the  disposal  of  the 
lands  of  the  United  Sutes  south  of  the  State  of  Tea- 


Mr.  P.  said,  that  a  gentleman  from  Massacha- 
etts  (Mr.  Bacon)  had.  the  other  day*,  contended 
*  hat  the  reservation  or  five  millions  of  acrea  in 
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one  of  the  abore  acU  had  in  view  the  claim  of 
the  Yazoo  purchasers.  This  constructioD  bad 
been  denied  oo  this  floor  as  well  as  io  the  Legis* 
lature  of  Georgia.  But.  Mr.  P.  said,  his  prevent  ob- 
ject was  to  see  whether  the  claims  already  made 
on  this  land,  did  not  exceed  Awe  millions  of  acres. 
If  so,  the  residue  left  for  the  Yazoo  claimants 
would  amount  to  just  nothing;  and  this  House 
would  be  whoU/  precluded  from  acting  on  the 
subject  of  their  petition. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to  without  a  division. 

Mr.  Love  presented  the  petition  of  the  Presi- 
dent and  Directors  of  the  Bank  of  Washington, 
praying  for  an  act  of  incorporation. — Referred  to 
the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia. 

CONDUCT  OP  THE  BRITISH  MINISTER. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Rhea,  tbe  House  resolved 
itself  into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole,  61  to  48,  on 
the  resolution  from  the  Senate,  expressive  of  the 
approbation  of  tbe  conduct  of  the  Executive  in 
refusing  to  hold  any  further  communication  with 
Mr.  Jackson. 

Mr.  Rbba  moved  that  the  Committee  rise  and 
report  their  agreement  to  the  resolution. 

Mr.  Gold  said,  if  he  was  in  order,  he  would 
move  that  the  Committee  rise,  report  progress,  aod 
ask  leave  to  sit  again.  He  would  merely  observe 
that  the  resolution  proposed  a  few  days  previous 
by  him  and  laid  before  the  President,  calling  for 
certain  napers,  had  not  yet  been  complied  with* 
As  sentlemen  had  agreed  to  that  resolution,  he 
would  thank  them  to  explain  their  reasons  for 
thus  urging  tbe  consideration  of  the  resolution 
before  the  papers  bad  been  obtained.  He  thought 
it  a  most  extraordinary  course,  and  would  be 
obliged  to  the  gentlemen  for  an  expiaDation  of 
their  motives. 

Mr.  Garden lER  said,  that  on  a  question  of  such 
great  importance  as  the  present,  and  from  which 
such  serious  and  perhaps  ruinous  consequences  to 
the  United  States  might  result,ashehad  the  honor 
of  stating  on  a  previous  occasion,  the  House  could 
not  proceed  with  too  much  deliberation.  It  ought 
to  have  all  the  information  which  it  could  pos- 
sibly obtain  upon  every  great  question  which 
might  come  before  it.  Such  was  the  opinion 
which  he  had  expressed  when  the  two  resolutions, 
of  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  (Mr.  CtuiiN- 
CT,)  had  been  proposed  to  the  House.  On  this 
question  the  Committee  should  not  proceed  with- 
out all  the  documents  before  them.  The  House 
would  surely  consult  its  own  dignity,  and  not,  after 
having  called  for  information  in  relation  to  the 
question,  part  of  which  had  been  received,  proceed 
to  its  discussion  before  even  the  part  received  bad 
been  printed,  and  before  part  of  u  had  been  com- 
municated at  all.  The  House  could  not  conceive 
it  proper  to  proceed  to  tbe  discussion  of  the  res- 
olution, VFithout  giving  time  to  obtain  that  ipfor- 
nation  which  it  had  itself,  by  consenting  to  call 
for  it,  deemed  necessary  and  useful.  He  did  not 
think  it  necessary  to  urge  any  arguments  in  ad- 
dition to  those  which  had  before  convinced  the 
House  of 'the  propriety  of  obtaining  the  infor- 
mation I  because,  perhaps,  none  could  be  added, 


aod  because  if  a  contrary  spirit  to  that  which  hid 
then  prevailed  now  existed, and  a  dispositiuD  was 
entertained  to  force  the  question,  all  reasons  woald 
be  vain.  If  the  House  was  so  determined,  it  must 
proceed  to  the  discussion  of  the  resolution^  from 
the  Senate,  without  the  documents  before  them, 
and  without  that  information  which  it  had  before 
declared  necessary  to  the  inquiry.  He  could  not 
think  this  a  proper  course;  and  therefore,  for  tbe 
honor  of  the  House  and  the  interest  of  the  couit- 
try,  he  hoped  the  motion  of  his  colleague  (Mr. 
GoLo)  would  prevail. 

Mr.  Rhea  said,  he  should  forbear  to  make  aoj 
observations  upon  the  merits  of  tbe  resolutioa 
before  the  Committee.  He  wished  to  ask  the 
Chairman  if  the  motion  that  theCommitteesbouU 
rise  and  report  progress  would  supersede  tbe 
motion  for  rising  and  reporting  the  agreemeot  to 
the  resolutions.  He  hoped,  however,  that  tbe 
House  would  not  be  obliged  to  listen  to'aleogtfaf 
discussion  upon  the  resolutions  from  the  Senate. 
I  will  put  the  question  to  gentlemen,  said  Mr.  R^ 
what  are  we  doing  here  ?  What  have  we  dooel 
I  do  not  speak  in  relation  to  tbe  petty  busiaess  of 
individuals,  but  to  the  wounds  of  the  country,  io* 
dieted  by  the  foreign  Powers.  What  have  we 
done  in  order  to  heal  their  wounds?  Let  ges- 
tlemen  pot  their  hands  upon  their  breasts  and 
answer  the  question.  I  will  not  consent  to  iarea- 
tigate  the  claims  of  private  citizens,  until  the  grat 
questions  concerning  the  interests  of  the  coontrf 
are  first  discussed ;  I  will  then  be  willing  to  take 
them  up.  He  said  the  nation  expected  decisioD 
on  the  question.  And  would  the  House,  woold 
the  Representatives  of  the  people,  forbear  to  do 
what  was  imperiously  required  of  thejm?  He 
hoped  they  would  not  wait  for  the  papers  required. 
They  could  have  no  bearing  upon  tberesolatios; 
which  only  required  the  House  to  express  aa 
opinion  in  relation  to  the  conduct  of  the  Execu- 
tive and  of  Mr.  Jackson.  He  would  again  ask. 
'^  what  are  we  doing  here  ?"  He  would  be  wil- 
ling to  investigate  questions  of  minor  importance 
when  they  had  got  through  with  that  great  qaes- 
tion.  The  resolution  was  said  to  be  of  little  im- 
portance. He  thought  otherwise.  He  beliered 
It  to  be  a  question  of  great  moment.  But  he 
hoped  there  would  be  a  silent  vote  upon  it.  He 
thought  it  a  time  when  decision  should  take  place 
of  discussion ;  and  therefore  hoped  the  Committee 
would  rise  and  report  the  resolution.  He  asked 
the  decision  of  the  Chair,  whether,  after  a  motioo 
to  rise  and  report  the  resolution  bad  been  made, a 
motion  to  rise  and  report  progress  could  be  in 
order?    ^ 

The  Chairman  decided  that  the  latter  motioa 
superseded  the  same. 

Mr.  Dana.— The  inquiry  of  tbegeDtlemanlast 
up  (Mr.  Rbba)  is  a  very  pertinent  one.  What 
do  we  here  7  If  it  is  determined  that  gentlemea 
shall  act  and  vote  upon  important  subjects  witb- 
out  information,  well  may  the  question  beaskedf 
what  do  we  here?  Aod  is  it  so  necessary  that 
we  must  proceed  instantly  to  the  discussion  oi 
this  subject?  Is  it  in  a  moment  to  liberate  the 
country  from  the  difficulties  by  which  it  is  sor* 
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roQoded?  After  so  many  ineffectoal  struggles 
by  the  Government  to  free  the  nation  from  the 
daogers  which  have  been  yearly  increasing,  is  it 
so  that  this  retolutioQ  possesses  the  magic  power 
of  iosuntly  freeing  us  from  all  our  difficulties ; 
reiostating  us  in  our  rights;  and  rendering  us  re- 
spected by  foreign  nations  ?  The  gentleman  calls 
npoQ  us  to  act,  and  not  to  deliberate  ;  to  decide, 
and  not  to  discuss.  Is  it  for  this  purpose  that  we 
are  placed  here  ?  No,  sir.  It  is  the  peculiar  pro- 
vince of  the  Legislature  always  to  act  with  calro- 
oess  and  deliberation  ;  not  to  hurry  forward  with 
precipitancy  and  passion.  Does  the  gentleman 
from  Teonessee  believe  that  we  are  placed  here 
with  the  mere  zeal  of  soldiers  ?  I  had  always 
thooght  we  were  more  to  resemble  tlffi  character 
of  officers.  Or  are  we  upon  importam  occasions 
to  act  first,  and  get  our  information  afterwards? 
Are  we  first  to  lay  down  our  conclusions,  and 
then  deduce  the  premises  ?  He  could  see  no  ne- 
cessity of  acting  with  this  precipitancy  ;  and  he 
hoped  the  House  would  proceed  with  proper  calm- 
ness and  deliberation,  that  the  subject  would  not 
be  pressed  until  gentlemen  had  all  the  necessary 
information  before  them,  and  that  the  Committee 
would  agree  to  rise  and  report  progress. 

Mr.  W .  Alston  had  voted  for  the  resolution 
of  the  gentleman  from  New  York,  under  the  sup- 
position that  those  who  had  supported  it,  would 
not,  if  the  President  should  return  no  answer  be- 
fore the  House  wished  to  take  up  the  resolution 
from  the  Senate,  attempt  to  delay  its  considera- 
tion on  that  account.  He  found  this  was  not  the 
ease;  and  he  should  not  consent  to  delay  the  con- 
sideration of  the  resolution,  to  wait  for  papers 
which,  the  President  in  the  answer  reported  by 
the  gentleman  who  had  moved  the  intormation, 
had  not  even  promised  to  send.  He  should  not 
consent  to  wait,  on  accunot  of  conversation  which 
perhaps  never  took  place;  and  for  papers  which 
very  probably  had  no  existence.  At  all  events, 
they  could  have  no  bearing  upon  the  question, 
and  let  them  contain  what  they  might,  theycoula 
not  alter  his  opinion  in  relation  to  the  question 
before  the  Contmittee.  He  bad  not  voted  for  them 
on  that  ground.  If  this  information  were  ob- 
tained, it  might  be  expected,  as  was  the  case  when 
the  House  agreed  to  the  call  proposed  by  a  gen- 
tleman from  Massachusetts,  (Mr.  CIcinct,)  that 
other  papers  would  be  demanded.  It  was  always 
an  easy  matter  for  gentlemen  who  did  not  wish 
to  meet  a  question,  to  find  means  for  delaying  it 
in  a  call  for  information. 

Mr.  OoLD  observed,  that  the  gentleman  last  up 
did  not  appear  to  recollect  the  import  of  the  in- 
formation requested  by  the  resokition  he  had  sub- 
mitted to  the  House.  The  information  called  for 
embraced  communications  respecting  conversa- 
tions known  to  have  taken  place  between  Mr. 
Pinkney  and  Mr.  Canning,  in  regard  to  a  most 
important  subject,  and  one  which  had  been  a  prin- 
cipal cause  of  the  difficulties  and  complaints  of 
the  Uoited  States  for  a  long  time  past — no  less  a 
subject  than  the  Orders  in  Council.  This  infor- 
matioD  it  was  important  to  obtain.  He  did  not 
come  here  to  act  without  debate.    He  did  not 


come  prejudiced  upon  a  question,  and  prepared  to* 
vote  without  information.    It  was  said  that  they 
had  not  come  there  to  deliberate,  but  to  decide.- 
That  delay  would  be  improper,  and  that  it  was 
necessary  to -act  with  promptitude.    This  had 
been  said  as  if  the  State  was  in  imminent  danger, 
and  as  if  the  enemy  were  at  the  Capitol.    Such 
language  might  have  suited  the  officers  who  were 
sometimes  appointed  in  Greece  to  inspirit  men  to 
mount  the  ramparts  when  the  foe  was  at  the  sates; 
but  it  did  not  become  the  Legislators  of  the  Union, 
called  upon  calmlyr  to  deliberate  on  the  nation's 
rights.    Such  precipitance  would  111  become  the 
dignified  representatives  of  a  free  people.     He 
expressed  himself  in  these  terms,  because  he  had 
understood  gentlemen  as  committing  themselves, 
when  they  voted  for  the  information  embracea  . 
by  his  resolution,  not  to  take  up  the  resolution 
from  the  Senate  until  the  communication  from^ 
the  President  should   be  received.    He  had  be- 
lieved them,  as  admitting  by  their  vote,  that  the* 
information  was  necessary  to  the  consideration* 
of  the  subject  now  before  the  Committee.    He- 
could  not  conceive  what  had  induced  the  suddeor 
change.    He  had  understood  the  gentleman  from 
North  Carolina  (Mr.  Alstoii)  as  making  some 
kind  of  critical  remark  on  the  answer  which  the 
President  had  eiven  to  the  committee  who  pre- 
sented the  resolution.    The  answer  was  a  usual 
and  satisfactory  one.    It  was  such  as  was  custo- 
mary with  the  President  when  information  of  an 
important  nature  was  requested,  and  which  re- 
quired deliberation.    There  were  resolutions  em- 
bracing calls  of  a  specific  nature,  to  which  spe- 
cific answers  were  equally  returned,  but  the  res- 
olution alluded  to  was  worded  in  such  a  manner 
as  must  induce  the  President  to  deliberate,  inas- 
much as  the  information  requested  was  of  an 
important  nature;  and  as  it  left  the  selection  of 
such  parts  of  the  documents  as  might  be  proper, 
to  the  Executive.     He  hoped   that  gentlemen 
would  not  press  the  question  on  the  resolution 
until  that  information  was  communicated,  and 
that  the  committee  would  rise  and  report  pro- 
gress. 

Mr.  LivERMORE  said,  in  answer  to  the  gentle- 
man from  North  Carolina,  who  had  seemed  to 
suppose  that  the  conversation  called  for  by  the 
resolution  from  the  gentleman  from  New  York, 
(Mr.  Gold,)  might'  never  have  taken  place,  he 
would  read  a  part  of  the  letter  from  the  Secretary 
of  State  to  Mr.  Pinkney  dated  November  23d: 
^  This  condition,  too,  appears  to  have  originated 
'  in  a  mistake  of  your  meaning  in  a  conversation 
'  of  Mr.  Canning,  as  noted  by  yourself,  and  in  an 
'  inference  thence  deduced  as  to  the  disposition  of 
*  this  Government."  The  conversation  must  cer- 
tainly have  taken  place;  and  as  Mr.  Smith  de- 
clares the  third  proposition  to  have  originated  in 
a  mistake,  it  was  important  to  know  what  that 
mistake  was.  If  a  mistake  actually  had  arisen,  it 
was  imppriant  that  the  House  should  know  it, 
and  that  the  natidn  should  know  it.  What  in- 
jury could  arise  from  delaying  the  question  a  few 
days  ?  It  was  not  of  so  pressing  a  nature  that  it 
should  be  thus  hurried  through  the  House.    The 
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gentleman  from  Tennessee  (Mr.  Rhea)  seemed 
to  suppose  that  this  resolution  would  put  an  end 
10  all  the  difficulties  in  which  the  country  was  in- 
Tolv^.  If  this  were  the.  fact,  there  would  not  be 
a  man  in  the  nation  who  would  not  sincerely  wish 
it  success.  He  wished  to  have  an  opportunity  of 
seeing  the  resolution  from  the  Senate  folly  dis- 
^cussed.  He  would  not  say  what  his  opinion  was 
4ipon  its  merits;  but  he  wished,  if  he  had  any 
cloubts  on  the  propriety  of  its  passage,  to  state 
those  doubts,  and  express  his  jtentiments.  It  was 
not  candid  for  gentlemen  tosay  that  they  did  not 
want  the  information  to  make  up  their  opinions. 
It  was  undertaking  to  judge  for  tnosewho  might 
wiint  the  information,;  and  was  not  a  fair  course 
of  proceeding,  unless  gentlemen  in  the  minority 
were  in  the  same  condition  wfth  those  who  baa 
lost  their  reason.  A  decision  upon  this  question 
without  discussion  would  be  nothing  but  decision. 
And  without  information,  it  would  be  equal  to 
deciding  in  the  dark.  This  course  could  be  of  no 
utility  unless  gentlemen  me^nt  to  pass  the  reso- 
by  a  coup  de main;  unless  \i  was  their  intention 
to  cairy  their  point  by  surprise.  He  hoped  the 
resolution  would  be  discussed  ;  and  that  tne  dis- 
cussion would  be  carried  on  with  calmness  and 
without  passion.  Passion  might  do  extremely 
weir  in  the  field  of  battle ;  but  reason  was  the 
only  proper  guide  in  a  deliberative  assembly. 

Mr.  Pitkin  seconded  the  motion  that  the  Com- 
mittee rise  and  report  progress,  with  a  view  to 
give  an  opportunity  for  obtaining  the  information 
requested  by  the  House,  previous  to  the  discus- 
sion of  the  question  now  before  the  Committee. 
It  was  supposed  by  some  gentlemen  that  the  in- 
formation would  have  some  bearing  upon  the 
joint  resolution.  In-  this  respect  there  might  be 
difi*erent  sentiments.  But  gentlemen  owed  it  to 
the  courtesy  which  ought  always  to  prevail,  not 
to  decide,  until  the  information  expected  was  ob- 
tained. And  although  they  might  not  think  that 
information,  as  other  gentlemen  did,  relevant  to 
the  subject  under  consideration,  yet  they  owed  it 
to  the  same  kind  of  courtesy^  not  to  preiudge  the 
bearing  of  the  paper  until  it  should  be  sub- 
mitted. He  would  agree  that  this  principle  might 
be  carried  tpo  far ;  and  that  it  would  not  be  pro- 
per to  refuse  acting  upon  a  resolution  at  all,  until 
the  information  desired  had  been  submitted.  But 
in  the  present  instance  no  Message  had  been  re- 
cei,ved  from  the  President  in  answer  to  the  res- 
olution. That  ttie  resolution  was  one  of  great 
importance  all  would  agree.  That  it  would 
amount,  if  passed,  to  a  conditional  declaration  of 
war,  he  believed  would  not  be  denied — at  least 
it  appeared  to  him  in  that  light.  When,  therefore, 
a  resolution  was  under  consideration,  of  so  ^reat 
importance  as  to  contain  a  pledge  of  a  conditional 
declaration  of  war,  he  hoped  its  consideration 
would  not  be  precipitated.  He  trusted  that  it 
would  be  fully  debated  ;  that  courtesy  would  pre- 
vail, and  a  little  delay  take  place  ;  and  that  the 
final  question  would  not  be  unnecessarily  pressed 
upon  the  House. 

Mr.  Bacon  made  a  few  remarks  tending  to 
show  that  he  might  without  any  inconsistency, 


having  Toted  for  the  information  requested,  op- 
pose the  rising  of  the  Committee  to  report  pro- 
gress, because  he  did  not  believe  the  information 
demanded  could  have  any  bearing^pon  theqaes- 
tion  before  the  Committee.  He  thought  geode- 
men  would  be  puzzled  to  introduce  any  part  of 
the  information  called  for.  into  the  discussion  of 
the  concurrent  resoluiion.'  But  he  could  very 
well  apprehend  how  thev  would  contrive  to  in- 
troduce arguments  into  tne  debate  in  relation  to 
the  denial  of  this  information.  He  could  already 
see  a  disposition  among  gentlemen  to  proceed  io 
this  way.  He  might  perhaps  difier  with  some  of 
his  friends  upon  this  point,  as  be  did  in  regard  to 
the  calls  for  information ;  but  he  was  not  for 
throwing  an  advantage  possessed  by  the  friends 
of  the  resolution  into  the  hands  of  its  opposers. 
He  disliked  to  be  met  in  this  manner.  He  was 
against  giving  them  an  opportunity,  in  the  coo- 
sideration  of  the  main  question,  of  introducing 
this  collateral  one.  Besides,  it  would  save  no 
time,  for  as  long  a  period  would  be  occupied  in 
discussing  this  extraneous  point,  as  ij^ould  be  con- 
sumed in  a  delay  for  the  information.  Upon  the 
whole,  therefore,  he  would,  to  avoid  being  met 
under  the  disadvantages  alluded  to,  vote  for  the 
Committee's  rising  and  reporting  progress. 

Mr.  Wheaton  did  not  know  precisely  what 
bearing  the  information  called  for  would  bare 
upon  the  question ;  but  it  was  granted  that  the 
resolution  from  the  Senate  involved  questions, 
the  decision  of  which  might  be  of  rery  great  con- 
sequence to  the  interests  and  happiness  of  the  peo- 
ple of  this  country.  It  was  not  therefore  to  be 
presumed  that  this  resolution  was  to  be  suddenly 
debated,  or  to  be  debated  without  all  the  infor- 
mation which  could  be  obtained  in  relation  toi 
case  considered  by  all  as  so  very  important.  Some 

fentlemen  wished  for  the  information  which  had 
een  lately  called  for.  The  House  had  previooslr 
indulged  them;  and  had  consented  to  have  aft 
the  light  thrown  upon  the  subject  of  the  resolo- 
tion  which  might  be  thought  necessary.  It  had 
agreed  to  get  such  information  from  the  President 
as  he  mignt  think  proper  to  communicate.  The 
resolution  called  upon  the  House  to  justifv  the 
Administration  in  resenting  the  disrespectful  coo- 
duct  of  Mr.  Jackson  towards  it.  While  it  wai 
engaged  in  so  doing  it  should  take  care  not  to  act 
in  the  same  way.  If  the  House,  after  having  re- 
quested information  from  the  President  in  relation 
to  a  particular  resolution,  should  proceed  to  act 
upon  that  resolution  without  waiting  for  his  com- 
munication, it  would  be  evidently  disrespectfal  to 
him.  it  would  neither  show  respect  for  the  Pre- 
sident, nor  for  themselves,  if  the  House  proceeded 
to  act  without  the  information  from  him.  He 
did  not  presume  it  would  be  proper  to  delay  a 
question  forever  because  that  information  coold 
not  be  obtained ;  but,  after  having  asked,  it  woald 
be  improper  not  to  wait  a  sufficient  time  to  re- 
ceive It.  He  was  of  opinion  that  the  President 
did  mean  to  supply  the  information  which  was 
called  for,  and  he  therefore  thought  it  would  be 
most  proper  to  delay  the  resolution  until  it  was 
obtained. 
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Mr.  Rhea  again  urged  some  of  the  reasonn 
which  induced  him  to  oppose  the  delaying  of  the 
qqestion,  and  the  rising  of  the  Committee  to  report 
progress;  in  which  he  could  see  no  utility  or  ad- 


TRDta^. 


Mr.  Newtom  was  always  desirous  of  getting  a 
direct  vote  upon  the  merits  of  the  resolution  from 
the  Senate.  He  had  therefore  roted  for  the  in- 
formation requested ;  because  he  did  not  wish 
that  the  discussion  of  it  should  he  directed  by  any 
collateral  points  whatever.  The  information, 
indeed,  might  bear  upon  the  great  question  of  our 
foreign  relations ;  but  was  not  connected  with  the 
present  ease.  As  he  was,  however,  desirous  of 
getting  at  the  main  question  on  this  resolution^  he 
would  agree  to  the  rising  of  the  Committee.  The 
geotieman  from  Connecticut  had  said  that  the 
House  should  not  proceed  on  the  discussion  of 
this  great  question  with  too  much  celerity.  Upon 
examination  he  found  that  the  subject  had  been 
brought  before  the  Senate  on  the  fifth  of  Decem- 
ber. 1809 !  In  order,  as  he  before  stated,  that  they 
might  get  at  the  discussion  of  the  main  question, 
without  the  interference  of  any  extraneous  cir- 
cumstances, he  should  vote  for  the  Committee's 
rising  and  obtaining  leave  to  sit  again. 

Mr.  Gasdenier  again  rose  to  address  the  Chair, 
when  a  Message  was  announced  from  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  United  States,  containing  the  infor- 
mation alluded  to  in  the  foregoing  debate.  The 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  informed  Mr.  G.  that 
he  was  entitled  to  the  floor.  Mr.  G.  said  be 
would  not  detain  the  Committee,  in  order  that  it 
might  the  sooner  rise  to  read  the  Message  from 
the  President,  which  he  believed  was  the  best 
reason  which  could  be  urged  upon  the  subject. 

The  Message  is  as  follows: 

To  the  House  qf  RtpramtativtB  of  the  Untied  Statee: 
Agreeably  to  the  request  expressed  in  the  resolution 
of  the  thirteenth  instant,  I  lay  before  the  Hotue  ex- 
trtctB  from  the  correspondence  of  the  Minister  Pleni- 
potentiary of  the  United  States  at  London. 

JAMES  MADISON. 
DicxKBxm  16,  }809. 

After  the  Message  and  documents  were  read, 
they  were  ordered  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  Smilie  observed,  that  the  objection  to  dis- 
cussion was  now  removed,  and  moved  that  the 
Bouse  again  resolve  itself  into  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole.  Motion  negatived,  57  to  40,  and  the 
House  adjourned. 

Tuesday,  December  19. 

Mr.  Macon,  from  the  committee  appointed  on 
the  first  instant,  made  a  report  of  such  rules  and 
orders  as  are  proper  to  be  observed  in  this  House ; 
vhich  was  read,  and  referred  to  the  Committee 
»f  the  Whole,  to  whom  is  committed  the  resolu- 
tions submitted  by  Mr.  Baoon,  on  the  seventh 
instant,  in  relation  to  indecorous  language  in  de- 
bate, and  to  the  practice  of  duelling. 

Mr.  Newton,  from  the  Committee  of  Com- 
merce and  Manufactures,  presented  a  bill,  to  de- 
prive, in  certain  cases,  vessels  of  their  American 
sbaracter,  and  to  prevent,  under  certain  disabili- 


ties, any  citizen  of  the  United  States  taking  a 
license  from  any  foreign  Power  to  navigate  the 
ocean,  or  trade  with  any  other  foreign  or  indepen- 
dent Power ;  which  was  read  twice,  and  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  Friday 
\  next. 

Mr.  Nbwton,  from  the  Committee  of  Com- 
merce and  Manufactures,  presented  a  bill  author- 
izing the  issuing  of  debentures  in  certain  cases; 
which  was  read  twice,  and  committed  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  on  Monday  next. 

Mr.  Love  presented  a  petition  of  sundry  inhab- 
itants of  the  City  of  Washington,  praying  that 
an  act  maybe  passed  incorporating  a  company 
for  the  purnose  of  making,  as  far  as  the  line  of  the 
District  or  Columbia,  a  road  leading  in  the  most 
direct  route  from  the  Capitol  to  Fredericktown, 
in  Maryland,  and  a  road  passing  over  the  Wash- 
ington bridge,  in  the  proper  direction  to  Stai/kiton, 
in  Virginia. — Referred  to  the  Committee  for  the 
District  of  Colombia. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  William 
and  Elias  Rector.  The  bill  was  reported  with  an 
amendment,  which  was  agreed  to  by  the  House, 
and  the  bill  ordered  to  be  engrossed,  and  read  the 
third  time  to-morrow. 

Mr.  Morrow,  from  the  Committee  of  Public 
Lands,  pre}ente<)  a  bill  concerning  claims  to  lands 
in  the  Mississippi  Territory,  granted  by  the  Brit- 
ish Government  of  West  Florida ;  which  was 
read  twice,  and  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  OD  Monday  next. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Montgombrt,  five  thousand 
copies  of  the  Message  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  received  yesterday,  were  ordered 
to  be  printed  for  the  use  of  the  members. 

FOREIGN  RELATIONS. 

Mr.  Macon,  from  the  committee  on  so  much  of 
the  Message  of  the  President  of  the  United  States 
as  relates  to  our  foreign  relations,  reported  a 
bill  respecting  the  commercial  intercourse  be- 
tween the  United  States  and  Great  Britain  and 
France  ;  and  for  other  purposes. 

[The  1st  section  prohibits  all  public  vessels  be- 
longing to  Great  Britain  or  France  from  entering 
the  oarbors  of  the  United  States,  subject  to  cer- 
tain specified  exceptions. 

The  2nd  section  prescribes  the  punishment  of 
those  who  shall  aid  the  infraction  of  this  pro- 
vision. 

The  3d  section  prohibits  all  vessels  sailing  un- 
der the  flag  of  Great  Britain  or  France,  or  owned 
in  whole  or  in  part  by  any  citizen  of  either,  from 
entering  the  harbors  of  the  United  States. 

The  4th  section  prohibits  the  inportation  into 
the  United  States  of  goods  from  Great  Britain  or 
Ireland,  and  France,  and  their  colonies;  or  of 
goods  from  any  foreign  port  which  are  the  growth. 

Sroduce,  or  manufacture,  of  Great  Britain  or 
*rance  ;  unless  in  vessels  owned  wholly  by  citt* 
'zens  of  the  United  States. 

The  above  provisions  to  take  immediate  effect. 

The  5th  section  prohibits,  after  the  fifteenth  of 

AprU  next,  the  importation  of  goods  from  Great 
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Britain  and  France,  and  their  colonies,  unless 
imported  directly  therefrom. 

The  6tb,  7th  and  8th  sections,  affix  penalties  to 
the  infraction  of  these  proTisions. 

The  9(fa  section  authorizes  the  President,  in 
case  either  France  or  Great  Britain  shall  so  re- 
Toke  or  modify  her  edicts,  as  they  shall  cease  to 
violate  the  neutral  commerce  of  the  United 
States,  to  declare  the  same  by  proclamation,  after 
which  the  prohibitions  of  this  act  on  the  com- 
merce of  the  nation  so  doing  shall  cease. 

The  11th  section  repeals  the  act  to  amend  and 
continue  in  force  .certain  parts  of  the  act,  enti* 
tied  ^  An  act  to  interdict  the  commercial  inter- 
course betwieen  the  United  States,  and  Great 
Britain  and  France,  and  their  depenidencies,  and 
for  other  purposes." 

The  12th  section  limits  this  act  to  the  end  of 
the  next  session  of  Congress.] 

The  bill  was  read  a  second  time,  referred  to  a 
Committee  of  the  Whole,  and  made  the  order  of 
the  day  for  Friday  nexL 

CONDUCT  OF  THE  BKITISH  MINISTER. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Rbea,  of  Tennessee,  the 
House  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  on  the  joint  resolution  from  the  Senate, 
approving  the  conduct  of  the  Executive  in  refus- 
ing to  hold  further  communication  with  Mr. 
Jackson,  the  British  Minister. 

Mr.  Rhba,  of  Tennessee,  expressed  a  hope  that 
now  no  objection  would  be  made  to  the  passage 
of  the  resolution.  The  only  objection  yet  made, 
as  far  as  he  had  understood,  was  a  doubt  expressed 
by  some  gentlemen  as  to  who  was  the  first  who 
suggested  the  project  of  enforcing  the  laws  of  the 
United  States  by  .the  navy  of  Gfeat  Britain.  An 
insidious  attempt  had  been  made  to  palm  it  on  the 
Administration  of  this  Government,  which  had 
failed  to  be  proved.  It  had  next  been  attempted 
to  fix  the  stigma  on  Mr.  Pinkney.  This  also  had 
been  disproved ;  and  when  they  came  to  the  bol* 
tom  of  the  business,  by  the  Message  yesterday 
received  from  the  President,  it  had  been  found 
that  the  whole  afiair  had  arisen  from  the  sugges- 
tion of  that  renowned  and  famous  politician.  Mr. 
Canning,  and  to  have  proceeded  from  the  same 
source  as  all  our  difficulties  for  years  past. 

Mr.  R.  was  decidedly  in  favor  of  the  resolution. 
Let  me  ask  you,  sir.  said  be,  who  have  an  inter- 
est in  the  adoption  of  this  resolution?  Every 
individual  in  the  United  States,  I  replv.  The 
President  of  the  United  States,  in  his  official  ca- 
jMcitv,  is  a  Representative  of  all  the  citizens  of 
the  United  States.  Every  citizen,  then,  is  inter- 
ested in  his  acts,  and  in  supporting  them  when 
there  is  occasion.  It  is  the  duty  of  every  nation, 
like  individuals,  to  adopt  those  thinas  necessary 
to  its  own  happiness  and  interest.  Will  any  one 
deny  that  the  adoption  of  this  resolution  will  have 
a  happy  effect  on  our  union  as  a  people,  and 
respectability  as  a  nation  ?  Mr.  Jackson  did  not 
make  his  offensive  remarks  in  his  individual  char- 
acter, but  as  a  representative  of  the  King  of  Great 
Britain.  So  far  as  we  know,  the  conduct  of  Mr. 
Jackson  may  l>e  tmced  to  the  aouree  wbence  he 


derives  his  authoritv ;  aad,  although  Mr.  Jackson  ' 
were  to  be  punished  for  his  conduct  by  the  Brit' 
ish  Government,  as  Admiral  Berkeley  wss,b| 
being  recalled,  yet,  no  doubt  we  should,  in  ihi 
same  manner,  hear  of  his  being  appointed  to  ido* 
iher  mission.  That,  however,  is  the  care  of  bis  j 
own  Government — self-preservation  is  our  dutf.  | 
I  am  confident  that  no  attempt  will  be  madett  i 
justify  Mr.  Jackson  in  his  ooiiduct,  or  to  palliati 
it.  It  could  only  be  palliated  on  the  principle  of 
invincible  error  or  invincible  ignorance,  which 
will  not  be  pleaded  in  excuse  for  him.  His  offeoct 
had  the  full  appearance  of  predeterminatioD,  be* 
cause  he  persevered  in  it,  though  warned  to  desist; 
declaring  that  he  was  only  asserting  matter  of  &cL 
Now,  when  the  whole  evidence  on  this  case  ii 
examined,  his  facts  appear  to  be  bottomed  od  bis 
own  suggestions,  from  beginning  to  end.  I  iia- 
pute  everything  that  he  has  done  to  the  source  of 
his  power;  and  thus  a  question  arises  betweea 
this  Government  and  that  of  Britain.  In  sucba 
case,  I  shall  justify  my  own  Government,  because 
I  believe  it  to  be  in  the  right.  And  I  think  the 
Administration  has  made  a  noble  stand  in  behalf 
of  the  offended  dignity  of  the  nation ;  and  I  hope 
the  resolution  before  us,  approving  of  that  coa- 
duct,  will  meet  the  unanimous  consent  of  the 
Committee. 

Mr.  PoTTBR  said,  as  he  vras  called  upon  to  rote 
on  this  resolution,  be  felt  it  his  doty  to  gire  his 
reasons  for  so  doing.  He  deemed  it  of  some  im- 
portance, to  examine  the  origin  of  this  business, 
and  to  take  a  view  of  it,  through  its  different  stages 
to  its  final  conclusion.  It  appears,  said  he,  that 
after  the  United  States  had  laid  the  embargo,  the 
Executive  instructed  our  Minister  in  London  to 
inform  the  British  nation  that  it  was  not  meaot 
in  hostility  to  them,  but  as  a  mere  innocent  mO' 
nicipal  regulation  of  our  own.  Whatever  tbef 
may  have  thoiight  of  it,  at  that  time,  they  sooa 
found  that  its  features  were  materially  changed. 
and  that  it  was  stripped  of  all  its  ioDOceDce,aDd 
held  up  in  this  country  as  a  coercive  measure; 
and  such  an  one  as,  if  continued  and  rigorooslf 
enforced  J  would  soon  bring  that  haughty,  imperi- 
ous nation,  to  a  sense  of  its  duty,  and  that  she 
would  be  compelled,  from  motives  of  self-preser- 
vation, to  do  us  justice.  Notwithstanding  they 
may  have  suffered  some  little  inconvenience  at 
first,  their  sullen  Ministry  scorned  to  cooiplaiik 
After  hearing  nothing  from  them,  and  sufferiaf 
very  much  ourselves,  our  Minister  in  LondoD.  1 
believe,  was  instructed  to  barter  away  this  iooo- 
cent  regulation  of  ours  for  their  great  system  of 
national  policy,  their  Orders  in  Council.  Thb 
attempt  failed,  and  all  we  got  for  this  offer,  were 
the  insolent  sarcasms  of  Mr.  Canning,  which 
were  too  much  for  any  American  to  bear.  Oar 
Administration,  thus,  finding  that  our  commerce 
was  ruined,  and  of  course  o«r  revenue  at  an  end^ 
our  expenses  increasing,  and  onr  Treasury  ex- 
hausting ;  and  having  already  seen  the  fate  oft 
former  Administration,  which  resorted  to  ioaos 
and  direct  taxes  to  support  this  Government,  audi 
like  prudent  mariners,  wishing  to  avoid  the  rock 
upon  which  a  former  Administration  had  split" 
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rts  anxious  to  find  out  some  plan  to  extricate  this 
oontry  from  the  rery  serioas  difficulties  it  was 
len  laboring  under;  and  their  good  sense  led  them 
11  to  the  same  remedy,  and  about  the  same  time ; 
irwefiod  all  the  Heads  of  Departments  (although 
}t  altogether,  yet  separately^  and  about  the  same 
me)  in  conrersation  with  the  British  Minister 
)  the  same  subject,  and  holding  nearly  the  same 
nguage — and  what  was  the  result  or  all  this? 
appears  that  Mr.  Erskine  communicated  what 
i  honestly  understood  to  be  the  meaning  and 
iteotions  of  our  Administration  to  Mr.  Canning, 
ho  then  transmitted  to  him  the  despatch  of  the 
)d  of  January,  containing  those  three  proposi- 
ons  which  he  had  supposed  would  be  acceptable 
iK,  and  would  form  the  basis  of  a  treaty.  This 
r,  is  the  manner  in  which  this  difficulty  origi- 
ited ;  and  it  would  hare  been  well  for  the  par- 
es in  this  conversation,  as  well  as  for  this  coun- 
y.  if  this  conversation  had  been  reduced  to  writ- 
f'j  for  it  appears,  that  when  Mr.  Erskine  received 
lis  despatch,  he  did  not  discover  anything  in  it 
ore  than  he  expected^  from  the  information  he 
id  given  to  Mr.  Canning;  but,  when  he  offered 
for  Mr.  Smith's  consideiation,  he  found,  for  the 
!st  time,  that  he  had  misunderstood  our  Govern- 
ent,  and  that  those  terms  were  not  only  inad- 
issible,  but  insolent.  Now,  sir,  it  is  clear  that 
e  despatch  of  the  23d  January  did  not  author- 
eMr.  Erskine  to  make  the  settlement  which  he 
^eed  to ;  nor  does  it  appear  that  he  was  asked 
f  Mr.  Smith  if  he  haa  any  other  instructions 
fferent  from  those,  nor  did  Mr.  Erskine  at  that 
me  pretend*  that  he  had  anv.  The  inference  to 
f  drawn  is  conclusive,  that  ne  had  not ;  because, 
he  had  previous  instructions  that  would  h|ive 
ithorized  the  settlement  that  he  made,  they  cer- 
inly  would  have  authorized  him  to  have  made 
e  settlement  first  contemplated  in  those  conver- 
tions,  which  was  of  importance  to  his  nation, 
ithoQt  waiting  for  the  despatch  of  January.  As 
!  did  not  do  it,  it  is  clear,  in  my  mind,  that  he 
id  no  power  before — that  the  despatch  gaVe  him 
me — ^and  it  does  not  appear  that  be  had  any 
terwards. 

Now,  sir,  what  was  it  the  duty  of  our  Govern- 
ent  under  all  circumstances  to  nave  done  ?  The 
irties  are  now  in  the  same  situation  as  to  pow- 
s  as  before  this  despatch  arrived,  although  Mr. 
mith  informs  Mr.  Jackson  that  he  understood 
at  Mr.  Erskine  had  two  sets  of  instructions  to 
gulate  his  conduct,  and  that  upon  one  of  them, 
hicb  never  had  been  communicated  to  himself 
the  public,  rested  the  jurisdiction  of  the  terms 
i^jly  agreed  upon.  This  I  &;ather  from  the  fol- 
wiog  sentence  in  a  letter  from  Mr.  Jackson  to 
r.  Smith: 

**  Yoa  have  informed  me  that  you  understood  that 
r.  Enkine  had  two  sets  of  instructions  by  which  to 
g;iilat«  his  eondact ;  and  that  upon  one  of  them, 
hich  had  not  been  eommunicated  either  to  you  or  to 
e  public,  was  to  be  rested  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
rms  fintily  agreed  upon  between  you  and  him." 
Pray,  sir,  how  did  Mr.  Smith  understand  this  ? 
[e  nys  it  was  not  communicated  to  him  nor  the 
ublic.   How  came  he  by  this  information?  Was 


it  not  the  duty  of  Mr.  Smith  to  have  demanded 
of  Mr.  Erskine  those  powers  before  this  settle* 
ment  was  made  and  finally  agreed  upon  ?  because 
it  was  the  opinion  of  all  parties,  that,  before  the 
despatch,  he  had  no  authority,  and  that  gave  him 
none,  and  it  has  never  been  pretended  that  he  bad 
any  subsequent  instructions.  As  this  agreement 
was  on  our  part  honestly  and  immediately  to  be 
carried  into  execution,  it  was  his  indispensable 
duty  to  have  seen  the  powers  of  the  British  Min- 
ister. It  might  have  been  otherwise  if  it  was  not 
to  be  carried  into  execution  until  ratified  by  both 
nations. 

Now,  sir,  if  it  is  proper  to  compare  small  things 
with  great — and  I  do  not  know  but  common  sense 
is  the  same  in  all  kinds  of  business— suppose  a 
gentleman  should  come  to  me  to  sell  me  your 
rear  estate,  and  we  should  converse  about  the 
terms,  and  when  it  was  found  that  we  probaUy 
could  agree  upon  the  price,  he  was  then  to  ob- 
serve that  he  would  apply  to  you  for  a  power  to 
make  tbe  deed,  and  our  bargain  is  suspended  for 
htm  to  produce  it,  and  that,  when  it  is  produced| 
the  terms  are  altered,  and  it  contains  no  power  to 
convey ;  what  would  be  the  conduct  of  a  prudenl 
man  about  to  pay  his  money  down  7  He  would 
wait  until  another  power  was  obtained  from  yoa 
authorizing  the  conveyance,  or  for  a  deed  exe^ 
cuted  by  yourself,  placing  no  reliance  on  his  re- 
sponsibility. Would  he  ro  upon  the  existence 
of  a  power  which,  in  the  first  instance, never  had 
been  even  pretended,  the  existence  of  which  had 
never  be^n  communicated  to  him  or  the  public? 
No,  sir,  he  would  demand  the  sight  of  this  invisi- 
ble, wonder-working,  miraculous  power.  Now, 
sir,  in  what  do  these  two  cases  differ?  I  presume, 
at  the  time  of  their  cdnversations,  the  first  thing 
to  be  attended  to  was  to  see  which  could  outdo 
the  other  in  politeness,  in  professions  of  personal 
respect,  and  then  in  professions  of  a  sincere  de- 
sire of  their  respective  nations  to  do  each  other 
justice,  and  to  terminate  in  an  amicable  and 
friendly  manner  all  former  differences  which  led 
to  the  conversation,  which  was  the  origin  of  thia 
business;  and  when  both  parties  were  together, 
nothing  was  wanting  but  a  power  in  Mr.  Erskine, 
which,  when  it  came,  was  found  incompetent. 
If,  therefore,  he  had  no  power  in  the  first  instance, 
the  despatch  gave  him  none,  and  we  hear  of  none 
until  after  the  disavowal ;  and  then  he  talks  of  the 
spirit  of  his  several  letters  of  instructions. 

Let  us  now,  sir,  examine  the  documents  for  the 
insult  alluded  to  in  the  resolution  before  us.  It 
really  seems  to  me  that  our  Government  had 
heard  so  much  of  the  insolence  of  this  Mr.  Jack- 
son, that  they  expected  to  be  insulted,  and  antici- 
pated it,  and  dismissed  him  to  prevent  its  occur- 
ring in  reality.  I  cannot  for  myself  see  any  in- 
sult that  is  offered  to  our  Government.  It  ap- 
pears that  Mr.  Jackson  was  urged  for  the  reasons 
of  the  disavowal ;  that  he  stated  it  was  entered 
into  without  competent  powers,  and  in  violation 
of  particular  instructions.  He  was  urged  again^ 
ana  made  the  same  answer.  The  question  would 
admit  of  no  other,  unless  he  had  acknowledo;ed 
that  it  was  entered  into  with  full  powers  in  Mr» 
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Erskine  so  to  do,  and  that  the  British  GoTern- 
roeDt  bad  dishonorably  refused  to  ratify  it.  Mr. 
Potter  quoted  the  following  as  the  offensive  pas- 
sages in  Mr.  Jackson's  letters : 

"  I  hare,  therefore,  no  hesitation  in  informing  jou 
that  His  Majesty  was  pleased  to  disarow  the  agree- 
ment concluded  between  you  and  Mr.  Erskine,  because 
it  was  concluded  in  violation  of  that  gentleman's  in- 
structions, and  altogether  without  authority  to  sub- 
scribe to  the  terms  of  it  These  instructions,  I  now 
understand  by  your  letter,  as  well  as  from  the  obrious 
deduction  which  I  took  the  liberty  of  making  in  mine 
of  the  11th  instant,  were,  at  the  time,  in  substance, 
made  known  to  you ;  no  stronger  illustration,  there- 
fore, can  be  given  of  the  deriation  from  them  which 
occurred  than  by  a  reference  to  the  terms  of  your 
agreement" 

**  I  have  shown  that  that  agreement  was  not  con- 
cluded in  virtue  of  a  full  power,  and  that  the  instruc- 
tions given  on  the  occasion  were  violated.*' 

^  When  I  informed  you  that  the  agreement  con- 
cluded here  in  April  last  had  been  framed  in  deviation 
from  the  instructions  given  for  the  occasion,  my  expla- 
nation was  intended  to  apply  to  both  parts  of  Uiat 
agreement;  that  nothing  required  by  the  most  scm- 

Sulons  accuracy  may  be  wanting,  I  now  add,  that  the 
eviation  consisted  in  not  recording  in  the  official  doc- 
ument signed  here  the  abrogation  of  the  President's 
proclamation  of  the  2d  of  July,  1607,  as  well  as  the 
two  reserves  specified  in  the  paper  of  memoranda  en- 
closed in  my  official  letter  to  ^ou  of  the  27th  ultimo. 
There  is  another  motive  for  the  disavowal  of  this  part 
of  the  arrangement,  considered  to  be  so  strong  and  so 
self-evident  upon  the  very  face  of  the  transaction,  Uiat 
I  am  not  commanded  to  do  more  than  indicate  it  in 
the  manner  I  have  already  done.  By  this  forbearance 
His  Majesty  conceives  that  he  is  giving  an  additional 
pledge  of  his  sincere  disposition  to  maintain  a  good 
understanding  with  the  United  States." 

'<  I  must  beg  your  very  particular  attention  to  the 
circumstance  that  His  Majesty's  ratification  has  been 
withheld,  not  because  the  agreement  was  concluded 
without  a  full  power,  but  because  it  was  altogether 
irreconcilable  to  the  instructions  on  which  it  was  pro- 
fessedly founded." 

**  Indubitably  his  agreement  would  nevertheless  haTe 
been  ratified  had  not  the  instructions,  which  in  this 
case  took  the.  place  of  a  full  power,  been  violated." 

In  all  these  passages,  Mr.  Potter  said  he  could 
see  no  insult. 

For  my  own  part,  said  he,  I  do  not  believe  the 
English  want  to  settle  with  us  at  this  time,  al- 
though they  may  have  wished  it  formerly,  be- 
cause all  our  restrictions  on  our  commerce  ope- 
rate in  her  favor.  Our  embargo  taught  her  a 
lesson  that  she  never  ought  to  have  known ; 
though  I  believe  it  was  laid  on  from  the  best  of 
motives.  It  taught  her  the  imbecility  of  our  own 
Government  to  carry  it  rigidly  into  execution; 
and  it  taught  her  the  value  of  her  possessions  in 
America,  and  that  she  could  do  without  us,  aod 
that  our  sufferings  by  the  measure  were  greater 
than  hers.  The  non-intercourse  operates  exclu- 
sively in  her  favor,  because  we  carry  our  produce 
half  way  for  her  to  neutral  ports  to  glut  the  mar- 
ket, and  sell  it  to  her  merchants  for  half  price. 
The  growers  of  the  produce  have  to  pay  two 


freights  instead  of  one.     And,  again,  Britisli 

f roods  are  smuggled  into  this  country  by  specQ- 
ators  belonging  to  no  nation,  and  restrained  by  oo 
law5.  The  Government  receives  nothing  for  da- 
ties,  and  the  people  get  goods  for  no  less  moDey. 
Even  our  own  vessels  take  out  a  coasting  lieeose. 
and  go  direct  to  Great  Britain,  notwithsundiog 
the  prohibition  of  the  non-intercourse  law. 

We  have  been  insulted  and  plundered  for  fif- 
teen years  past  by  the  belligerent  nations ;  and, 
to  be  sure,  sir,  we  have  borne  It  with  Chrisiian 
patience,  upon  the  principle^  I  presume,  that  it  is 
better  to  suffer  wrong  than  to  ao  wrong.  When 
we  have  been  smote  on  one  cheek,  we  have  turDed 
the  other.  When  they  have  taken  our  cloak  we 
have  been  ready  to  give  up  our  coat,  and  to  ask 
what  they  would  please  to  have  next.  We  bare 
declared  many  years  since,  if  my  memory  serres 
me,  that  we  were  the  most  wise  and  enlighteoed 
nation  in  the  world,  and  at  another  time  we  bare 
seriously  declared  that  we  would  not  submit. 
Notwithstanding  all  this,  when  we  have  been  io- 
suited  by  one  nation  we  protest,  when  by  anoiba 
we  remonstrate,  and  when  a  national  ship  is  at- 
tacked in  our  own  waters,  in  sight  of  the  smoke 
of  our  chimneys,  we  Issue  a  proclamation;  aad, 
last  of  all,  when  many  gentlemen  think  that  we 
have  been  grossly  insulted  by  a  foreign  Minister, 
that  stain  is  to  be  wiped  away  by  the  force  oft 
joint  resolution.  If  an  individual  finds  fault  with 
one  nation's  abusing  as,  his  remark  is  immedi- 
ately met  by  observing,  that  other  nations  bare 
abused  us  as  much.  If  we  apply  to  France  to  do 
us  justice^  she  says  we  must  resist  the  Orden  ia 
Council  of  Great  Britain,  and  help  her  to  restore 
the  freedom  of  the  seas.  American  commerce 
will  then  have  acquired  all  its  liberty,  and  will 
be  sure  of  finding  favor  in  the  ports  of  France. 
If  we  apply  to  Great  Britain  for  justice,  we  are 
told  that  we  must  resist  the  Berlin  decree.  We 
have  been  expecting  justice  from  those  natioos 
because  we  were  just  ourselves;  but  natiooal 
justice  and  honor  are  now  out  of  the  question 
with  those  nations,  and  avarice,  ambition,  aod 
power,  are  substituted  in  their  room.  It  is  not 
enough  for  us  to  fold  up  our  arms  and  consider, 
because  we  are  just  and  honest,  that  we  are  the 
peculiar  favorites  of  Heaven,  and  are  to  be  ec- 
tirely  exempt  from  the  calamities  that  are  now 
overwhelming  the  civilized  world.  We  most 
prepare  for  the  worst.  I  would  make  a  firm  aod 
temperate  declaration  of  our  neutral  rights,  aod  i 
would  demand  of  France  and  England  a  rec(^- 
nition  of  them.  In  the  meantime  I  would  per- 
mit the  merchants  to  arm  in  defence  of  those 
rights,  acting  only  in  the  defensive,  instrnctiog 
them  in  such  manner  as  that  no  act  of  theirs 
should  commit  the  peace  of  the  country.  Tbis, 
sir,  would  replenish  your  Treasury,  and  prerent 
the  necessity  of  resorting  to  loans  and  direct 
taxes.  The  merchan  ts  have  already  become  rery 
rich  by  the  commerce  of  the  country,  and  tbey 
know  best  how  to  manage  their  o^n  affairs,  u 
they  should  lose  a  few  vessels  carrying  to  market 
the  surplus  produce  of  this  country,  it  vould  be 
no  loss  to  the  country.     What  the  merchant  lost 
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the  farmer  would  gain ;  the  property  would  all  be 
ia  the  country. 

As  to  this  resolution,  I  am  against  it  on  gen- 
eral principles.  I  never  did  vote  for  a  resolve  of 
approbation,  or  for  an  address  under  any  Admin- 
istration, nor  ever  will.  If  we  can  have  resolu- 
tioos  to  approve,  we  can  have  them  to  disap- 
prove; and  it  ought  to  be  a  suflScient  consolation 
to  the  President,  and  I  presume  it  is,  to  believe 
that  he  squares  his  c^pduct  by  the  Constitution, 
and  that  it  meets  the  approbation  of  his  own  con- 
icieoce.  But  this,  I  presume,  is  to  be  held  up  to 
convince  forei^ii  nations  that  we  are  not  divided, 
and  that  we  will  stand  by  our  Gbvernment.  At 
the  last  session,  this  business  of  approving  was 
considered  anti-republiean,and  the  minority  could 
not  then  be  permitted,  to  approve  the  President's 
coodact.  It  was  then  of  no  importance  to  be 
unanimous ;  but  now  it  seems  as  though  every- 
thing that  was  near  and  dear  to  us  depended  on 
the  passage  of  this  joint  resolution.  I  have  known 
one  President  ruined  by  addresses  and  votes  of 
approbation ;  it  was  then  held  up  that  the  mi* 
Dority  was  opposed  to  the  Administration,  and 
that  we  were  aoroad  considered  a  divided  people; 
and  the  President  was  addressed  from  States, 
corporations,  and  societies,  from  all  parts  of  the 
United  States,  approving  everything  he  had  done, 
and  pledging  their  lives  and  fortunes  to  support 
him  in  anything  he  might  do.  Instead  of  his 
taking  this  as  a  mere  compliment,  that  cost  noth- 
ing, he  took  it  all  in  earnest ;  but  as  soon  as  his 
Constitutional  period  of  re-election  came  round, 
the  people  soon  convinced  him  of  his  error,  and 
dismissed  him  from  office,  which  gave  him  such 
offence  that  he  has  declared  war  against  himself, 
his  own  conduct;  and  Administration,  and  has 
eren  extended  his  resentment  beyond  the  grave, 
and  charged  almost  all  the  unpopular  acts  of  his 
Administration  upon  one  of  the  greatest  men  the 
world  ever  knew,  and  who  is  not  in  existence  to 
answer  for  himself;  when  there  was  not  one  of 
those  acts,  during  his  Administration,  but  what, 
if  he  had  refused  his  signature  and  approbation, 
eonld  have  been  ne^tived,  as  there  was  not  a 
Constitutional  majority  to  carry  any  one  of  them 
without  his  approbatiou.  Perhaps  tlie  same  thing 
is  now  to  be  urged  as  was  then — a  division  among 
the  people^  and  the  necessity  of  uniting.  There 
is  no  division  amon^  the  people  now ;  there  was 
none  then  ;  the  division  is  between  the  ins  and 
ottff.  The  ina  want  to  keep  in,  and  the  outs  want 
to  get  in,  and  the  division  is  not  so  much  among 
the  neople  as  it  is  among  those  who  want  the 
people's  money;  and  they  now  understand  this 
thing  very  well,  and  have  found  that  the  question 
never  has  been,  in  reality,  how  much  of  their 
money  should  be  spent,  but  who  should  have  it ; 
not  how  the  Government  should  be  administered, 
but  who  should  administer  it ;  and  not  how  many 
offices  should  be  created,  but  who  should  fill  them. 
That  there  are  parties  in  the  United  States  can- 
not be  denied,  and  that  it  is  for  the  interest  of  the 
feople  that  it  should  be  so  is  equally  true ;  and 
could  wish,  let  whatever  party  may  have  the 
ascendency  in  the  United  States,  that  they  may 


have  but  a  small  majority,  which  will  make  themk 
more  attentive  to  business,  and  more  circumspect 
in  their  conduct,  knowing  that  a  few  changes 
may  place  them  in  a  minority;  but  I  consider  it 
otherwise  whenever  a  party  come  into  power 
with  an  overwhelming  majority. 

This  resolution  has  for  its  object  not  only  the 
approbating  of  the  President's  conduct,  but  the 
reprobating  that  of  a  foreign  Minister,  and  con- 
victing him  of  a  gross,  premeditated  insult.  Mr. 
Jackson  onlv  persists  in  asserting  what  he  knew 
himself,  and  that  was,  that  Mr.  Erskine  had  no 
other  instructions  than  those  of  the  23d  of  Jan« 
uarv,  and  that  the  settlement  made  was  not  only 
witnout  authority,  but  in  violation  of  those -In- 
structions; he  does  not  say  that  our  Qovernment 
knew  or  did  not  know  he  had  no  other,  but  merely 
states  what  he  knew  himself.  For  my  own  part 
I  consider  his  dismissal  as  a  hasty,  imprudent 
measure,  although  I  could  have  seen  no  great 
ffood  to  be  derived  by  his  staying,  as  the  terma 
held  out  in  the  despatch  to  Mr.  Erskine  could 
never  have  be^n  submitted  to;  but  as  his  stay  ia 
this  country  could  have  done  us  no  possible  in« 
jury,  and  his  dismissal,  and  in  the  manner  it  has 
taken  place,  and  the  way  we  are  now  following 
it  up,  may  have  a  tendency  to  precipitate  us  into 
a  war  unprepared,  which  I  consider  one  of  the 
greatest  evils  that  can  afflict  any  nation,  I  think 
It  would  have  been  well  to  have  extended  our 
patience  and  forbearance  in  this  respect  a  little 
farther. 

Mr.  Dana. — A  solemn  legislative  decision  ia 
proposed  by  the  resolution  now  before  us  from 
the  Senate. 

As  it  regards  a  public  Minister,  accredited  from 
one  of  the  great  belligerent  Powers  of  Europ^ 
our  relations  with  that  Power  ma)r  be  considerea 
as  within  the  fair  range  of  discussion. 

This  country  has  claimed  the  privilege  of  a 
neutral  Power — one  of  whose  eminent  duties  is, 
a  conduct  strictly  and  truly  impartial  between 
the  respective  parties  engaged  in  war.  Of  course 
the  purport  of  this  resolution  may  be  compared 
with  the  tenor  of  our  conduct  respecting  the  great 
rival  belligerent,  and  our  relations  with  this 
Power  may  be  properly  taken  into  consideration. 
The  question,  therefore,  is  open  to  a  discussion 
of  our  affairs  with  Great  Britain  and  Prance. 

The  resolution  proposes  to  declare  a  determi- 
nation  to  employ  the  full  force  of  the  nation  in  a 
certain  event.  To  execute  this  declaration  may 
require  various  means,  and  means  highly  inte- 
resting to  our  country.  When,  therefore,  we  are 
considering  the  propriety  of  making  a  declaration 
so  serious,  we  may  inquire  respecting  our  naval 
and  military  means  of  enforcing  it.  We  may  in- 
quire, what  auementation  of  our  naval  and  mili- 
tary force  would  be  necessary ;  what  is  contem- 
plated, and  what  are  our  pecuniary  resources  for 
meeting  the  extraordinary  expenditure  which 
may  be  requisite. 

The  resolution  has  reference  to  a  public  Min- 
ister of  the  highest  order  ever  sent  from  this  coun- 
try. We  have  in  our  statutes  provided  for  tend- 
ing abroad  no  Minister  of  a  higher  grade  than 
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that  of  Minister  Plenipotentiary  or  Envoy  Ez- 
Iraordinary.  As  it  respects  the  intercourse  with 
the  foreign  world,  and  the  rules  established  by 
the  maxims  of  public  law^  and  the  general  usaf^es 
of  civilized  nations,  this  is  not  a  question  which 
concerns  only  the  ITnited  States,  and  which  we 
can  determine  by  our  separate  vote.  It  is  a  ques- 
tion to  which  the  whole  civilized  world  is  party, 
because  implicating  principles  which  it  has  sanc- 
tioned ;  and  in  our  proceedings  upon  it  we  should 
Dot  act  in  a  manner  which  would  make  us  blush 
if  the  whole  civilized  world  were  present  to  wit- 
ness our  deliberations. 

These  general  considerations  are  connected 
with  the  resolution,  in  addition  to  another  inter- 
esting inquiry,  whether  the  terms  of  ihe  resolu- 
tion are  warranted,  in  point  of  fact,  by  the  trans- 
actions which  have  taken  place,  as  they  appear  in 
eridenoe  before  us. 

The  subjects  which  I  hare  mentioned  are  so 
iBtrioate  and  so  various  and  so  vast,  that  a  com- 
plete discussion  of  them  is  what  I  do  not  here  ad- 
renture  to  undertake,  but  to  a  parr  of  them  I  pro- 
pose to  direct  some  observations. 

Before  I  particularly  examine  the  resolution,  I 
request  permission  to  state  certain  positions,  in 
which  I  agree,  so  that  gentlemen  may  know  where 
we  agree  and  where  we  differ;  because,  in  this 
ease,  as  in  others,  I  would  diminish  the  grounds  of 
controversy. 

Without  going  back  to  the  full  extent  of  our 
wrongs  from  Great  Britain  and  France,  I  recur  to 
decrees  affecting  neutral  commerce  which  have 
been  issued  by  the  Dictator  of  Continental  Eu- 
rope, and  to  orders  issued  by  the  British  King  in 
Council.  Omittingaparticulardiscussionofthem, 
I  wish  to  be  distinctly  understood  as  avowing  that 
I  do  not  approve  either  the  one  or  the  other ;  find, 
from  the  most  deliberate  judgment  which  I  have 
been  able  to  form,  on  such  examination  as  I  bave 

fiven  them,  I  express  my  disapprobation  of  both, 
consider  them  both  as  neither  consistent  with 
the  rights  of  the  United  States,  nor  warranted  by 
the  principles  of  public  law.  And  I  utterly  dis- 
claim the  whole  doctrine  of  belligerent  blockade, 
without  a  blockading  force.  The  principles  on 
which  these  opinions  are  founded,  I  will  not  de- 
tain the  House  by  stating  at  the  present  time. 

Further,  I  agree  that  the  conditions  stated  in 
the  despatch  from  Mr.  Canning  to  Mr.  Erskine, 
of  the  23d  January,  1809,  (especially  the  two  last 
of  them  J  are  such  as  ought  not  to  be  admitted 
explicitly  or  by  implication  on  the  part  of  this 
Government.  I  admit  not  only  that  we  ought  not 
to  stipulate  that  the  British  navy  might  take  our 
vessels,  but  that  we  should  not,  even  by  implica- 
tion, cede  the  principle  itself.  Of  course,  there- 
fore, I  do  not  admit,  when  any  vessel  of  the  Brit- 
iah,  under  their  Orders  in  Council,  should  have 
taken  one  of  our  vessels,  violating  a  law  of  the 
United  States,  that  it  would  not  be  perfectly  com- 
petent for  the  United  States  to  take  cognizance 
of  the  question  whether  she  had  violated  our  laws 
or  not ;  for  it  would  be  a  question  solely  between 
our  Government  and  its  citizens.  To  have  a  law 
of  the  United  States  to  be  executed  by  the  Brit- 


ish navy,  under  the  cognizance  of  their  Adminlty, 
would  be  to  relinquish  an  attribute  of  our  sover- 
eignty, and  to  abandon  the  precious  daty  of  exe- 
cuting judgment  in  noercy. 

I  further  agree  that  the  privilege  of  a  foreign 
Minister  here  accredited  does  not  extend  to  charg- 
ing the  Government  of  my  country  with  the  de* 
testable  turpitude  of  intentional  fatsificatioo  in  a 
matter  of  fact ;  and,  on  this  subject,  I  do  not  inqatie 
whether  the  charge  be  well  or  ill  founded.  It  is 
not  admissible  within  the  principles  of  dipiomatic 
intercourse.  If  the  Government  submit  to  it  ia 
terms,  intercourse,  on  the  principles  of  eqaaliij, 
must  cease. 

I  agree,  further,  that  the  immunity  of  a  foreiga 
Minister  here  accredited  does  not  extend  to  ea- 
tering  a  public  appeal  against  the  Executive  ai- 
ministration,  Whether  the  appeal  be  well  or  ill 
founded,  in  point  of  fact,  it  is 'not  for  the  foreign 
Minister  to  put  the  Administration  of  this  coqd- 
try  upon  its  arraignment  at  the  public  bar ;  it  is 
not  for  him,  through  the  medium  of  the  press,  to 
profess  peace  towards  the  people,  and  proclaim 
war  against  the  palace. 

I  agree  further,  that  the  President  of  the  United 
States  has  the  Constitutional  competence  to  re- 
ceive Ambassadors  and  other  public  Mini»ten, 
and  that,  in  the  power  to  receive  is  included  the 
power  to  refuse  (or  reasonable  cause,  and  that  he  is 
constitutionally  the  judge  of  this  reasonable  cause. 
Whenever,  therefore,  a  foreign  Minister  has  com- 
mitted an  offence  for  which  he  ought  to  be  re- 
fused liberty  to  communicate  with  the  Admiois- 
tration,  the  President  may  refuse  it.  If  an  ofience 
more  gross  has  been  committed,  for  which  the 
Minister  ought  to  be  required  to  depart  from  the 
United  States,  the  President  may  order  hisd^ 
parture.  If  the  Minister  has  committed  an  atro- 
cious crime  for  which  he  ought  to  suffer  corporeal 
punishment,  the  President  may  order  him  to  be 
sent  home,  that  be  may  be  punished  by  his  owq 
Government ;  and  the  gentlemen  of  the  sword 
are  the  proper  officers  to  be  employed  for  this 
purpose.  As  the  Minister  has  a  rank  of  high 
public  trust,  let  him  be  treated  with  public  de- 
cency; but,  in  a  case  of  atrocious  erimioalitf, 
let  the  proceeding  hare  the  character  of  decisioo, 
that  he  may  be  duly  punished.  Such  1  admit  to  be 
the  power  of  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
Without  any  statute  whatever  exi:>ting  on  the 
subject. 

Having  made  these  admisaions,  I  may  hope 
gentlemen  will  acknowledge  that  I  am  aot  so- 
licitous to  extend  the  poinu.of  difference  be 
tween  us. 

The  inquiry  arises,  whether  the  language  of 
this  resolution  is  warranted  by  facts,  as  they' ap- 
pear before  us  7  On  this  point  I  am  williog,  at 
this  time,  to  waive  dispute ;  not  that  I  admit  the 
resolution  to  be  warranted  in  point  of  fact,  for 
the  documents  laid  before  us,  together  with  the 
Messages  of  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
afford  matter  for  much,  very  much  obserratioa 
intcre&ting  to  the  country.  But  on  that  subject 
I  will  not  now  occupy  the  time  of  the  Hou^ei 
for,  in  the  riew  which  I  take  of  the  resolutioo,  I 
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propose  to  consider  it  on  the  basi^  of  what  is  eon- 
ained  in  the  letter  of  (he  23d  of  NoTember  from 
Mr.  Smith,  the  Secretary  of  State,  to  Mr.  Pink- 
lejf,  our  Minister  in  London,  and  the  Message  of 
he  President,  communicated  to  Congress  at  the 
)peDtDg  of  this  session.    I  am  not,  at  present, 
ibout  to  dispute  whether  an  adjustment  of  dif- 
fereDces  was  probable;  I  may  even  admit  that. 
After  the  irritating  and  disgusting  circumstances 
itceDding  the  correspondence  between  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  and  Mr.  Jackson,  it  was  not  prob- 
able that  they  would  have  come  to  any  definite 
adjustment ;  and  I  am  willing  to  admit  that  Mr. 
Jackson  may  hare  waited  for  proposals  to  be  made 
to  him,  as  proposals  were  made  to  France — ^with- 
OQt  this  Power  haying  first  made  proposals  to  u»— 
if  I  do  not  misunderstand  the  President's  Message. 
Taking  up  this  resolution  and  the  letter  from 
the  Secrerary  of  State  t6  Mr.  Pinkney,  I  ask,  in 
the  first  place,  what  is  the  import  of  the  resolu- 
tion ?    Is  it  merely  approbating  the  conduct  of 
the  President  of  the  Uoited  States,  and  a  mani- 
festation of  respect  and  decorum  towards  him  ? 
For  myself,  if  it  be  merely  the  language  of  appro* 
batioo  of  the  conduct  of  the  President  of  the  Uni- 
ted States,  I  am  not  making  objection  to  it  on 
(he  ground  that  we  ought  not  to  pass  a  vote  of 
approbation.     I  am  afilicted  with  no  scruples  of 
that  son.    If  gentlemen  who  opposed  a  resolu- 
tion of  approbation  at  the  last  session,  choose  now 
to  support  this  resolution  on  the  principle  which 
tbey  then  opposed,  it  is  not  for  me  to  object  to  it 
for  such  cause.    If  they  are  disposed  to  consider 
their  former  arguments  as  so  many  collections  of 
straw,  it  is  not  for  me  to  deny  to  the  gentlemen 
the  pririlege  of  o7erturning  and  destroying  such 
works  of  their  own  hands.    Nay.  further,  if  this 
resolution  is  to  be  considered  as  having  the  nature 
of  a  joint  address  to  the  President  of  the  United 
Slates,  I  make  no  objection  on  that  account. 
Some  gentlemen  may  heretofore  hare  seemed  to 
be  afflicted  at  the  manner  of  addressing  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  Slates  as  being  too  adulatory. 
I  am  not  troubled  with  their  past  scruples  on  the 
stibject  of  addresses,  and,  considering  this  as  a 
joint  address  to  the  President,  should  make  no 
such  objection. 

If  the  principle  of  approbation  be  considered  as 
involving  an  equal  ri^nt  to  censure,  I  make  no  ob* 
jectioD  to  the  resolution  on  that  account.  But  of 
this  sobject  I  would  be  cautious,  because  I  might 
censure  wrongly.  The  President  might  have 
reasons  for  his  conduct  which  I  did  not  know.  I 
wonld  be  cautious  also,  because  if  I  should  cen- 
tre where  censure  ought  not  to  be  pronounced, 
1  might  do  injury  by  concurring  in  a  procedure 
tending  to  diminish  the  confidence  of  the  nation 
io  the  Chief  Magistrate. 

But  this  is  not  a  resolution  merely  approbating 
the  conduct  of  the  President  of  the  United  States. 
It  is  not  called  for  by  anything  which  has  been 
^one.  It  is  not  conformable  to  the  true  spirit  of 
^bat  has  taken  place.  It  is  rather  reproachful  to 
{be  President  than  honoring  him  with  praise.  It 
^  &  denunciation  of  a  foreign  Minister  h#re  ae- 
ctedited ;  it  is  expressed  in  fiinguage  which  your 


Chief  Magistrate  would  not  adopt  in  his  Message 
to  Congress,  and  which  he  did  not  authorize  m 
addressing  our  Minister  abroad.  Sir,  public  Min* 
isters  and  other  public  men  may  be  exposed  to 
wrongs  of  two  kinds,  personal  violence,  and  vio* 
lenee  done  to  their  reputation.  The  case  is  rare 
indeed  in  which  a  public  Minister,  a  Secretary  of 
State,  or  Head  of  any  other  Department  commits 
an  ofience,  legally  exposing  him  to  corporeal  pun- 
ishment. But  on  a  question  of  decorum  should 
we  permit  ourselves  to  outrage  it  ?  When  repre- 
hending a  violation  of  decorum,  shall  we  ourselves 
violate  it  ?  Sir,  I  request  you  to  look  at  the  letter 
written  bjr  the  Secretary  of  State,  under  the  di- 
rection or  the  President,  to  our  Minister  in  Lon- 
don. I  will  not  say  that  the  Secretory  of  State, 
in  his  letter  to  Mr.  Pinkney,  meant  to  affirm  that 
those  printers  in  this  eouiitry  who  publish  mat- 
ters affecting  the  reputation  of  a  public  Minister, 
might  be  prosecuted  at  common  law  here,  and  be 
subjected  to  fine  and  imprisonment,  at  the  discre- 
tion of  the  court ;  and  yet,  if  that  be  not  his  mean- 
ing, where  is  the  law  to  which  a  foreign  Minister 
could  have  recourse  ?  But  his  language  at  least 
shows,  that  he  considers  a  wrong  done  to  the  rep- 
utation of  a  public  Minister  as  an  injury  for 
which  he  may  reasonably  complain,  as  be  may 
for  a  wrong  done  to  his  person ;  and  that  however 
freely  our  citizens  may  speak  or  publish  their  sen- 
timents, it  is  not  proper  in  our  public  acts  to 
speak  wantonly  against  any  person  coming  here 
in  a  public  character  from  a  foreign  Qovernment. 
When  a  public  Minister  has  been  admitted  to 
come  here  in  the  faith  of  an  honorable  reception, 
shall  the  National  Legislature  undertake  to  blast 
his  character  ?  Gentlemen  will  feel  it  as  becom- 
ing them  to  be  cautious  of  inflicting  this  wound 
on  the  reputation  of  a  stranger,  having  a  public 
trust  of  high  distinction  and  thus  honorably  re- 
ceived by  our  Administration,  especially  when 
they,  are  not  warranted  by  the  course  adopted  on 
the  part  of  the  Administration. 

Let  us  then,  sir,  compare  the  language  of  this 
resolution  with  the  language  adopted  by  the  Pres- 
dent  of  the  United  States.  The  resolution  char- 
f es  '<  Francis  J.  Jackson  Minister  Plenipotentiary 
of  His  Britannic  Majesty  near  the  United  States,'' 
with  having  used,  in  official  correspondence,  a  Ian* 
goage  highly  indecorous  and  insolent;  and  then, 
going  on  in  fotm  of  elaborate  climax,  language 
still  more  insolent  and  affronting;  next,  outrage- 
ous and  premeditated  insults ;  then,  a  still  more 
direct  and  aggravated  insult  and  affront  to  the 
American  people  and  their  Gk)Vernment,  an  insidi-* 
ous  attempt  to  excite  resentments  and  distrusts; 
and  lastly,  appealing  through  false  or  fallacious 
disguises.  Let  us  now  observe  in  what  manner 
the  President  has  thought  proper  to  speak  by  the 
Secretary  of  State,  with  respect  to  what  is  called 
the  appeal  in  the  letter,  headed  ^''  Circular,''  and 
purporting  to  be  a  letter  from  Mr.  Jackson  to  the 
British  Consuls  in  the  United  States.  After  sta- 
ting it  in  the  letter  to  Mr.  Pinkney,  the  Secretary 
of  State  remarks  "  it  can  only  be  regarded  as  a 
*  virtual  address  to  the  American  people  of  a  rep- 
I  ^  resentatioo  previously  addressed  to  their  Govern- 
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'  meDt;  a  procedure  which  caoDot  fkil  to  be  seeD 
^  in  its  true  light  by  his  SoTereign."  So  much  on 
that  subject.  With  respect  to  the  other,  there  is 
this  general  phraseology :  "  The  observations  to 

*  which  so  much  extent  has  been  given  in  this  letter, 
'  with  those  contained  in  the  correspondence  with 
'  Mr.  Jackson,  will  make  you  fully  acquainted 
'  with  the  conduct  and  the  character  he  has  de- 
'  veloped ;  with  the  necessity  of  the  step  taken  in 
^  refusing  further  communications  with  him,  and 

*  with  the  grounds  on  which  the  President  in- 
'  strncts  you  to  request  that  he  may  be  imme- 
<  diately  recalled.    You  are  particularly  instruct- 

*  ed  at  the  same  time,  in  making  those  commu- 
'  nications,  to  do  it  in  a  manner  that  will  leave  no 
^  doubt  of  tha  undiminished  desire  of  the  United 

*  States  to  unite  in  all  the  means,  the  best  calcu- 
'  lated  to  establish  the  relations  of  the  two  coun- 

*  tries  on  the  solid  foundation  of  justice,  of  friend- 
[  ship,  and  of  mutual  interest."  Considering  this 
instructioD  as  marking  the  disposition  of  the  Ex- 
ecutive, does  the  resolution  before  us  correspond 
with  that  disposition  as  expressed  in  the  letter  to 
our  Minister  at  London,  or  in  the  President's  Mes- 
sage to  Congress  at  the  opening  of  the  present 
session  ? 

Much  has  been  said  (not  however  on  this  floor) 
of  some  case  or  cases  m  which  a  similar  course 
is  supposed  to  have  been  deemed  necessary ;  and 
a  case  has  been  mentioned  of  a  Minister  from  the 
Court  of  Vienna  in  the  reiffn  of  George  the  First. 
But,  as  it  has  notbeen  urged  in  this  debate,  I  content 
myself  at  this  time  with  observing,  that  the  case 
of  the  Imperial  Minister  (De  Palm)  was  essen- 
tially distinguished  from  the  present,,  and  that  as 
far  as  I  recollect  it  I  find  nothing  to  warrant  the 
resolution  before  us. 

I  have  some  objection,  however,  to  the  present 
resolution,  because  it  seems,  although  I  do  not 
here  charge  it  as  a  fact,  to  have  been  too  much 
copied  from  a  precedent  to  be  found  in  a  resolu- 
tion of  a  British  House  of  Commons  respecting 
an  affair  materially  different;  and  in  some  part 
there  seems  to  have  been  copied  a  language  net- 
ter  adapted  to  auxiliaries  in  pugilism  than  to  the 
legislators  of  a  great  and  enlightened  Republic,  a 
language  which  the  British  Parlii^ent  did  not 
address  to  their  King.  A  resolution  was  moved 
in  the  House  of  Commons  for  an  address ;  and 
on  that  motion  there  was  objection  as  to  manner 
of  expression,  although  the  resolution  was  ulti- 
mately carried  without  a  contradictory  vote. 
But  in  the  joint  Address  of  the  Houses  otParlia- 
ment  to  the  King,  the  phraseology  was  varied, 
and  they  did  not  address  him  in  the  style  of  box- 
ing familiarity. 

Thus  far,  sir,  I  have  considered  the  resolution 
before  us  as  not  warranted  by  the  official  language 
of  the  President  of  the  United  States  and  the  Sec- 
reUry  of  State.  In  addition  to  what  has  already 
been  observed  with  this  view,  it  is  to  be  noted, 
that  the  President,  in  his  Message  to  Congress, 
has  not  even  mentioned  Mr.  Jackson's  circular 
letter  to  the  British  Consuls.  This  lettter,  indeed, 
and  its  being  put  into  circulation,  are  noticed,  but 
not  with  laborious  hardness  of  phrase,  in  the  let-  I 


ter  of  the  23d  of  November,  from  Secretary  Smiik 
to  Mr.  Pinkney.  But  the  President  of  the  Uoiied 
States  did  not  regard  the  subject  as  worthy  to  be 
named  by  him  when  giving  to  Congress  informt- 
tionof  the  state  of  the  Union  and  recofflmeDdiog 
the  measures  necessary  and  expedient. 

The  President's  Message  and  the  Secretaij-s 
letter  appear  expressive  of  a  dispositioo  lo  ase 
language  which  should  not  in  its  manoer  be  offen* 
sive  to  the  British  Qo  vera  men  t  itself,  and  to  sus- 
pend proceedings  of  an. hostile  character  until  an 
answer  may  be  received  from  that  GorernmeDl 
This  resolution  appears  to  be  formed  on  directlr 
opposite  principles.   What,  sir !  can  Congress, can 
any  men  think  it  necessary  to  say  that  they  will 
support  the  President  in  refusing  to  recei  re  a  com- 
munication from  a  foreign  Minister,  or,  that  they 
will  support  him  with  the  whole  force  of  the  na- 
tion in  so  refusing  ?    You  do  not  expect  the  Mia- 
ister  to  force  a  communication  on  toe  Pre^ideoL 
This  is  too  absurd,  and  cannot  be  the  real  meao- 
ing  of  the  resolution.    The  only  manly  idea  in- 
tended to  be  conveyed  to  the  resolution  in  this 
respect,  would  be,  that  the  Congress  mean  to  sup- 
port the  President  in  a  conflict  with  the  British 
Qovernment  eventually.    Why,  sir,  is  such  lan- 
guage at  the  present  time  proposed  for  adopiioo, 
as  if  it  were  either  necessary  ur  expedient?   The 
British  Government  perhaps  may  not  be  perfectly 
satisfied  with  the  conduct  of  this  Adminisiratioo 
towards  the  Minister  from  Great  Britain  to  the 
United  States,  and  yet  it  might  be  thought  proper 
to  recall  him ;  because  unacceptable  to  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  because  the  P/esideot 
has  requested  his  recall,  and  because  under  existiog 
circumstances  the  further  continuance  of  such  a 
Minister  in  this  country  might  not  be  useful  to 
the  Government  that  sent  him.    Do  you  wish  to 
place  the  afiair  in  such  a  state  as  to  render  it  pe- 
culiarly difficult  for  the  British  Gh)veraiQent  to 
recall  him,  except  in  prelude  to  war  1 

Do  you  approbate  the  procedure  of  the  Presi- 
dent in  causing  application  to  be  made  by  the 
Secretary,  of  State  in  a  style  of  guarded  decoruo, 
instructing  the  American  Minister  at  London  to 
request  the  recall  of  the  British  Minister  who  has 
been  here  received,  and  will  you  send  a  menace 
to  accompany  the  request  1    In  this  view  what 
is  the  proposed  resolution,  if  it  be  anytbio^l 
What  is  meant  by  a  solemn  pledge  to  the  world 
for  calling  into  action  the  whole  force  of  a  natioo, 
eventually,  against  a  foreign  Power?    If  laih 
guage  has  certainty  of  meaning,  it  is  a  prori- 
sional  defiance  of  war,  solemnly  made  known  to 
the  world — ^a  national  challenge  to  battle.    Have 
you  weighed  fully  all  that  is  implied  io  this  defi- 
ance of  war  1    Are  you  prepared  to  sustain  it  fully 
by'  all  your  means  ?    Or,  can  you  say  that  yon  do 
not  intend  this  ?    Is  it  possible  that  the  represeo- 
tatives  of  the  people  of  the  United  Stales  cao 
solemnly  announce  to  the  world  a  pledge  to  call 
into  action  the  whole  force  of  the  nation,  and  yet 
that  it  can  be  all  idle  words?    That  iii  fact  they 
intend  to  do  no  such  thing  as  they  promise  ?   Are 
we  indeed  prepared  to  pronounce  ourselves  falleo 
thus  low  ? 
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Coosidering  gentlemen  as  serioas  in  announc- 
ing this   pledge  to  the  world,  and  giving  this 
Dational  defiance  to  war,  I  ask  what  is  to  be  the 
result  of  the  coDfiict  if  we  are  not  prepared  for  It, 
and  bow  far  are  We  prepared  ?    This  inquiry  sug- 
gests an  attention  to  the  resolution  under  two  dif- 
ferent aspects,  as  we  know  the  relations  of  Execu- 
tiTe  departments  to  be  affected  or  varied  accord- 
ing to  views  of  peace  or  war.    On  questions  of 
^reat  national   controversy,  the  Department  of 
State  has  in  charge  to  attend  to  those  gratifying 
themes,  the  rights,  the  honor,  and  dignity  or  the 
nation  and  Qovernment.    And  these  themes  may 
be  presented  the  more  for  public  attention  as  the 
riate  of  affdirs  becomes  hostile,  until  their  most 
imposiDg  inflaence  over  the  public  passions  is 
realized  amidst  the  operations  of  declared  war. 
In  a  state  of  peace,  the  Department  of  the  Trea- 
sury may  attract  regard  from  redundance  of  rev- 
enue and  extinction  of  debt,  and  projects  of  im- 
provement.   But  the  frown  of  war  reverses  the 
scene.    On  this  Department  is  now  devolved  the 
task  of  devising  ways  and  means  for  supplying 
extraordinary  expenditure  or  waste.    The   un- 
grateful subjects  of  attention  are  the  exhaustion 
of  the  Treasury — loans — taxation — the  option  of 
difficulties  in  procuring  money — the  choice  be- 
tween different  modes  ofimposing  pecuniary  bur- 
dens on  the  people.    If  this  resolution  be  pursued 
according  to  its  import,  additional  charges  on  the 
people  must  be  required.     To  give  eclat  to  the 
Department  of  State,  can  you  be  willing  to  em- 
barrass the  Department  of  the  Treasury  7 

There  is  another  reason  why  we  should  be 
caatious.    Can  it  be  expedient  for  the  public  to 
make  experiments  tending  to  waste  the  national 
character?    More  than  two  years  have  elapsed 
since  an  interdictory  proclamation  was  fulminated 
from  the  palace  against  the  British  navy.    A 
sqaadron  concerned  in  committing  the  offence 
mentioned  in  the  proclamation,  was  suffered  to 
remain  for  several  months  within  the  waters  of 
the  United  States,  in  open  defiance  of  the  Execu- 
tive interdict  and  the  exclusive  right  of  territorial 
jarisdiction.    There  that  squadron  was  suffered 
to  remain,  although  the  power  ffiven  to  the  Pre* 
sident  by  statute,  I  believe,  extended  to  employing 
the  military  and  naval  forces  of  the  United  States 
ftnd  the  militia,  at  the  President's  discretion,  to 
compel  respect  to  his  proclamation.    The  offend- 
iDg  squadron  was  suffered  to  temain  there,  not- 
withstanding the  number  which  the  Government 
had  of  those  highly  recommendedlaquatico-terrene 
vehicles  denominated  gunboats.    The  indignity 
then  was  greater  than  is  to  be  found  in  the  sub- 
jectofthisresolution.  Yet  the  Qovernment  did  not 
then  assert  the  paramount  right  of  territorialsov- 
ereignty  with  effect.    With  such  experience,  what 
honor,  what  utility,  is  be  expected  from  passing 
this  resolution  now  ?    What  is  to  be  expected  but 
imtation  without  benefit,  embarrassment  without 
«tricttion?    When  they  attend  to  your  mca- 
•ares,  will  foreign  Powers  believe  that  such  a 
resolution  proves  your  title  to  respect? 

A  further  reason  against  the  resolution  is  found- 
ed on  the  conduct  of  the  President  of  the  United 
Hth  Gov.  Sd  Ssss.— 25 


States ;  it  is  the  consideration,  that  he  has  not 
ordered  the  British  Minister  (Mr.  Jackson)  to  de- 
part from  this  country.  Until  that  order  is  given  | 
no  such  resolution  as  the  present  ought  to  be  passed. 
The  extraordinary  spectacle  is  now  exhibited  of 
a  Minister  accredited  from  a  foreign  Government, 
who  is  denied  the  eminent,  direct  privilege  of  the 
diplomatic  character,  the  privilege  of  communi- 
cating with  the  Government  to  which  he  is  sent, 
and  yet  is  to  enjoy  immunities  which  are  auxil- 
iary to  the  exercise  of  diplomatic  functions.  The 
case  is  novel  in  the  proceedings  of  this  country. 
It  is  so  extraordinary  that  the  ofiBcial  publication 
of  the  refusal  to  receive  communications  from 
him  might  have  been  considered  as  a  disavowal 
by  the  Administration  of  his  diplomatic  character, 
and  consequently  as  a  deprivation  of  his  charac- 
teristic immunities,  had  not  a  certificate  of  spe- 
cial safe-guard  to  the  contrary  been  given  by  the 
Administration.  The  case  is  clearly  difierent 
from  that  of  the  Spanish  Minister,  who,  I  believe, 
was  admitted  to  have  written  communication 
with  the  Administration,  but  was  admonished  by 
authority  of  the  President  not  to  appear  in  the 
City  of  Washington,  who  refused,  however,  to 
obey  the  admonition,  but  was  suffered  to  come 
and  remain,  according  to  his  avowed  determina- 
tion, within  this  extensive  city,  as  he  might  find 
convenient  or  for  the  interest  of  the  King  his 
master. 

These  are  some  of  the  reasons  for  which,  al- 
though it  were  supposed  correct  in  statement  of 
facts,  I  am  not  prepared  to  vote  in  favor  of  the 
resolution  on  the  table. 

It  is  a  consideration  of  a  different  nature,  that 
the  phraseology  of  the*  resolution  tends  to  draw 
aside  the  attention  by  placing  it  on  a  basis  which 
is  objectionable  as  being  incorrect,  not  as  in  point 
of  fact,  but  of  principle.  This,  sir,  leads  me  to 
consrder  the  litigated  subject  of  the  powers  of 
Mr.  Erskine  to  negotiate  and  conclude  the  pro- 
visional arrangement  of  the  last  April.  On  this 
subject^  I  leave  at  once  the  greater  part  of  the 
discussion  between  the  Secretary  of  State  and 
Mr.  Jackson,  as  not  distinctly  exhibiting  the  spe- 
cific character  of  the  question.  I  consider  a  pub- 
lic Minister  not  authorized  in  virtue  of  a  general 
letter  of  credence  to  stipulate  anyone  thing  to  be 
done  on  the  part  of  his  Gbveroment.  If  I  under- 
stand the  course  of  argument  on  the  part  of  the 
Secretary  of  State,  it  seems  to  assume  as  a  basis, 
that  a  public  Minister  here  accredited  is  entitled 
to  stipulate  for  his  Government  in  virtue  of  his 
letter  of  credence  without  further  authority,  or 
at  least  that  the  Government  here  should  regard 
the  Minister,  in  virtue  of  his  letter  of  credence, 
as  authorized  to  conclude  such  stipulatioiis  so  as 
to  be  obligatory  on  the  Government  giving  the 
letter  of  credence.  This  I  do  not  admit  to  be 
correct  either  in  principle  or  usage. 

Permit  me,  sir,  to  call  upon  gentlemen  to  recur 
to  the  time  when  the  public  law  of  Christendom 
in  relation  to  diplomatic  intercourse  may  be 
considered  as  assuming  regularity  of  character. 
I  request  gentlemen  to  recur  with  me  to  the 
epoch  of  the  Treaty  of  Westphalia.    The  great 
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is  obviously  due  where  the  Minister  has  exhibited 
a  ooiDpeteDt  fuU  power,  on  the  faith  of  which  an 
arrangeroent  has  been  concluded}  if  his  Grovern- 
ineDt  disavows  the  arrangement  because  of  de- 
parture from  instructions  on  f>oints  important  to 
the  Government.  The  violation  of  instructions, 
and  the  imporiance  of  the  matters  respecting 
which  they  have  been  viokled,  constitute  the 
bam  of  the  proper  explanation,  to  which  may  be 
added  proper  compensation  for  the  failure,  with 
tfne  atrention  to  the  umt  and  manner  of  making 
the  explanation. 

Theca9e  of  the  arrangement  with  Mr.  Erskine 
has  sometimes  been  compared  to  that  of  the  treaty 
signed  at  London  on  the  31st  of  December,  1806, 
Vy  Messrs.  Monroe  and  Pinkney.  But  the  cases 
are  materially  different.  That  negotiation  was 
eondiKted  with  observable  propriety  and  decorum 
by  the  negotiators  of  each  party.  Perhaps  no 
case  is  to  be  found  in  which  the  respective  Min- 
iatera  insisted  with  more  firmness  and  persever- 
ance on  the  claims,  interests,  and  pretensions  of 
their  own  Governments,  and  yet  preserved  to- 
wards each  other  so  much  decorum  and  honora- 
ble attention  in  thek  ofiicfal  aird  personal  com- 
munications. Atthoagh#  Messrs.  Monroe  and 
Pinkney  had  full  powers  for  the  negotiation,  they 
had  instructions  separate  from  those  general 
powers,  and  by^  these  instructions  they  were  re- 
stricted according  to  the  specified  terms.  In  ac* 
ceding  to  the  articles  as  they  believed  expedient 
vnder  the  existing  circumstances,  they  gave  notice 
to  the  British  Plenipotentaries,  that  they  proceed- 
ed to  the  signature  of  the  treaty  on  their  own  re- 
aponsibility,  and  that  the  letter  of  their  instruc- 
tions drd  not  warrant  the  arrangement  in  the 
manner  in  which  it  was  made;  although  they 
believed  the  essential  objects  of  their  instructions 
to  be  attained  in  substance  foir  practical  benefit  to 
the  United  Slates,  and  accordingly  they  trusted 
that  the  tertns  would  be  approved  by  our  Got- 
ernment. 

The  British  Government  bad  not  just  cause  to 
complain  and  insist  on  formal  explanations  merely 
because  the  treaty  was  disavowed  in  this  country, 
although  the  full  powers  of  Messrs.  Monroe  and 
Pinkfiey,  on  the  part  of  the  United  States,  were  ex- 
hibitedand  appeared  competent;  for  the  restriction 
contained  in  the  instructions  had  been  fairly  com- 
municated to  the  British  Plenipotentiaries.  Ac- 
aordingly,  the  British  Secretary  of  State,  after- 
wards in  his  official  note,  stating  the  King's  ac- 
quiescence in  the  President's  refusal  to  ratify  the 
treaty,  did  not  complain  on  that  account^  but  he 
adverted  to  the  failure  of  conforming  tu  instruc- 
tions as  a  matter  between  the  American  Govern- 
ment and  its  Commissioners. 

On  the  subject  of  that  treaty,  however,  there  is 
another  inquiry  which  concerns  ourselves,  and 
on  which  the  British  Government  can  have  no 
right  to  say  anything;  for  it  is  not  their  concern, 
but  ours  exclusively.  The  inquiry  is,  whether 
the  treaty  was  not  of  so  much  Importance,  con- 
eluded  after  so  much  discussion,  and  by  sucn  per- 
•ons,  and  under  such  circumstances,  that  it  should 
have  been  submitted  to  the  Senate,  who  might 


have  advised  its  ratification  Uttcoaditionany  or  on 
condition  of  snch  modification  as,  after  fall  delib- 
eration, might  be  iudged  best  for  the  United 
States?  Whether  ine  affairs  of  the  country  have 
not  since  been  changing  from  bad  to  worse,  in- 
stead of  securing  more  beneficial  terms,  or  any 
terms  whatever  ? 

With  a  view  to  the  general  subject  of  letters  of 
credenc*,  and  the  distinct  authority  of  public 
Ministers,  I  will  now  refer  to  examples  ia  the  his- 
tory of  our  own  Government,  withoot  detaining 
you  by  citations  from  the  works  of  foreign  wri- 
ters on  public  law. 

The  first  authority  to  which  I  now  refer,  is  the 
authority  of  President  Madison  as  President  of 
the  United  States.  I  propose  to  show,  that  prior 
to  the  present  session  of  Conspress  he  befieved  it 
proper  that  a  public  Minister  Plenipotentiary  hav- 
ing letters  of  credence  should  also  hare  a  distinct 
authority  to  enable  him  to  stipulate  in  behalf  (^ 
his  Government.  With  this  view  I  refer  to  the 
Message  ftom  the  President  of  the  United  States 
at  the  commencement  of  the  last  session  of  Con- 
gress. In  tlat  Message,  there  is  a  clause  relative 
to  the  purport  of  certain  instructions  for  our  Min- 
isters at  London  and  Paris^and  then  immediately 
follow  the  expresbtons  which  I  will  now  read : 

**8oon  alter  these  tnstmctions  were  dispatched,  it 
was  found  that  the  British  Govemment,  anticipating^ 
from  early  proceedings  of  Congress  at  their  lavt  sessxoB, 
the  state  of  our  laws,  which  has  been  the  effect  of  pli- 
dng  the  two  belligerent  Powers  on  a  footing  of  eqatJ 
restrictions,  and  relying  on  the  ctmdSmtarj  dispoatioa 
of  the  United  States,  had  tfanaautted  to  their  liegmtiao 
here,  pnmsional  inatmctioBs,  not  oalj  to  offer  aatia* 
iactien  for  the  attack  on  tiie  frigate  CheaapeaJba,  and 
to  make  known  the  determination  of  Hie  Bntmnnie 
Mijeaty  to  send  an  Eavoy  Ezttaordinaiy  with  poweia 
to  conclude  a  treaty  on  til  the  pointa  between  die  two 
countries ;  bat»  moreover,  to  aignify  his  wiiUngneasyin 
the  meantime,  to  withdraw  his  Orders  in  Coancil«  in 
the  persuasion  that  the  intercourse  with  Gh-eat  Britain 
>vould  be  renewed  on  the  part  of  the  United  States. 

«*  These  steps  of  the  British  Govemment  led  to  the 
correspondence  and  the  proclamation  now  laid  before 
you  ;  by  virtue  of  which,  the  commerce  between  the 
two  countries  vrill  be  renewable  after  the  tenth  day  of 
June  next.*' 

The  lan^tmge  here  is  diiect  as  to  the  fact  Mated. 
The  fact  IS  mentioned  as  being  nnqtiestionably 
ascertained,  as  being  discovered  and  Iraown  to  the 
Admin  istration,  although  perhaps  not  to  the  great 
body  of  the  c^tumunity,  as  bein^  known  aOer  ex« 
aminati(>n.  A  mode  of  expression  such  as  is  ob- 
servable I'n  the  Message  would  be  of  strong  import 
in  cases  t  vhere  persons  are  bound  by  oath  or  affir- 
mation to  declare  the  truth  of  Aict  aceordtag  to 
evidence.  On  reviewing  the  statement  comma* 
ntcated  to  Congress  by  the  President,  we  extract 
this  sentimeiTt  distinctly — it  was  fouiid  that  the 
British  Government  had  transmitted  to  their  Le- 
gation here,  provisional  instructions  to  signify  the 
willingness  of  His  Britannio  Majesty  to  withdvav 
his  Orders  in  Council,  in  the  persuasion  that  the 
intercourse  with  Great  Britain  would  be  renewed 
on  the  part  of  tht>  United  States;  and  the  steps 
of  the  British  Govv^nment  led  to  the  eorrespoo- 
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deuce  and  proclamation  laid  before  Congress. 
Wbf  should  the  expressions  have  been  so  direct 
sod  ezplieit  as  to  the  provisional  instructions  and 
their  import,  if  no  distinct  authority  was  neces- 
sary  to  gi?e  validity  to  the  provisional  arrange* 
meat?  In  the  proclamation,  the  Hon.  David 
M.  Erskine,  His  Britannic  Majesty's  £ovojr 
Extraordinary  and  Minister  Plenipotentiary,  is 
stated  to  have  made  the  specified  declaration  by 
the  order  and  in  the  name  of  his  Sovereign.  U 
the  letter  of  credence  were  believed  sufficient  to 
enable  the  Minister  to  stipulate  for  his  Govern- 
menr,  would  the  statement  have  been  made  so 
dUiiacily  mentioning  the  transmitted  instructions, 
the  steps  of  the  Brituh  Gkivernment,  the  deelara- 
(ioD  of  the  Minister  by  the  order  of  his  Sovereign  ? 
The  President  in  the  full  belief  of  the  statement 
would  of  course  believe  the  arraogemeot  to  have 
been  validly  concluded.  But,  [totn  that  Message 
of  the  President,  may  we  not  justly  deduce  the 
inference — a  letter  ot  credence  does  not  enable  a 
Minister  to  make  stipulations  obligatory  on  the 
QoTernment  from  which  he  is  accredited? 

In  retracing  the  history  of  our  Government,  the 
next  authority  refers  us  to  the  Administration  of 
President  Jefferson.    It  is  the  case  of  an  extraor- 
dinary mission  comprehending  a  Minister  hav- 
ing the  character  of  Plenipotentiary  in  ordinary. 
Messrs.  Monroe  and   Pinkney  were    appointed 
Commissioners  Extraordinary  and  Plenipotentia- 
ries for  negotiating  arrangements  with  the  Bri- 
tish Goverumeat ;  and  as  such  they  had  letters  of 
credence  from  the  United  States.    Yet  they  also 
hid  full  powers  in  a  commission  anihorizing  them 
lo  treat  severally  as  well  as  jointly.    This,  ac- 
sordiog  to  my  apprehension,  sufficiently  appears 
from  a  volame  of  State  papers  communicated  by 
President  Jefferson  to  the  tenth  Congress,  partic- 
ularly a  letter  from  Mr.  Madison,  Secretary  of 
Bute,  to  Messrs.  Monroe  and  Pinkney.   It  is  dated 
Vom  the  Department  of  State,  the  17th  of  May. 
1806.    Permit  me,  sir,  to  read  the  first  par|  of  the 
etter.    ^*  Gentlemen :  I  herewith  enclose  a  com- 
mission and  letters  of  credence,  authorizing  you 
to  treat  with  the  British  Government  concern- 
ing the  maritime  wrongs  which  have  been  com- 
mitted and  the  regulation  of  commerce  and  nav- 
igation between  the  parties.    Your  authority  is 
made  several  as  well  as  jolnt^  as  a  provision  for 
any  contingency  depriving  either  of  the  co-op- 
eration of  the  other." 

We  will  now  recur  to  the  Administration  of 
^resident  Adams,  who  was  so  well  known  as  a 
iplomatic  functionary  in  Europe.  Among  the 
itate  papers  which  he  communicated  to  Congress, 
re  may  find  instructive  documentary  information 
ilative  to  diplomatic  credence  and  authority. 
Lmong  those  papers  is  the  letter  of  credence  for 
le  Envoys  Extraordinary  to  France  according 
)  full  form  of  diplomacy.    These  are  the  terms: 

•redeneefor  Me»ir$,  Pineknevu  Marshall,  and  Gerry f 

Envoys  to  France. 

oav  Abavs,  President  of  the  United  States  of  Amerieat 
to  the  Executive  Direetory  of  the  French  KepubUc  .• 
Citizeiis  Dirtetors :  DiMiroas  of  termmatiiig  aH  dif- 
iiaaces  between  the  Unilsd  States  of  America  and 


the  French  Bepnblic,  and  of  restoring  that  harmony  sni 
good  andsrstendiog,  and  that  commsreial  and  friendly 
interoourse,  which,  from  the  commencement  of  their 
political  connexion  i|ntU  lately,  have  fo  hap^y  rab* 
sisted,  I  have  nominated,  and  by  and  with  the  adviea 
and  consent  of  the  Senate  of  the  United  States,  ap> 
pointed  Ghariea  Cotesworth  Pinekney,  John  Marshall» 
and  Elbridge  Gerry,  dtstingnished  cititene  of  these 
States,  jointly  and  aeveimlly,  Envoys  Extraordinary 
and  Ministers  Plenipotentiary  to  the  French  RepobUCf 
for  the  pnrpose  of  accomplishing  the  great  objeoia 
above-mentioned :  Wherefore  I  pray  you,  Citisens  Di* 
rectors,  to  give  full  oredenee  to  what  they  and  each  of 
them  shall  say  to  yon  in  these  respeots,  in  behalf  of 
the  United  States,  and.  also  when  they  shall  assure  yon 
of  the  sinoerity  of  our  wishes  for  the  welfare  of  the 
French  Republic. 

Given  under  my  hand  and  the  great  seal  of  the  Uni« 
ted  States  of  America,  at  Philadelphia,  the  thirteenth 
day  of  July,  in  the  year  1797,  and  of  the  independenoe 
of  Uiese  States  the  twenty-second. 

JOHN  ADAMS. 

By  the  President  of  the  United  States: 

TIMOTHY  PICKERING. 
Secretary  of  State* 

Here  gentlemen  may  observe,  that  the  letter  of 
credence  expressly  states  the  objects  of  the  mis- 
sion extraordinary,  and  desires  full  credence  to  be 
? riven  to  the  Envoys  in  those  respects.  Says  tht 
etter  of  credence,  '^I  pray  you,  Citizens  Dlree- 
^  tors,  to  give  full  credence  to  what  they  and  each 
^  of  them  shall  say  to  you  in  these  respects,  Iq 
<  behalf  of  the  United  Slates."  But  did  the  Pre- 
sident then  in  office  suppose  the  letter  of  credence 
even  in  such  a  case  to  give  the  proper  aothoritr 
for  negotiating  an  arrangenoent  of  matters  in  dif* 
ference  between  the  two  countries?  He  under  J 
stood  the  subject  far  otherwise ;  for  he  believed 
it  proper  to  authorize  the  Envoys  distinctly,  by 
giving  them  full  powers.  If  gentlemen  will  now 
attend,  they  may  know  the  terms  of  this  pubUe 
commission. 

Full  Pawets  to  Messrs,  Pinekney ^  Marshall,  and  (?cr- 

ry,  Enoeys  to  Prianee. 

Joair  An  Avs,  President  of  the  United  States  qf America 
to  all  whom  these  presents  shall  coneemr—Greeting  f 
Know  ye :  That,  for  the  purpose  of  terminating  all 
differences,  between  the  United  States  of  America  and 
the  French  Republic,  and  of  restoring  and  confirming 
perfect  harmony  and  good  understanding,  and  re-es« 
tablishing  a  commercial  and  friendly  intercourse  be-« 
tween  them,  and  reposing  especial  trust  and  confidence 
in  the  integrity,  prudence,  and  ability  of  Charles  Cotes- 
worth Pinekney,  John  Marshall,  and  Elbridge  Geny, 
eitixens  of  the  said  United  States,  I  have  nominated^ 
and,  by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate, 
appointed  the  said  Charlea  Cotesworth  Pinekney,  John 
Marshall,  and  Elbridge  Geny,  jointly  and  severally^ 
Envoys  Extraordinary  and  Ministen  Plenipotentiaiy 
of  the  United  States  to  the  Fiench  Republic,  hereby 
giving  and  granting  to  them,  and  any  and  eadi  of  tlienii» 
full  power  and  authority,  and  also  a  general  and  spe* 
cial  command,  for  and  in  the  name  of  the  United  States^ 
to  meet  and  confer  with  the  Ministers,  Commisioners, 
or  Deputies  of  the  French  Republic,  being  furnished 

I'  with  the  like  foil  powers,  whether  separately  or  jointly^ 
and  with  them  to  treat,  consult  and  negotiate,  of  and 
concerning  all  claims,  and  all  matters  and  causes  of 
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4ifleience»  snbnsting  between  the  United  States  and 
the  French  Repablic,  for  the  pnipose  of  satUfying  and 
teiminating  the  lame  in  a  jost  and  equitable  manner, 
and  alib  of  and  concerning  the  general  commerce  be- 
tween the  United  States  and  France,  and  all  other,  the 
dominions  of  the  French  Republic,  and  to  conclude 
and  sign  a  treaty  or  treaties,  convention  or  oonventiona, 
touching  the  premises ;  transmitting  the  same  to  the 
President  of  the  United  States  of  Amerioa  for  his  final 
ratification,  by  and  with  the  adTice  and  consent  of  the 
Senate  of  Uie  United  States,  if  such  advice  and  consent 
■hall  be  given. 

In  testimony  whereof,  I  have  caused  the  seal  of  the 
United  States  to  be  hereunto  affixed. 

Given  under  my  hand,  at  the  city  of  Philadelphia, 
the  twenty-second  day  of  June,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord 
one  thousand  seven  hundred  and  ninety-seven,  and  of 
the  independence  of  the  United  States  of  America  the 
twenty-first.  JOHN  ADAMS. 

By  the  President  of  the  United  States : 

T.  PlCKZmNG,  Secretary  of  StaU. 

The  history  of  the  GoTeroment  presents  further 
muthority:  Let  us  remount  to  the  Admin istratiou 
of  the  nrst  President  of  the  United  States,  the 
man  first  in  war,  first  in  peace,  first  in  the  hearts 
of  his  countrymen !  Mr.  Hammond  was  residing 
mt  Philadelphia  in  character  of  Minister  Plenipo- 
tentiary from  Great  Britain.  On  the  29th  of  No- 
Tember,  in  the  year  1791,  a  letter  was  addressed  to 
him  by  the  Secretary  of  State,  Mr.  Jefferson,  who 
had  returned  from  Europe,  where  he  is  well  known 
to  have  been  a  Minister  from  the  United  Slates. 
After  adverting  to  the  inexecution  of.  the  7th  ar- 
ticle of  the  definitive  treaty  of  peace,  and  men- 
tioning the  sentiment  entertained  of  the  friendly 
movement  then  "lately  made  by  the  Court  of 
London  in  sending  a  Ministerj"  the  letter  contains 
these  expressions : 

**  Permit  me  then,  sir,  to  ask,  whether  you  are  in- 
•tmeted  to  give  us  explanations  of  the  intentions  of 
joxa  Court  as  to  the  execution  of  the  article  above 
quoted  ? 

**  With  respect  to  the  commerce  of  the  two  ooontxiea, 
we  have  supposed,  that  we  saw,  in  several  instances, 
regulations  on  the  part  of  your  Government,  which,  iif 
reciprocally  adopted,  would  materially  injure  the  in- 
terests of  both  nations. 

<*  On  this  subject,  too,  I  must  beg  the  favor  of  you 
to  say,  whether  you  are  authorized  to  conclude  or 
negotiate  arrangements  with  us  which  may  fix  the 
commerce  between  the  two  countries  on  principles  of 
nciprocal  advantage?" 

The  correspondence  gives  us  interesting  infor- 
mation applicable  to  the  present  subject.  Under 
the  Administration  of  the  first  President  of  the 
United  States,  the  inquiry  was  made  by  the  Sec- 
fetary  of  State  officially — whether  the  accredited 
British  Minister  Plenipotentiary  was  authorized 
to  conclude  arrangements  I'especting  commerce, 
or  to  negotiate  such  arrangements?  Whether 
be  was  instructed  to  explain  the  intentions  of  the 
British  Government  as  to  the  execution  of  an 
article  of  the  definitive  treaty  of  peace  7 

It  does  not  seem  to  have  been  imagined  at  that 
time,  that  the  inquiry  could  be  thought  to  vary  in 
any  respect  whatever  from  the  honorable  princi- 
ples of  diplomatic  intercourse.    The  answer  is  to 


be  found  in  the  letter  to  the  Secretary  of  Stale 
from  the  British  Minister  Plenipotentiary,  bear- 
ing date  at  Philadelphia,  the  30ih  of  November, 
1791,  the  next  day  after  the  official  inquiry  was 
made.  Permit  me  now,  sir,  to  state  such  parts 
of  this  letter  as  appear  the  roost  applicable  to  the 
aase  before  us. 

**  With  respect  to  the  non-execution  of  the  Tib  tr- 
tide  of  the  definitive  treaty  of  peace  between  His  Britan- 
nic Majesty  and  the  United  States  of  America,  whidi 
you  have  recalled  to  my  attention,  it  is  scarcely  necei- 
sary  for  me  to  remark  to  yon,  sir,  that  the  King,  mj 
master,  was  induced  to  suspend  the  execution  of  thtt 
article  on  his  part,  in  cons^uenee  of  the  non-compli- 
ance en  the  part  of  the  United  States  with  the  engage- 
ments contained  in  the  4th,  6th,  and  6th  articles  of  the 
same  treaty.  These  two  objects  are  therelbre  so  ma- 
terially connected  with  each  other  as  not  to  admit  of 
separation,  either  in  the  mode  of  discussing  them,  or 
any  subsequent  arrangements  which  may  result  from 
that  discussion." 

"  In  stating  to  yon,  sir,  this  indispensable  oonsidera* 
tion,  I  must  at  the  same  time  assure  you,  that,  in  the 
confidence  of  experiencing  a  similar  disposition  in  tl» 
Government  of  Uie  United  States,  it  is  His  Majeetj'i 
desire  to  remove  every  ground  and  occasion  of  micon- 
derstanding  which  may  arise  between  the  two  conntriat  : 
and  in  conformity  to  that  disposition  in  His  Majestj  I 
can  add  that  I  am  instructed  to  enter  into  the  diaciu- 
sion  of  all  such  measures  as  may  be  deemed  the  most 
practicable  and  reasonable  for  giving  eflect  to  tboae 
stipulations  of  the  definitive  treaty,  the  execution  of 
which  has  hitherto  been  delayed  as  well  by  the  Gov- 
ernment of  this  country  as  by  that  of  Great  Britain." 

**  In  answer  to  your  question  on  the  subject  of  ths 
commerce  of  Great  Britain  and  the  United  States,  I 
can  also  inform  you,  sir,  that  the  King  is  sincerelj  dis- 
posed to  promote  and  facilitate  the  commercial  inter- 
course between  the  two  countries,  and  that  I  am  an- 
thorized  to  communicate  to  this  Government  His 
Majesty's  readiness  U>  enter  into  a  negotiation  for  es- 
tablishing that  intercourse  upon  principles  of  reciprocal 
benefit" 

*<  And  I  trust  I  may  be  permitted  to  add,  that  it 
would  be  the  highest  object  of  my  ambition  to  be  the 
humble  instrument  of  contributing,  in  any  manner,  to 
fix  upon  a  permanent  basis  the  future  system  of  ba^ 
mony  and  good  understanding  between  the  two  coun- 
tries." 

Such  is  the  language  of  the  British  Minister 
Plenipotentiary,  Mr.  Hammond.  He  does  not 
seem  to  have  suspected  any  semblance  of  inde- 
corum in  the  official  inquiry ;  for  he  returned  an 
official  answer,  such  as  I  have  just  meotiooed  on 
the  subjects  of  the  correspondence,  and  io  the 
same  letter  mentioned  his  sense  of  obliging  ex- 
pressions of  personal  regard.  The  next  letter 
which  appears  in  the  published  correspondence 
now  before  me^  is  also  from  Mr.  Hammond.  The 
letter  is  so  short,  and,  in  point  of  principle,  it  has 
so  near  relation  to  the  present  subject,  that  the 
whole  will  now  be  stated  as  it  appears  in  the 
printed  collection. 

Mr.  Hammond,  Minister  Plenipotentiary  of  Great  Brit- 
ain, to  Mr.  JefiEerson,  Secretary  of  State. 
Sib  :  As  I  am  extremely  solicitous  to  avoid  any  mi*- 
apprebeaaioD  of  my  letter  of  the  30th  ultimo,  I  hsvt 
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now  the  honor  of  stating  to  yon,  in  explanation  of  that 
part  of  it  to  which  you  have  adverted  in  youra  of  yea* 
today,  that  although,  aa  I  formerly  mentioned  in  my 
fint  conversationa  with  you  after  my  arriTal  in  this 
ooontiy,  I  am  not  aa  yet  empowered  to  conclude  any 
definitive  aarangement  with  reapect  to  the  commercial 
intercoDiae  between  the  two  countriea,  I  atiil  meant  it 
to  be  imdeiBtood,  that  I  am  fully  authorized  to  enter 
into  a  negotiation  for  that  purpose,  and  into  the  dtscua- 
Boa  of  such  principles  aa  may  appear  best  calculated 
to  promote  that  object  on  a  baaia  of  reciprocal  ad- 
Ttntsge. 

I  am  further  authorized  to  receive  any  propositions 
which  this  Government  may  be  pleased  to  make  to  me 
upon  this  subject 

I  have  the  honor  to  be,  with  every  sentiment  of  re- 
ipectand  esteem,  sir,  your  most  obedient  and  most 
humble  ssrvant,  GEO.  HAMMOND. 

PHILADKI.FHIA,  December  6,  1791. 

Id  this  letter,  the  distinction  is  marked  between 
concladiD|?  an  arrangement  and  entering  into  ne- 
gotiation for  that  purpose.  According  to  bis  own 
statement,  although  fully  authorized  to  enter  into 
negotiation,  tbe  Minister  was  not  empowered  to 
conclude  an  arrangement  respecting  tbe  commer- 
cial intercourse  between  tbe  two  countries.  As 
to  the  idea  of  concluding  any  definitive  com- 
mercial arrangement,  therefore^  there  could  be  no 
further  question  under  tbe  existing  circumstances. 
Tbe  Minister  Plenipotentiary  had  not  the  com- 
petent powers;  and  nothing  ought  to  be  done. 
And,  of  course,  under  the  Administration  of  the 
first  President  of  the  United  States,  nothing  was 
done.  But  the  British  Minister  Plenipotentiary 
andoubtedly  believed  himself  fully  authorized  to 
enter  into  a  negotiation;  such  was  his  statement, 
as  distinctly  made  in  an  official  letter  to  the  Sec- 
retary of  State.  What  was  the  consequence? 
The  Secretary  of  Slate  addressed  a  letter  the 
next  week  to  the  British  Minister  Plenipotentiary. 
The  letter  was  short,  but  very  intelligible.  Gen- 
tlemen are  requested  to  attend  to  the  whole. 

Mi.  Jefferson,  Secretary  of  State,  to  Mr.  Hammond, 
Minister  Plenipotentiary  of  Great  Britain. 

Sia :  I  have  laid  before  the  President  of  the  United 
States  the  letters  of  November  30th,  and  December  6th, 
vith  which  you  honored  me ;  and  in  consequence 
thereof,  and  particularly  of  that  part  of  your  letter  of 
December  6th,  where  you  say  that  you  are  fully  au- 
thorized to  enter  into  a  negotiation  for  the  purpose  of 
arranging  the  commercial  intercourse  between  the  two 
countries,  I  have  the  honor  to  inform  you  that  I  am 
ready  to  receive  a  communication  of  your  full  powers 
for  that  purpose,  at  any  time  you  shall  think  proper, 
tnd  to  proceed  immediately  to  their  object. 

I  have,  ^.  TH.  JEFFERSON. 

Phi  jLai>Ei.PBi  Ay  Decem&o*  13, 1791. 

Such  was  the  principle,  and  such  the  style,  of 
diplomatic  propriety  under  the  Administration  of 
President  Washington.  The  British  Minister 
Plenipotentiary  returned  an  answer  the  following 
day.  I  will  read  every  part  of  it  as  I  find  it,  that 
gentlemen  may  judge  on  a  fair  view  of  the  whole. 

Mr.  Hammond,  Minister  Plenipotentiary  of  Great  Brit- 
ain, to  Mr.  Jefferson,  Secretary  of  State. 

Sib  :  /n  answer  to  your  letter  of  yesterday,  I  can 
only  repeat  what  I  have  before  stated  in  my  firat  con- 


versations with  you  after  my  arrival,  and,  subsequentlyy 
in  my  letter  of  the  6th  of  this  month,  viz :  that  I  have 
no  special  commission  empowering  mc  to  conclude  any 
dejinitive  arrang^ement  upon  the  subject  of  the  com- 
mercial intercourse  between  Great  Britain  and  the 
United  States.  But  that  I  conceive  myself  fully  com* 
potent  to  enter  into  a  negotiation  with  this  Goven^- 
ment  for  that  purpose,  in  the  discussion  of  the  princi- 
ples which  may  aerve  aa  the  baaia,  and  constitute  the- 
stipulations  of  any  auch  definitive  arrangement. 

This  opinion  of  my  competency  is  founded  upon  my 
instructions,  inasmuch  as  they  are  to  regulate  my  per- 
Bonal  conduct,  and  upon  the  conviction  that  the  letter 
of  credence  from  His  Majesty  investing  me  with  a  gen- 
eral plenipotentiary/  character,  which  I  had  the  honor 
of  presenting  to  the  President  of  the  United  Statea,. 
ana  his  consequent  recognition  of  me  in  that  character,, 
are  authorities  decidedly  adequate  to  the  commence- 
ment of  a  preliminary  negotiation. 

I  have  the  honor  to  be,  with  sentiments  of  g^eat  re- 
spect, sir,  your  most  obedient  and  most  humble  servant, 

GEO.  HAMMOND. 

Priiadxlphia,  December  14,  1791. 

The  course  of  correspondence  had  now  shown 
that  tbe  British  Minister  Plenipotentiary  believed 
himself  fully  authorized  to  act  as  negotiator,  be- 
cause he  had  presented  his  letter  of  credence  Co 
the  President  of  the  United  States,  and  been  re- 
ceived accordingly  ;  and  because,  too,  he  had  in- 
structions to  regulate  his  personal  conduct,  but 
which  he  did  not  think  proper  to  communicate, 
and  which  he  does  not  appear  to  have  been  at 
liberty  to  communicate  to  the  American  Gov- 
ernment. 

If  tbe  letter  of  credence  could  be  regarded  as 
authorizing  tbe  negotiation,  it  had  already  been 
presented  to  the  President  of  the  United  States. 
That  this  did  not  constitute  the  competent  au- 
thority, therefore,  must  have  been  decided  by 
the  President,  beyond  controversy,  at  the  date  of 
the  letter  wdich  invited  the  British  Minister 
Plenipotentiary  to  communicate  his  full  powers. 

It  is  now  to  be  recollected  that,  in  his  letter  of 
tbe  30th  of  November,  the  Minister  had  mentioned 
bis  being  instructed  to  enter  into  discussions  with 
respect  to  afticlesof  a  definitive  treaty  which  had 
been  concluded,  but  not  fully  executed.    Accord- 
ing to  his  own  decision,  he  wanted  competent 
authority  to  conclude  a  definitive  commercial  ar- 
rangement between  tbe  two  countries ;  and,  ac- 
cording to  the  decision  of  the  first  President  of 
the  United  States,  undoubtedly  he  wanted  the 
competent  authority  to  negotiate  such  arrange- 
ment.   Any  opinions  expressed  by  the  Minister 
in  his  letters  of  the  6th  and  14tn  of  December 
I  could  not  be  supposed  to  reverse  a  decision  delib- 
I  erately  formed  by  President  Washington  ;  and 
a  controversial  correspondence  relative  to  such 
opinions  might  be  worse  than  useless.   Of  course, 
it  would  accord  with  expedience,  as  well  as  diplo- 
matic deeorum,  to  abstain  from  remarking  on  those 
letters  in  future  correspondence.    Bot  to  discuss 
the  respective  claims  and  complaints  might  con- 
tribute to  a  distinct  knowledge  of  the  affairs,  and 
undoubtedly  the  Minister  might  enter  into  such 
discussions.    No  discussion,  however  multiplied, 
could  constitute  a  stipulation  for  anything  to  be 
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done  OQ  the  part  of  the  GoTernment  of  either 
country.  Accordingly,  it  is  worthy  of  observa- 
tion, that  the  letter  of  the  14th  of  December,  from 
the  British  Minister  Plenipotentiary,  is  not  men- 
tioned in  the  letter  of  the  next  day  from  the  Sec- 
retary of  State,  who  acknowledges  the  Minister's 
letter  of  the  30th  of  November,  without  seeming 
to  recollect  anything  of  the  intervening  corre- 
spondence. I  will  now  state  the  introductory 
part  of  this  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  Slate. 

Illr.  Jefierson,  Secretary  of  State,  to  Mr.  Hammond, 
Minister  Plenipotentiary  of  Great  Britain. 

Sib  :  I  am  to  acknowledge  the  honor  of  your  letter 
of  November  30th,  and  to  express  the  satisfaction  with 
which  we  learn  that  you  are  instructed  to  discuss  with 
us  the  measures  which  reason  and  practicability  may 
dictate,  for  giving  effect  to  the  stipulations  of  our  treaty 
yet  remaining  to  be  executed.  I  can  assure  you,  on 
ihn  part  of  the  United  States,  of  every  disposition  to 
lessen  difficulties  by  passing  over  whatever  is  of  smaller 
concern,  and  insisting  on  those  matters  only  which 
either  justice  to  individuals  or  public  policy  render  in- 
dispensable ;  and,  in  order  to  simplify  our  discussions 
by  defining  precisely  their  objects,  I  have  the  honor  to 
propose  that  we  shall  begin  by  specifying,  on  each  side, 
the  particular  acts  which  each  considers  to  have  been 
done  by  the  other  in  contravention  of  the  treaty.  I 
■hall  set  the  example. 

Phix.adxu*bia,  December  16, 1791. 

Such  authorities  we  have  before  us  in  the  po- 
litical history  of  our  own  country. 

On  considering  the  resolution  from  the  Senate, 
the  subject  does  not  appear  to  be  placed  on  the 
proper  basis.    I  am  against  the  resolution. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Whitman,  the  Committee 
now  rose,  reported  progress,  and  obtained  leave 
to  sit  again. 


Wedmesdat.  December  20. 

Mr.  JoBNSON  from  the  Committee  of  Claims 
reported  unfavorable  to  the  petition  of  Edward 
Turner  and  Thomas  Brickell.  The  reports  were 
severally  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Love,  from  the  Committee  for  the  District 
of  Columbia,  presented  a  bill  to  authorize  the 
removnl  of  slaves  from  one  part  of  the  District 
of  Columbia  to  another ;  which  was  read  twice, 
and  committed  to  a  Commiitee  of  the  Whole  on 
Monday  next. 

An  engrossed  bill  for  the  relief  of  William  and 
£lias  Rector  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

Mr.  Love,  from  the  Committee  for  the  District 
of  Columbia,  presented  a  bill  to  amend  the  char- 
ter of  Alexandria ;  which  was  read  twice,  and 
committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  Mon- 
day next. 

A  message  from  the  Senate  informed  the  House 
that  the  Senate  have  passed  a  bill,  entitled  "  An 
act  to  prevent  the  abuse  of  the  privileges  and  im- 
munities enjoyed  by  foreign  Ministers  within  the 
United  States;''  to  which  they  desire  the  con- 
currence of  the  House. 

CONDUCT  OP  THE  BRITISH  MINISTER. 

-The  House  again  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole,  on  the  resolution  approving 


the  conduct  of  the  Executive  ia  refusing  to  bold 
further  communication  with  Francis  J.  Jacbon. 

Mr.  MoKeg. — I  rise  to  submit  a  Cew  remarki 
on  the  subject  of  the  resolution  now  under  con- 
sideration, in  violation  of  a  rule  which  I  bad  pre- 
scribed to  myself;  which  was, to  iake  no  pariiiitJK 
public  discussions  of  any  geoPEai  4fuc«tion  vhiek 
might  come  before  this  House  during  the  preseot 
session — a  rule  to  which  I  might  hive  adherd, 
had  it  not  been  alleged  t4at  thoee  who  were  op- 
posed to  a  resolution  of  last  aesfion,  appfobatio; 
the  President  for  the  prompt  manner  io  whieii 
he  met  the  overture  made  to  this  GoverDmect 
by  Mr  Erskine,  would  act  inconsistently  by  sup- 
porting the  resolution  now  on  your  table. 

At  the  opening  of  the  last  session  of  Congress, 
the  President  of  the  United  States  communicated 
to  us  an  arrangement  entered  into  between  this 
Gcvernmentand  Mr.  Erskine,  the  representatire 
of  the  British  Government  in  America,  importaot 
in  itself,  and  more  so  when  considered  as  opeoiog 
the  way  to  a  more  extended  accommodatioD. 
The  terms  of  this  arrangement  were  carried  fully 
into  effect  by  the  United  States,  with  the  expec- 
tation that  the  terms  of  the  agreement  thus  coo- 
eluded  would  have  been  carried  into  operatioa 
by  the  British  Government*  But,  sir,  it  is  now 
found  that  this  arrangement  has  been  disarowei 
the  Minister  by  whom  it  was  made  recalled,  au 
Mr.  Jackson  sent  to  replace  him. 

This  new  Minister,  m  the  explanations  whiek 
he  found  it  necessary  to  make  to  this  Gorera- 
ment  of  the  causes  producing  the  di^vowal  on 
the  part  of  Great  Britain,  thought  proper  to  ose 
and  repeat  a  language  highly  indecorous  and  of- 
fensive; and  out  of  those  circumstances  the  pre- 
sent question  has  arisen. 

We  find,  sir,  that  this  new  Minister,  in  the 
threshold  of  his  correspondence  with  Mr.  Smith, 
insinuates  that  the  arrangement  made  with  Mr. 
Erskine.  was  entered  into  with  bad  faith  on  the 
part  of  this  Government;  for  we  find  the  follow- 
ing statement  in  pages  30  and  31  of  tbepiiotH 
documents: 

**  You  state,  sir,  v«ry  truly,  that  an  arrsnftment 
had  been  made  between  yon  and  Mr.  Er8kio^  and 
that  His  Majesty  had  thought  proper  to  dissTOw  tkal 
arrangement. 

**  I  have  here,  in  the  outset,  to  regret  the  lost  of  tbs 
advantage  of  verbal  intercourse  with  you,  as  I  (booM 
have  availed  myself  of  it  to  inquire  whetlier,  bj  J9» 
statement,  it  were  your  intention  to  coffiplsin  of  the 
disavowal  itself,  or  of  a  total  want  of  eiplsnation  of  i^ 
or  of  the  circumstances  of  that  explanatioo  not  baviof 
been  made  through  me.  I  observe  that  in  ths  ncoidi 
of  this  mission  there  is  no  trace  of  a  complsint,  on  Um 
part  of  the  United  Slates,  of  His  Mi^y  ht^iiig  <li»' 
vowed  the  act  of  his  Minister.  You  hare  not,  is  the 
conferences  we  have  hitherto  held,  distinctly  aanoonced 
any  such  complaint,  and  I  have  seen  with  pleasnretiB 
this  forbearance  on  your  part,  an  instance  of  tbst  cto- 
dor,  which  I  doubt  not  will  prevail  in  all  our  commu- 
nications, inasmuch  as  you  could  notbuths^e  tbooght 
it  unreasonable  to  complain  of  the  disavowal  of  an  ict 
done  under  such  circumstances,  as  could  only  lead  to 
the  consequences  that  have  actually  followed. 

Mr.  Jackson  here  congratulates  himself  on  tht 
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cftodor  aod  forbea^iDC*  of  Mr.  Smith  io  hb  Iktl- 
are  or  refusal  to  make  aoy  complaint  whatever 
of  tbe  disavowal  of  the  arraagement  made  with 
Mr.  Erskine,  alle|[^Dg  as  a  reason  for  the  absence 
of  every  trace  of  complaint  on  the  part  of  the 
United  States,  that  the  arrangement  was  made 
ooder  such  circumsianees  as  coald  only  lead  to 
the  eoRseqaenees  that  have  followed.  Tbeconse- 
qnenees  here  alluded  to,  aw  a  disavowal  of  the 
act  of  Mr.  Erskine. 

Now,  sir,  if  our  Executive  negotiated  an  ar- 
nogemcnt  with  Mr.  Erskine  or  any  other  Min- 
ister,  under  such  eireamstaoees  as  coald  only  lead 
to  s  disavowal  of  the  act,  by  the  Gbvernment 
with  whose  Minister  the  arrangement  was  made, 
sod  a  knowledge  of  these  circumstances  rendered 
it  ID  set  of  forbearaace  and  candor  to  make  no 
compiaiat  whatever  of  the  disavowal — it  must 
necessarily  follow,  that  the  arrang4»ment  thus 
made  was  improperly  entered  into  by  this  Govern- 
ment ;  inasmuch  as  a  reliance  on  this  arrange- 
ment by  our  citizens  bad  overspread  the  ocean 
with  American  commerce,  which  was  wafted 
by  every  gale  to  distant  regions,  all  subject  to 
the  avarice  of  British  cruisers,  and  this  fact  was 
koowo  to  those  who  administered  our  GK)vern- 
ment  at  the  time  this  delusive  arrangement  was 
made.  This,  sir,  appears  to  me  to  be  the  fair  in- 
ference resulting  from  this  sentence,  when  di- 
vested of  its  diplomatic  flummery  and  reduced  to 
plain  English. 

Mr.  Jackson  seems  to  find  a  motive  for  this  in- 
sinuation from  a  communication  made  by  Mr. 
Erskine  to  the  British  Government,  which  he 
itates  that  he  had  submitted  to  the  consideration 
of  Mr.  Smith,  the  three  conditions  mentioned  in 
Mr.  Canning's  despatch  of  the  23d  of  Janu- 
ary, and  inasmuch  as  the  arrangement  of  April 
is  variant  from  these  three  conditions,  and  substi- 
tated  (as  he  states)  in  lieu  of  them,  he  hence  in- 
fers the  undoubted  right  of  His  Majesty  to  dis- 
avow the  arrancement,  and  solemnly  declares 
that  this  was  the  only  despatch  by  which  the 
eonditions  were  prescribed  to  Mr.  Erskine  fbr 
the  conclusion  of  mn  arrangement  with  this 
coantry. 

Mr.  Smith  replies  to  Mr.  Jackson  as  follows : 

"If  there  be  no 'trace  of  complaint  against  the  dis- 
avowal in  the  archives  of  the  mission,  it  is  because  this 
GoTcmment  eould  not  have  entered  the  complaint  be- 
^  tha  retaons'ibr  tbe  disavowal  had  been  explained, 
and  flspeciall  J  as  the  explanations  were  justly  and  con- 
fidently expected  thnmgh  the  new  ftinctionary.  And 
at  to  the  sopposfd  reserve  on  my  part  on  this  snbjeet, 
in  our  aeveral  conferences,  I  did  imagine,  that  my  ve- 
peatcd  intimations  to  you  of  the  aeeeesity  of  sattsfao- 
jory  explanations,  as  to  the  disavowal,  were  sufficient 
iodicatiooa  of  the  dissatisfaction  of  this  Govenunent 
with  respect  to  the  disavowal  itself." 

Mr.  Smith,  in  this  reply,  seems  to  manifest  a 
sQrprise  that  it  should  be  declared  that  tbe  des- 
patch from  Mr.  Caaning  to  Mr.  Erskine,  of  the 
^d  Jan  nary,  was  the  only  one  by  which  that 
Minister  was  to  regulate  his  conduct,  and  this 
surprise  seems  the  more  natural,  when,  bv  a  re- 
ference to  tbe  correspoAdenee  which  took  place  ia 


April  last  between  Mr.  Smith  and  Mr.  Erskine, 
at  the  time  the  arrangement  was  concluded,  we 
find  Mr.  Erskine  submitting,  conformably  to  in* 
structioBs,  certain  propositions  for  the  considera* 
tion  of  the  American  (Government.  This  official 
declaration  that  Mr.  Erskine  had  received  the 
instructions  of  his  Government  justified  this  Gov- 
ernment to  proceed  with  the  negotiation,  unless, 
as  it  is  alleged  by  the  gentleman  from  Connec- 
ticut, (Mr.  Dana.)  it  became  the  indispensable 
duty  of  this  Government  to  see  and  examine  Mr. 
Erskine's  powers  before  any  arrangement  was 
concluded  with  him,  inasmuch  as  a  ratification 
of  the  arrangement  of  April  last,  was  not  reserv- 
ed— ^and  several  ancient  authorities  are  produced 
in  support  of  this  opinion. 

whatever  may  be  the  role  of  procedure  where 
one  Government,  by  its  representative,  makes  im- 
portant concessions  to  another,  or  where  the  terms 
of  the  agreement  are  unreasonable  or  unequal  ia 
themselves,  I  cannot  pretend  to  answer;  but 
where  the  terms  of  the  agreeinent  are  rensMiable 
and  equitable  in  themselves,  it  has  not  been  the 
practice  of  more  modern  times  to  demand  a  sight 
of  the  instructions  possessed  by  the  Minister  roak- 
iag  or  proposing  to  make  the  arrangement.  Br 
a  reference  to  the  correspondence  which  took 
place  between  Mr.  Pinkney,  our  Minister  at  Lon- 
don, and  Mr.  Canning,  in  which  Mr.  Pinkney 
submits  eertain  propositions  to  the  British  Gov- 
ernment for  their  consideration,  we  do  not  find  that 
Mr.  Pinkney  was  called  on  to  show  his  instruc- 
tions, or  interrogated  respecting  them.  His  oiU 
oial  statement,  that  he  was  instructed  to  make 
the  overture,  was  tben  deemed  sufficient ;  and  al^ 
though  Mr.  Canning  did  not  think  proper  to  ac- 
cede to  the  term^i  proposed  by  Mr.  Pinaney,  yet 
no  want  of  power  or  authority  is  alleged  as  a  rea- 
son for  the  refusal  on  his  part. 

There  seems  to  be  a  manifest  impropriety  i« 
the  nation  of  demanding  a  sight  of  instruciions  in 
ordinary  oases,  inasmuch  as  the  act  of  the  Min^* 
ister,  in  violation  of  his  instructions,  would  be  ob- 
ligatovy  eo  his  Government,  according  to  the 
usages  of  nations,  where  a  ratification  was  re- 
served, in  all  cases  where  the  terms  of  the  agree- 
ment were  reasonable  and  equitable  in  them- 
selves. Now.  sir,  what  was  acquired  by  this  Gov- 
ernment, in  the  arrangement  with  Mr.  Erskine, 
unreasonable  or  unequal?  Was  anything  more 
obtained  than  a  recognition  of  our  natural  and  in- 
defeasible right  fVeely  to  navigate  the  ocean  accord- 
ing to  the  rules  of  public  law — a  right  belonging 
equally  to  all  foreign  and  independent  nations  T 
If,  bv  the  arrangement  of  April  last,  a  ratifica- 
tion had  been  reserved,  the  British  Government 
would  in  good  faith  have  been  bound  to  have 
ratified  the  agreement,  as  no  good  reason  coultl 
be  assigned  for  failing  to  do  so. 

And,  sir,  this  failure  to  see  and  examine  Mr. 
Erskine's  instructions  is  not  alleged  by  Mr.  Jack- 
son as  a  cause  or  reason  why  this  Government 
had  not  a  ri^ht  to  complain  of  the  disavovral. 
From  this  I  infer  that  the  official  statement  con- 
tained in  Mr.  Erskine's  correspondence,  that  he 
had  instructions,  and  that  he  was  authorized  to 
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make  the  arraogement,  was  all  that  was  neces- 
sary to  he  known  by  this  QoTernment  before  the 
arrangement  was  entered  into,  and  that  the  Sec- 
retary of  State  was  necessarily  led  to  believe 
that  Mr.  Erskine  had  other  letters  of  instruction 
than  those  contained  in  Mr.  Canning's  despatch 
of  the  23d  of  January  last. 

Sir,  let  us  now  examine  Mr.  Jackson's  replv 
to  Mr.  Smith's  statement,  in  which  Mr.  Smith 
declares  this  Government  bad  not  a  knowledge 
that  the  instruction  contained  in  Mr.  Canning's 
despatch  of  the  23d  of  January  was  the  only  dis- 
patch by  which  the  conditions  were  prescribed 
to  Mr.  Erskine  for  the  conclusion  of  an  arrange- 
ment on  the  matter  to  which  it  relates,  and  de- 
clares, if  this  fact  had  been  known  at  the  time  the 
arrangement  was  made,  that  it  would  not  have 
been  made. 

Mr.  Jackson,  in  his  reply  to  Mr.  Smith,  de- 
clares that  Mr.  Smith  was  acquainted  with  the 
instruction  which  was  given  to  Mr.  Erskine,  and 
that  he  had  no  other  instruction  than  that  con- 
tained in  Mr.  Canning's  despatch  of  the  23d  of 
January.  Is  it  possible  to  conceive  a  contradic- 
tion more  positive  than  that  contained  in  this  re- 
ply? If  a  gentleman  in  his  place  states  any 
matter  of  fact  to  exist,  and  he  is  told  in  reply 
that  the  fact  stated  is  untrue,  and  that  his  state- 
ment was  made  with  a  perfect  and  intimate 
knowledge  of  its  falsehood,  all  the  world  would 
at  once  agree  be  was  insulted.  And  the  present 
case  does  not  differ  from  the  case  I  put,  except 
that  it  is  obscured  with  diplomatic  verbiage. 

But,  sir,  .Mr.  Smith  in  his  letter  of  the  18th  of 
November  expresses  bis  dissatisfaction  at  the 
liberty  taken  by  Mr.  Jackson,  and  declares  such 
insinuations  inadmissible.  And  what  is  Mr. 
Jackson's  reply  to  Mr.  Smith?  Why,  sir,  we 
find  in  pa^e  seventy-one  of  the  printed  docu- 
ments, the  following: 

"  You  will  find  that  in  my  correspondence  with  you, 
I  have  carefully  avoided  drawing  condusions  that  did 
not  necessarily  follow  from  the  premises  advanced  by 
me,  and  least  of  all  should  I  think  of  uttering  an  instn- 
uation,  where  I  was  unable  to  substantiate  a  fiict  To 
facts,  such  as  I  have  become  acquainted  with  them, 
I  have  scrupulously  adhered,  and  in  so  doing  I  must 
continue,  whenever  the  good  faith  of  His  Majesty's 
Government  is  called  in  question,  to  vindicate  its  honor 
and  dignity,  in  the  manner  that  appears  to  me  best 
calculated  for  that  purpose." 

What  were  the  insinuations  which  Mr.  Jack- 
son had  made?  Why,  first,  that  the  arrange- 
ment negotiated  with  Mr.  Erskine  was  done 
under  such  circumstances  as  could  only  lead  to  a 
disavowal,  and  it  would  have  been  an  act  desti- 
tute of  candor  on  the  part  of  this  Government  to 
make  any  complaint  of  that  disavowal;  and, 
secondly,  that  Mr.  Smith  was  perfectly  ac- 
quainted with  Mr.  Erskine's  instructions,  and 
knew  he  had  but  the  one  instruction  contained 
in  Mr.  Canning's  despatch  of  the  23d  of  January. 
Notwithstanding  Mr.  Smith  positively  denies  any 
such  knowledge,  and  complains  of  such  insinua- 
tions as  inadmissible,  yet  Mr.  Jackson  would  least 
of  all  make  an  msinuation  where  he  could  not 


substantiate  a  fact;  and  to  facta,  such  as  he  had 
became  acquainted  with  them,  he  had  scrupo- 
lously  adhered,  and  in  so  doing  would  coDiiDoe! 

This,  sir,  is  a  justification  of  all  the  charges 
fulminated  against  this  €k>yernment  by  Mr. 
Jackson,  and  a  notice  given  that  he  would  coo- 
tinue  to  charge  them  with  bad  faith  in  the  for- 
mation of  the  arrangement,  and  of  possessioga 
knowledge  of  Mr.  Erskine's  instructions,  whick 
had  been  positively  denied. 

What  course  was  left  for  the  Administratioo  to 
pursue?  Why,  sir,  either  to  hang  down  their 
ears  like  the  sluggish  ass,  and  bear  with  patience 
Mr.  Jackson's  flippant  sarcasms,  or  cut  him  off  i& 
the  manner  they  have  done,  and  put  an  end  to 
farther  opportunities  of  abusing  this  GovernmeoL 
The  course  taken  was  surely  the  only  proper ooe; 
and  the  question  now  before  os  is,  whether  we 
will  support  our  Government  in  the  measure 
thus  taken,  whatever  consequences  may  grov 
out  of  it  ?    I  am  prepared  to  say  that  we  will. 

It  has  been  stated  by  the  gentleman  from  Rhode 
Island,  that  he  did  not  see  where  this  insult  wis 
given.  Why,  sir,  it  does  appear  to  my  miod  as 
clear  and  as  evident  as  the  light  of  day  is  to  mj 
sense  of  sight,  from  an  examination  of  the  doe- 
uments,  that  an  insult  was  giren  to  this  Gorera- 
ment  beyond  bearing;  and  1  should  also  tbJDk 
that  no  man  could  examine  those  documeDts  with 
a  determination  to  give  the  facts  slated  their  pro- 
per weight,  who  would  not  make  the  same  dis- 
covery. But,  sir,  a<^cordittg  to  the  old  adage,  nooe 
so  blind  as  him  who  will  not  see. 

I  come  now  to  that  part  of  the  subject  which 
principally  induced  me  to  rise,  which  is  to  show 
(if  I  can)  that  there  exists  no  inconsisteocr  i& 
my  opinion  on  the  resolution  proposed  at  the  last 
session  by  a  gentleman  from  Virginia  not  now  io 
his  place,  and  the  support  which  I  mean  togi?e 
the  present  resolution.  Indeed,  sir,  I  might  retort 
on  the  gentlemi^n  from  Gonaecticut,  inasmuch 
as  he  was  in  favor  of  the  resolution  of  last  sesstoB 
and  is  now  opposed  to  this.  If  the  two  resoto- 
tions  are  substantially  similar^  he  must  be  Idcod* 
sistent  as  well  as  myself,  and  it  would  prove  oolj 
that  we  had  changed  sides.  But,  sir,  I  take  this 
change  as  presenting  an  irrefutable  proof  that 
the  two  cases  are  dis&imilar,  and  the  inteliig^Qce 
of  that  gentleman  has  discovered  this  fact.  The 
resolution  of  the  last  session  was  merely  appro- 
batory of  the  conduct  of  the  President  for  the 
performance  of  an  act  which  appears  to  me  to 
bay e  been  merely  a  ministerial  one.  Coofress 
had  Tested  the  President  with  a  power  to  remore 
by  a  proclamation  the  interdiction  of  our  trade 
with  Great  Britain  and  France,  or  either  of  them, 
on  the  happening  of  a  particular  contlDgencf. 
The  contingency  happened^  in  the  opinioo  of  the 
President,  and  he  discharged  his  duty.  Bat,  sir, 
the  resolution  on  your  table  is  a  pledge  on  the 
part  of  Congress  to  the  President,  to  the  natioo, 
and  to  the  world,  that  we  will  support  him  io  the 
measure  which  he  has  taken,  whatever  coose 
quences  may  grow  out  of  it. 

The  gentleman  from  Connecticut  has  consider- 
ed this  resolution  in  M^e  nature  of  a  defiance  of 


789 


HISTORY  OP  CONGRESS. 


790 


December,  1809. 


Conduct  of  the  British  Minister. 


H.  OP  R. 


war.  and  that  preparations  are  necessary  to  meet 
the  event.  I  do  not  consider  the  resolution  in 
this  light ;  neither  do  I  consider  it  a  measure  gir- 
JDg  any  just  cause  of  war  to  England.  But.  if  it 
should  be  made  a  cause  of  war,  I  conceive  no  pre- 
vioQs  preparations  are  necessary.  Whenever 
war  is  made  on  this  nation,  the  spirit  of  patriotism 
which  has  heen  lying  dormant  for  years  will  be 
aroused;  it  will  be  communicated  from  one  end 
of  this  country  to  the  other  with  the  rapidity  of 
the  electric  fluid ;  it  will  convert  in  an  instant 
the  merchants,  farmers,  mechanics,  and  yeomanry 
of  your  country  into  citizen  soldiers.  The  im* 
meose  and  almost  inexhaustible  resources  of  this 
country  will  be  rendered  active,  and  like  Leon- 
idas  and  his  Grecians,  they  will  defend  every 
inch  of  ground,  and,  if  without  success,  that  spot 
of  this  country  where  the  last  hope  of  liberty  de- 
serts them  will  be  their  tomb.  In  what,  sir,  does 
the  strength  of  this  nation  consist  ?  Not  in  nu- 
merous or  in  large  and  well  appointed  fleets;  but 
in  the  affections  of  the  people  to  the  Government. 
If  the  people  are  with  you,  your  plans  can  be  ex- 
ecuted with  effect.  If  they  are  against  you,  you 
ire  weak  and  can  do  nothing  with  effect.  I  am 
therefore  in  favor  of  the  resolution. 

Mr.  Wheator. — Mr.  Chairman :  Honored  with 
I  seat  in  this  House,  and  called  upon  to  give  my 
Tote  in  the  decision  of  a  question  important  to 
the  nation,  it  becomes  my  duty,  and  a  duty  which 
ought  not  to  be  resisted  by  inclination,  to  submit 
for  consideration  some  remarks  respecting  the 
subject  upon  which  we  are  to  decide;  and  I  in- 
dulge the  hope  that  on  this,  as  on  every  other  oc- 
casion, our  discussions  may  proceed  with  coolness 
aod  in  a  manner  becoming  the  Legislature  of  a 
free  and  discerning  people,  who  know  what  is  due 
to  themselves  and  the  rest  of  mankind. 

The  resolutions  before  us,  sanctioned  by  the 
honorable  Senate,  now  solicit  the  attention  of  the 
Representatives  of  the  American  people,  and 
strongly  invite  them  to  give  their  assent  to  sev- 
eral propositions,  deduced  from  a  correspondence 
lately  held  between  the  Secretary  of  State  and 
the  British  Minister,  Mr.  Jackson,  relative  to 
the  points  in  dispute  between  that  country  and 
this;  and,  on  their  own  behalf  and  that  of  their 
constituents,  to  signify  their  entire  approbation 
of  the  determination  of  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment resulting  therefrom,  which  put  an  end  to 
that  correspondence. 

Notwithstanding  the  opinions  of  several  hon- 
orable gentlemen,  manifested  on  a  former  occa- 
sion in  this  House,  to  whom  much  respect  is  due, 
and  whose  opinions  will  always  have  great  weight 
with  ine  when  forming  my  own ;  yet  I  cannot 
hm  still  hold  it  as  a  correct  princiole,  that  in  a 
Government  like  ours,  springing  from  and  sup- 
ported by  the  will  of  the  people,  they  have  a  right, 
and  that  it  is  even  their  duty,  on  great  occasions, 
to  signify  their  approbation  or  disapprobation  of 
the  conduct  pursued,  or  the  measures  adopted  by 
those  in  power.  For,  as  on  the  one  hand  it  may 
be  the  means  of  correcting  an  erroneous  procedure, 
50,  on  the  other,  it  may  give  life  and  vigor  to  a 
wise  and  honest  policy. 


If  indeed  praise  is  asked  for  as  an  alms,  it  should 
always  be  denied ;  but  when  it  is  well  earned  and 
really  due,  it  would  not  only  be  illiberal,  but  un- 

t'ust,  to  withhold  it.  Whether  the  one  or  the  other 
»e  the  case  in  the  present  instance,  we  may  haz- 
ard our  own  opinions^  but  the  great  question  will 
still  remain  to  be  decided  before  the  grand  tribu- 
nal of  the  public.  For,  whether  we  allow  of  an 
appeal  to  the  people  in  this  case  ur  not,  the  people 
will  sustain  the  appeal,  and  will  finally  judge  and 
determine  as  they  shall  think  proper. 

I  presume  the  honorable  Senate,  who  sent  us 
these  resolutions,  requesting  our  concurrence  in 
them,  did  not,  aod  I  presume  the  advocates  for 
the  adoption  of  them  in  this  House,  do  not  wish 
for  expressions  of'  approbation  from  any  one, 
where  they  are  not  sincerely  felt.  Expressions 
of  approbation  may  indeed  sometimes  be  com* 
pelled,  but  real  approbation  cannot ;  it  must  be 
freely  given.  It  cannot  be  extorted,  but  by  the 
discovery  of  the  wisdom  or  propriety  of  the  con- 
duct or  measure  proposed  to  be  approved. 

Although  my  praise  or  dispraise,  approbation  or 
disapprobation,  either  as  a  private  citizen  or  as 
an  individual  member  of  this  House,  may  be  con- 
sidered as  of  little  importance  to  those  who  stand 
in  the  first  ranks  in  conducting  the  great  coocernt 
of  the  nation  ;  yet  if  I  could  aee  what  has  been 
my  anxious  wish  to  see,  and  what  others  imagine 
they  do  see,  that  our  Executive  Governmentliad 
pursued  the  wisest  and  most  prudent  course  rela- 
tive to  the  subject  embraced  by  these  resolutions, 
it  would  be  highly  gratifying  to  my  pride  to  be 
able  to  furnish  a  few  materials  for  a  monument 
to  their  praise.  In  doins  this  I  should  feel  at 
much  pleasure  and  satisuiciion  as  did  the  poor 
Egyptian,  when  gathering  together  a  few  splin- 
ters of  a  broken  boat  as  a  funeral  pile  for  the  great 
Pompey. 

It  is  but  natural  that  I  should  be  prejudiced  in 
favor  of  my  own  country,  the  country  that  gave 
me  birth,  and  in  which  I  have  ever  since  lived, 
and  of  the  Government  I  have  had  some  small 
share  in  forming;  and  feel  the  force  of  the  obli- 
jration  I  am  under,  by  all  just  and  proper  means 
in  my  power,  to  promote  the  interests  and  hap- 
piness of  the  one,  and  to  give  aid  and  support  to 
the  other.  I  cannot  however,  under  these  im- 
pressions, and  with  these  objects  in  view,  either 
feel  the  necessity,  or  make  myself  willing  to  break 
through  those  eternal  and  immutable  obligatioDs, 
I  am  under  to  my  God  and  my  fellow  men,  al- 
ways to  maintain  justice  and  truth.  It  is  my 
wish  to  examine  with  fairness  and  candor  every 
subject  which  it  shall  become  my  duty  to  consider, 
and  that  my  tongue  may  always  be  found  the 
true  indet  of  my  neart.' 

I  know  it  is  a  maxim  in  some  Governments, 
that  the  supreme  power  of  the  State  can  do  no 
wrong.  I  believe,  however,  that  this  maxim  has 
not  received  the  sanction  of  experience  in  any 
Government.  It  has  sometimes  been  questioned 
even  in  that  Government  to  which  these  resolu- 
tions point;  and  the  resolutions  themselves  are 
made  to  decide  against  it.  I  should  hardly  then 
have  expected,  that  in  this  early  period  of  our  free 
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RepubliCj  su6h  a  maxim  would  be  received  and 
become  current  here.  May  we  not  yet,  sir,  hum- 
bly and  modestly  inquire,  even  though  such  in- 
quiry should  lead  to  doubt,  whether  our  Ejtecu- 
tive  Government  (as  this  Government  is  but 
a  creature  of  our  power,)  have  done  right  or 
wron^  in  the  late  hasty  step  they  have  taken, 
especially  as  we  are  now  called  upon,  and  in 
pretty  strong  terms  too,  to  approve  of  it.  If  we 
are  yet  freemen,  and  retain  any  of  our  discrimi- 
nating  faculties,  shall  we  not  examine  for  our- 
selves before  we  venture  to  express  our  approba- 
bation  ?  If  we  do  not,  shall  we  not  be  in  danger 
of  exhibiting  to  the  world  the  picture  of  convivial, 
though  tasteless  company,  over  some  sparkling 
adulteration,  commenaing  th^ir  champaign  ?  For 
myself,  sir,  I  have  examined,  and,  though  with 
modesty  and  deference  for  the  opinion  oi  others, 
I  am  compelled  as  an  honest  man  to  say  that 
what  is  proposed  in  these  resolutions  does  not 
meet  my  approbation.  In  giving  my  reasons  I 
will  state  some  facts,  but  carefylly  avoid  draw- 
ing conclusions ;  leaving  that  to  be  done  by  those 
to  whom  they  may  apply. 

The  belligerents  of  Europe,  anxious  to  excel 
in  doing  each  other  harm,  have  both  done  much 
harm  to  us. 

The  French,  it  is  said,  have  committed  some 
trespasses  on  our  commercial  rights,  and,  notwith- 
atanding  all  our  gentle  entreaties,  show  little  dis- 
position to  compensate  for  the  past  or  desist  from 
future  injuries,  until  having  acquired  as  much 
power  by  sea  as  they  have  already  by  land,  they 
shall  have  been  able  to  send  their  floating  colo- 
nies abroad;  and  then,  if  we  may  judge  of  the 
probable  effects  of  the  one,  from  what  we  have 
seen  or  heard  of  the  other,  we  may  easily  antici- 
pate what  kind  of  redress  will  be  offered  us.  If 
we  do  not  like  the  fate  of  Copenhagen,  we  may 
have  that  of  Switzerland  or  Spain.  Those  harps 
on  which  we  are  now  playing,  we  may  be  obliged 
to  hang  u^on  the  willows,  bemoan  the  loss  of  a 
stolen  President,  and,  in  a  different  tone,  to  bail 
the  arrival  of  a  victorious  master  from  the  family 
of  the  Bona  partes. 

The  French  Minister  is  still  with  us,  and  for 
aught  I  have  heard,  in  full  communion;  and  our 
accustomed  communications  with,  and  civilities 
towards  that  nation  are  not  interrupted. 

For  the  British  Gk)vernment,  sir,  I  feel  no  par- 
tiality;  with  British  subjects  I  have  no  connex- 
ion; for  the  British  nation  no  affection,  but  such 
as  1  ought  to  feel  for  all  mankind. 

From  that  nation  we  have  endured  many 
wronq;s,  and  made  as  many  complaints.  But 
all  the  means  which  the  wisdom  of  our  Govern- 
ment has  hitherto  devised,  or  her  powe(  executed, 
for  redress,  have  proved  ineffectual  to  the  attain- 
ment of  that  desirable  object.  A  different  ex- 
pedient seems  now  to  be  contemplated.  All  com- 
munication with  that  Government  through  their 
Minister  in  this  country  is  now  suspended,  and 
the  way  seems  fast  preparing  for  commencing 
open  and  avowed  hostilities  with  that  nation. 
How  far  the  nature  and  magnitude  of  the  wrongs 
we  have  suffered,  or  the  prospect  of  redress,  by 


having  recourse  to  war,  can  justify  the  messon, 
deserves  well  to  be  considered  by  those  who  ait 
to  make  the  declaration. 

I  have  no  hesitancy  in  sayin^j,  that,  accordia; 
to  the  common  notions  of  mankind  upon  such 
subjects,  (I  am  not  much  fond  of  war  mj^self  in 
any  case,J  the  conduct  of  the  British  towards  the 
people  ot  this  country  has  in  some  insttoc^if 
not  many,  been  such  as  to  justify  forcible  resia- 
ance;  provided,  from  a  due  consideration  ofibeu 
situation  and  our  own,  we  coulci  have  a  ratiooil 
prospect,  by  such  resistance,  of  inducing  or  com- 
pelling them  to  redress  our  wrongs  and  restoit 
our  rights.  Yet  I  am  not  prepared  to  sajr  thit 
anything  has  been  done  or  said  by  the  Bruiili 
Minister  to  Mr.  Secretary  Smith,  so  gross  and  ii- 
suiting,  so  far  as  can  be  discovered  in  tbeir  Ute 
correspondence,  as  to  justify  the  hasty,  aod,  as  I 
think,  injudicious  step  taken  by  our  Governmeat; 
much  less  to  induce  me  solemnly  to  pledge  my- 
self and  the  people  whom  I  have  the  honor  to  rep- 
resent, to  engage  in  so  disastrous  a  measare  u 
that  of  war,  as  recommended  in  these  resolutioas 
if  necessary  to  repel  it,  however  war  in  the  riewscf 
any  might  be  justified  on  other  grounds.  What 
sir,  shall  we,  shall  a  whole  nation  ^o  to  war,  shall 
thousands  of  lives  be  lost,  and  millions  of  bard 
earned  property  be  wastea,  because  one  maii  im- 
agines, in  which  imagination  be  may  be,  as  I  ihiok 
in  this  case  he  must  be  mistaken,^ that  aootbec 
has  made  some  representations  or  insinuations  that 
might  seem  to  affect  his  honor  or  character  ?  Are 
you  willing,  sir,  that  our  sons  should  thus  fall  QQ- 
pitied  victims  at  ambition's  shrine  ?  I  hope  not, 
sir. 

I  cannot  admit  that  such  an  insult  was  offered 
by  Mr.  Jackson  as  has  been  imagined,  nor  could 
I  affree  that  such  should  be  the  consequence  if  U 
had  been  a  fact. 

After  turning  over  every  page  and  carefullf  re- 
viewing the  whole  of  the  correspondence  betweeo 
Mr.  Smith  and  Mr.  Jackson,  I  have  really  iaii^<l 
to  find  what  others  think  they  so  plaialy  see. 

Mr.  Smith,  in  bis  letter  to  Mr.  Jackson,  of  tbe 
9th  of  October,  calls  on  that  Minister  for  a  prompt 
and  explicit  explanation  of  the  grounds  of  refasal 
on  the  part  of  his  Government  to  abide  by  ibe  ar* 
ransement  lately  made  with  his  predecessor  Mr- 
Erskine.  Mr.  Jackson,  in  his  letter  of  the  lUb  of 
the  same  month,  replies  that,  in  his  eiamioaiioa 
of  the  records  or  Mr.  Erskine's  mission,  he  fooad 
no  traces  of  complaint,  and  that  he  did  not  b«ar 
any  express  annunciations  of  it  in  tbe  several  con- 
ferences he  had  had  with  Mr.  Smith,  on  tbe  partoi 
the  United  States,  of  His  Majesty's  bA^in^^^' 
vowed  the  act  of  nis  Minister  in  the  case  alluded 
to ;  and  then  candidly  supposes  that  this  want  ot 
complaint  by  them  might  be  owing  to  a  coo- 
sciousness  that  it  would  be  unreasonable  tocoo^- 
plain  of  the  disavowal  of  an  act  done  under  suca 
circumstairces  as  could  only  lead  to  the  coos^ 
quences  that  had  followed.  What  were  these 
circumstances,  as  stated  by  Mr.  Jackson ?  Tbef 
were  these:  That  Mr.  Erskine  had  notoDlfB<^ 
conformed  with,  but  had  acted  in  direct  cootni- 
diction  to  his  instructions  in  the  arraAgeoi^"*  ^ 
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id  made;  that  these  iD8tructioQ»  were  eontained 
D  Mr.  Canniog's  despatch  to  him  of  the  23d  of 
aDuary^aod  that  that  despatch  coDtaioed  the  only 
Bstroctions  Mr.  Brskinenad  received  relating  to 
bat  sabject,  and  that  those  iostroetioos  had  been 
lade  known  in  substance,  though  not  in  extenso^ 
>  the  American  Government.  Now,  can  the 
lost  jealofts  eye  disccnrer  any  thing  in  these 
ssenioDB  of  Mr.  Jackson  that  could  be  ofiensive 
>tbe  most  squeamish  stomach  7 — unless  it  be  in 
be  last,  and  that  Mr.  8mith  confesses  to  be  true ; 
ad  yet  some  how  or  other  seems  strangely  to 
sa^ne  that  they  contain  some  inadmissible  in- 
iaaatioDs,  and  premonishes  him  against  a  repe- 
tloD.  In  answer  to  this,  Mr.  Jackson  says  tnat 
e  had  been  careful  to  avoid  drawing  conclusions 
lat  did  not  necessarily  follow  from  the  premises 
e  had  advanced,  and  not  to  utter  an  insinuation 
rhere  he  was  unable  to  substantiate  a  fact.  Mr. 
mith  had  asserted  that  oor  Government  had  no 
Dowledge  that  what  was  made  known  of  the  den' 
Itch  of  the  23d  of  January  was  the  only  authority 
If.  Erskioe  had  to  make  the  arrangement  in  ques* 
00,  and  yet,  by  intimating  an  opinion  that  his 
t&eral  authority  as  Minister  Plentpotentiary  Was 
ifficieot,  seems  to  admit  that  he  might  not  have 
id  any  other  special  authority  for  the  purpose, 
[ere  it  wovld  not  be  strange  if  the  busy  meddlrng 
liod  of  man  should  suggest  an  inquiry,  how  it 
lould  come  to  pass  that  authorities  or  instructions 
at  were  nnexbibtted  and  irnknown,  should  be 
ihstitated  as  the  basis  of  an  important  arrange- 
ent,  in  the  place  of  those  that  were  eihibited, 
9ctt9sed,  and  rejected.  If  none  had  been  exhib- 
ed  and  found  to  be- inadmissible,  it  would  not 
)pear  so  strange  if  the  general  authority  had 
!ea  relied  on.  Mr  Jackson,  however,  no  where 
serts,  that  lean  find,  that  our  Gtovernment  knew, 
the  time  of  the  arraE>gement  with  Mr.  Srskine, 
lat  he  had  no  other  instructions  or  authorities  to 
ake  it  than  such  as  were  exhibited,  but  simply 
at  be  knew  sticb  to  have  been  the  fiaet,  and  a 
et  to  which  he  felt  himself  bound  scrupuiousfy 
adhere,  in  order  to  vindicate  the  honor  ami 
gnity  or  his  Oovernment  whenever  its  good 
ith  might  be  callied  fn  question  upon  that  point. 
In  all  this  I  can  see  nothing  but  severe  civihtv. 
nd  yet  this  is  made  the  occasion  for  suddenly 
eakiog  off  of  a  correspondence  that  might  have 
d,  however  dubious  the  prospect  in  the  beginning 
It,  to  an  amicable  adjustment  of  ail  the  points 
dispate  between  the  two  countries,  and  we  are 
)w  called  upon  to  prepare  ourselves  for  war  to 
enge  the  imaginary  anront.  Not  to  get  redress 
r  the  Wrongs  we  have  suffered,  nor  to  regain  our 
^mmereial  rights ;  for  I  do  not  perceive  that  any 
these  subjects  are  embraced  by  the  resolutions. 
0  be  sure,  sir,  while  \  feel  that  I  am  an  Ameri- 
iQ,  I  wocrld  not  agree  to  submtt  to  the  conditions 
•Qtained  in  the  despatch  to  Mr.  Erskine  of  the 
U  of  January,  and  which  were  said  to  have  been 
oposed  by  our  Govermneot ;  but  Mr.  Jackson 
iimates,  a(  least,  that  the  object  of  the  British 
overnment  might  be  attained  by-  the  substitution 
r  some  others  less  exceptionable.  At  any  rate, 
we  cannot,  at  present,  nare  the  offer  of  terms, 


that  can  be  considered  by  Us  as  admissible,  on 
which  to  form  the  basis  of  a  treaty  with  the  Brit- 
ish Gk)vernment;  if  we  cannot  at  present  make 
any  treaty  at  all  with  them,  we  ought  not  to  be 
hasty  in  going  to  war. 

It  is  a  plain  dictate  of  reason,  and  to  be  found 
among  the  precepts  of  revelation,  that  any  nation 
even  under  the  greatest  pressure,  before  they  go 
to  war,  should  count  the  cost.  We  should  esti- 
mate the  losses  to  which  war  with  the  British 
may  expose  U9,  as  well  as  the  amount  of  our  prob- 
able gain,  as  also  the  means  in  our  power  of  gain- 
ing anything  at  all.  That  sentiment  contained  in 
the  President's  Message  to  Congress  at  the  opening 
of  this  session  perfectly  accords  with  my  own, 
that,  in  the  midst  of  the  wrongs  and  vexations  ex* 
perienced  from  external  causes,  there  is  much 
room  for  congratulation  on  the  prosperity  and 
happiness  flowing  from  our  situatron  at  home  ; 
and  it  may  be  added  that  since,  by  the  indulgence 
of  our  own  Government,  our  citizens  have  been 
permitted  to  return  to  that  commerce  to  which 
they  have  been  accustomed,  and  with  which  they 
are  so  much  delighted,  their  enterprises  have  been 
rewarded  by  pretty  ample  returns  of  gain  from 
abroad. 

As  an  evidence  of  this,  we  need  only  look  into 
our  greet  seaports,  and  view  the  hurry  and  zeal 
with  which  our  merchants  are  preparing  and  send- 
ing their  vesseb  to  sea,  fearing  new  restrictions 
and  embarrassments  from  our  own  Government^ 
more  than  any  orders  or  decrees  originating  in 
foreign  countries.  So  that  amidst  all  our  difficul- 
ties, oifr  desires  do  not  more  exceed  our  enjoy- 
ments, than  these  exceed  those  of  every  other  peo- 
ple in  the  world.  To  the  loss  of  many,  if  not  all 
these  advantages  and  blesslnes  a  war  would  ex- 
pose us.  And  where  would  be  our  gain?  The 
worst  passions  of  the  human  heart  would  be  called 
into  action,  and  we  should  have  an  increase  of 
nothing  but  poverty  and  vice.  Bet  it  may  be 
worth  inqmy,  what  are  our  means  of  going  to 
war?  The  phrlosopfaeiB  of  our  9g^  and  natioii 
have  taught  us  to  expect  that  the  happy  time 
would  soon  cone  when  the  unprofitable  contest 
of  trying  which  couM  do  the  other  the  most  harm 
would  yield  to  the  superior  force  of  reason.  Hence 
the  policy  of  our  Government  has  not  been  to  make 
any  censidemble  preparations  for  war.  Our  expe- 
rienced warriors,  though  eminent,  arefew;  the  rest 
remain  to  be  trained  to  the  art,  and  perhaps  to  be 
born.  The  timber  for  reaving  up  an  important 
navy  is  yet  in  our  forests  and  perhaps  in  the  acorn. 
And  i  wish  we  might  never  have  occasion  to  call 
for  the  farmer  or  procure  the  latter.  Shall  we 
then,  in  this  situation,  go  to  war  with  a  nation 
who.  for  centuries,  have  made  war  their  trade  ? 
Shall  we  undertake  to  capture  the  ships  of  a  na- 
tron wha  have  it  in  their  power  efficiently  to 
blockade  all  our  ports  from  Georgia  to  Maine, 
and  in  the  course  of  a  few  months  to  sweep  from 
the  ocean  every  ▼essd  we  may  venture  from  out 

harbors?  .  .  «  •    •         j 

But  if  w«  were  to  go  to  war  with  Britain,  and 

couM  promise  ourselves  aaeeess  in  humbling  the 

pride  of  that  haughty  nation,  should  we  not,  in 
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hastening  herdowDfall.  accelerate  the  period  when 
we  should  become  the  humble  vassals  of  the  great 
master  of  the  world.  Aod  then  the  wrongs  we 
should  have  to  endure  would  no  lonser  eo  under 
the  mild  name  of  irespames.  We  should  apply 
a  harsher  term,  if  allowed  to  give  them  any  name 
at  all. 

It  may  be  inquired,  what  then  shall  we  do  ? 
Shall  we  become  slaves  to  Britain,  for  fear  of  the 
shackles  of  imperial  France?  Shall  we  volun* 
tarily  submit  to  the  unreasonable  demands  of  the 
one.  under  an  apprehension  of  the  severer  tyranny 
of  tne  other  ?  The  answer  must  be,  no.  We  will 
never  agree  to  be  wretched.  We  will  give  no 
quit-claim  to  anything  to  which  we  are  entitled, 
but  not  madly  refuse  to  enjoy  any  because  we 
cannot  at  present  enjoy  all.  Because  we  cannot 
now,  with  safety,  traverse  the  ocean  everywhere 
at  pleasure,  shall  we  abandon  it  entirely,  and  burn 
all  our  vessels  for  fear  of  losing  them?  This 
would  be  like  the  folly  of  the  man,  who  having 
had  some  trespasses  committed  on  his  plantation, 
should  magnanimously  resolve  to  fly  to  the  moun- 
tains  and  give  up  the  whole.  I  would  not,  in 
madness,  make  a  voluntary  surrender  of  my  corn- 
field, merely  because  my  orchard  had  been  robbed. 
Let  us  make  the  most  of  every  advantage  still  in 
our  power.  If  it  be  the  policy  of  foreign  Gov- 
ernments to  lay  unjust  restrictions  on  our  com- 
merce abroad,  let  it  be  the  policy  of  ours  to  see 
that  it  is  not  shackled  with  too  much  regulation 
at  home ;  leaving  our  citizens  to  the  quick-sighted 
guidance  of  private  interest,  and  they  will  soon 
find  the  path  to  wealth.  The  wealth  of  individ- 
uals will  become  the  wealth  of  the  community, 
to  which  they  belong.  In  this  way  we  shall  grow 
rich,  as  a  nation.  Riches  will  enable  us  to  be 
richer  still,  and  being  richer  still,  we  shall  have 
the  power,  and  having  the  power,  shall  not  want 
the  disposition  to  assert  our  rights;  so  shall  we 
become  a  great  and  flourishing  nation,  and  so  may 
we  continue  until  Old  Time,  like  Samson  in  his 
wrath,  shall  pluck  the  pillars  that  support  the 
world. 

It  is  because  I  think,  and  think  honestly,  that 
the  adoption  of  these  resolutions  would  have  a 
tendency  to  brinffion  a  cloudy,  if  not  stormy  day, 
and  deprive  us  of  these  delightful  prospects,  that 
I  cannot  give  them  the  sanction  of  my  vote. 

Mr.  Johnson. — When  I  consider  it  my  indis- 
pensable duty  to  address  you,  I  shall  apologize 
neither  for  the  manner,  nor  the  time;  and,  how- 
ever feeble  my  powers,  to  speak  the  sentiments 
of  those  whose  confidence  and  whose  afiections 
have  placed  me  here  is  a  source  of  happiness  which 
I  cannot  describe.  To  be  silent  on  this  occasion 
would  do  great  injustice  to  the  love  of  national 
honor  and  the  patriotism  of  the  district  I  represent, 
and  in  fact  or  the  State  in  which  I  live.  The 
gentlemen  in  opposition  to  the  resolution  have 
given  an  extent  to  this  discussion  which  has  in- 
volved our  foreign  relations  with  all  the  world. 

I  may  be  permitted,  therefore,  without  being 
considered  prolix,  to  embrace  in  my  remarks  the 
disavowed  arrangement  and  the  eventssubsequent ; 
nor  shall  I  be  considered  as  wandering  from  the 


subject  to  review  the  situation  of  this  coaDtry  tt 
the  time  of  the  disavowed  arraogemeot,  sod  to 
mention  the  great  events  which  pressed  hearilf 
upon  the  eve  of  this  period.  What  was  this  sit- 
uation and  these  pressing  and  impending  eveoti 
previous  to  the  arrangement?  Our  embarrass- 
ments had  never  been  so  great  since  the  RevolQ- 
tion,  nor  our  ii^juries  so  numerous,  96  serioas,  w 
•ggrAvated ;  the  political  horizon  was  orershad< 
owed  with  clouds  and  darkness — no  commercitl 
arrangement  existed  between  Great  Britaio  aad 
the  United  States ;  we  were  bound  together  bj 
no  conventional  ties — ^by  no  treaty  obligation 
The  commercial  part  of  Jay's  Treaty,  which  coo- 
ceded  so  much  to  England,  and  which  hasso  jutlj 
incurred  the  execration  of  the  friends  of  oar  io- 
dependence,  had  expired.  We  were  afloat  upon 
the  ocean  upon  the  oroad  basis  of  the  laws  of  01- 
tions,  under  which  for  a  few  years  we  were  grow- 
ing in  wealth  and  happiness  in  a  manner  that  ex- 
cited the  jealousy  ot  Great  Britain.  She  hid 
failed  to  gain  the  same  advantages  byaoother 
treaty,  and  she  refused  to  enter  into  a  reciprocil 
aod  liberal  one.  Failing  in  this  attempt,  the  laws 
of  nations  wen  disregarded — changed  by  muni' 
cipal  regulations,  and  executed  by  the  British  can- 
non— power  and  necessity  became  her  code  of 
maritime  laws,  and  our  commerce  and  our  inno- 
cent and  independent  citizens  fell  a  sacrifice  to 
this  system  of  iniquity. 

The  subject  of  impressment,  the  first  in  tbe  list 
of  injuries;  the  colonial  trade  direct  aod  cir- 
cuitous; the  subject  of  blockade,  by  which  the 
civilized  world  has  been  closed  to  our  commerce 
by  proclamations  on  paper;.the  list  of  contraband; 
the  search  of  merchant  vessels ;  depredations  in 
our  waters ;  the  attack  on  the  Chesapeake,  where 
a  number  of  our  citizens  were  murdered  and 
some  still  held  in  captivity ;  the  British  procla- 
mation, holding  out  farther  pretensions  upon  tbe 
subject  of  impressment  than  have  ever  been  ex- 
ercised with  all  of  their  nefarious  practices;  tbe 
Orders  in  Council  levying  a  tribute,  a  uz,  a  con- 
tribution upon  your  soil  and  your  proper (f. 
These  were  the  subjects  of  dispute,  the  points  of 
controversy.  Atonement  for  the  injuries  refased 
and  negotiation  on  other  points  had  failed.  Tbe 
most  sanguine  among  us  gave  up  all  hopes  of 
better  times.  The  crisis  was  awtul,  which  pI^ 
sen  ted  to  the  American  people  the  alternaurei 
of  war,  embargo,  or  disgrace.  Our  situatiop  was 
rendered  more  perilous  by  the  internal  divisions 
at  home  and  the  opposition  which  Constitutional 
laws  met  with  in  many  parts  of  the  United  Sutes. 
In  this  hour  of  peril  and  danger,  the  disavowed 
arrangement  was  announced  to  the  people  of  tbe 
United  States  by  our  Chief  Executive  Magis- 
trate— an  arrangement  which  made  atonement 
in  part  for  the  murder  of  our  couDtrymen  oa 
board  the  Chesapeake,  offered  a  prospect  of  restor- 
ing the  men  now  in  captivity  and  eiile^whicfa 
re&cinded  the  Orders  in  Council  as  they  respected 
the  United  States — with  a  promise  of  sending t 
special  Minister  vested  with  full  powers  to  con- 
clude a  Treaty  of  Peace.  I  cannot  describe  tbe 
feelings  of  the  American  people  at  this  welcome 
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news,  when  the  agreeable  surprise  permitted  re- 
flectioD— the  prospect  of  peace  made  their  joy 
immoderate.    A  political  jubilee  was  proclaimed. 
It  was  foodly  hoped  that  a  pledge  had  been  given 
3r  a  disposition'  manifested  to  obviate  the  insults 
lod  wrongs  of  twenty  years  in  a  just  and  amica- 
}le  arrangement.    The  effects  of  this  disavowed 
irrangement  were  universal,  not  confined  to  one 
party,  nor  to  one  class  of  citizens.     The  few  who 
]oubied  the  faith   of  Qreat  Britain   were  de- 
loanced— no  party  or  politician  dared  at  that 
ime  to  say.  and  it  could  not  be  said,  that  Great 
Britain  had  surrendered  any  right,  that  she  bad 
ibaodoned  any  principle  of  equity  or  the  laws 
)f  nations;  nor  that  Qreat  Britain  had  more 
kn  atoned  for  the  injuries  in  which  reparation 
vas  rendered,  nor  that  Mr.  Erskine  had  been 
)Tereached,  or  that  he  had  compromitted  the 
lODor  of  his  Government.     Not  even  British 
iinissaries  nor  the  papers  supposed  to  be  devoted 
othe  British  interest  dared  to  assert  any  of  these 
N»iUons.     There   was  a  difference  of  opinion 
rith  respect  to  the  arrangenlent  in  this:  that 
loe  party  contended  or  thought  that  it  contained 
be  maximum  of  what  we  had  a  right  to  ask. 
The  other  party  contended  or  thought,  that  it 
ras  the  ^ninimum  of  justice,  that  we  had  a  ri^ht 
0  demand  more.    But  all  concurred  in  accepting 
be  arrangement  with  great  joy.    This  arrange- 
lent  furnished  subject-matter  for  a  very  new 
Dd  interesting  discussion,  as  unexpected  as  the 
rrangemeot.    What  was  this  contest  which  was 
raged  so  very  warmly  ?    Why,  sir,  it  was  who 
liould  claim  the  credit  of  the  arrangement.   This 
ras  the   dispute — forces  were  marshalled — the 
ewspapers  were  engaged,  and  the  orators  of  this 
louse  came  forth  in  all  their  strength.    I  was 
bo  anxious  to  share  a  little  of  the  credit,  and 
lerefore  I  put  in  my  little  mite  with  the  rest. 
i  was  said  bv  some  of  the  opponents  to  the  mea- 
ires  of  the  Administration  and  the  Government 
lat  iheir  opposition  had  produced  the  arraojge- 
ient  with  Great  Britain;  and  they  therefore 
laimed  the  credit  of  the  happy  change.    I  could 
ot  subscribe  to  this  doctrine,  because  I  could  not 
erceive  its  reasonableness,  and  it  would  have 
iken  from  those  with  whom  I  acted  all  the  credit 
ir  which  they  contended.    It  was  by  others  as- 
ribed  to  the  sood  disposition  of  Great  Britain 
»wards  the  United  States  which  had  ever  ex- 
ted,  who  said  that  Great  Britain  had  been  pre- 
snted  from  a  display  of  that  good  disposition  to 
3  us  justice  on  account  of  the  partiality  of  Mr. 
ififerson  to  France  and  his  hostility  to  England, 
was  with  sorrow,  however,  sir,  that  I  neard 
lat  great  and  good  man  called  a  French  partisan, 
man  who  could  not  be  injured  by  such  un- 
•unded  charges,  and  whose  name  will  be  in- 
ibed  in  the  temple  of  renown  in  indelible  letters; 
3t  only  for  his  great  abilities,  but  his  great  good- 
ess.  To  bring  other  proof  of  the  good  disposition 
:  Great  Britain,  Mr.  Monroe's  Treaty  and  Mr. 
•ose's  mission  were  called  up.   It  was  a  great  con- 
»iation  to  me,  however,  that  it  was  admitted  by 
le  same  persons  that  Mr.  Madison,  in  whom  I 
are  the  greatest  confidence,  was  impartial  to- 


wards the  two  great  belligerents,  and  therefore 
entitled  to  thanks  and  approbation.  Another  party, 
called  the  Republicans,  ascribed  the  arrangement 
with  Mr.  Erskine  to  the  wise  and  patriotic  mea- 
sures of  the  Government,  and  to  the  events  in 
Europe,  which  were  at  tnat  time  disastrous  to 
English  hopes.    I  was  of  this  number. 

But  while  we  were  contemplating  this  golden 
age,  this  era  in  our  history — at  a  time  when 
the  farmer  had  prepared  his  grain  for  market, 
and  promised  his  impatient  creditor  speedy  pay- 
ment; when  the  mechanic  expected  an  additional 
reward  for  his  labor;  when  tnefiagof  the«honest 
trader  floated  in  the  winds  of  every  region,  and 
the  seamen  exulted  with  joy  at  the  return  of  bet- 
ter times,  and  the  wife  and  children  of  a  fond 
husband  and  affectionate  parent  cherished  a  hope 
of  meeting  again  the  dearest  object  of  their  af- 
fection, detained  by  British  impressment — at 
this  eventful  moment  it  was  that  the  disavowal 
of  that  arrangement  was  announced  to  blast  our 
hopes,  and  to  put  down  our  pretensions  to  credit. 
Laying  out  of  the  question  past  events,  we  are 
furnished  by  this  disavowal  with  subject-matter 
for  another  long  talk  equally  as  important  if  not 
as  amusing  as  the  one  I  have  mentioned;  old 
grievances  are  done  away  or  merged  in  those  of 
later  date. 

What  is  this  new  subject  of  discussion — the 
origin  and  cause  of  this  disavowal?  This  involves 
several  questions,  viz:  whether  the  disavowal 
originated  in  British  perfidy  or  in  the  mistake  or 
misconduct  of  D.  M.  Erskine,  Esq.,  the  British 
Minister — and  also  an  examination  of  the  un- 
warrantable charffe  of  Mr.  Jackson,  the  dismissed 
British  Minister,  by  which  he  endeavored  to  shift 
the  odium  of  the  disavowal  from  the  King  of  Eng- 
land to  the  Executive  of  the  United  States. 

I  shall  not  enter  into  a  tediou|  and  disgusting 
detail,  but  confine  myself  to  the  spirit  of  the  cor- 
respondence— nor  shall  I  enter  into  a  construction 
of  Mr.  Jackson's  verbiage  and  phraseology,  but  of 
its  obvious  and  natural  import.  The  disavowal 
could  not  have  originated  in  the  misconduct  of 
Mr.  Erskine,  because  no  gentleman  will  iay>ute 
to  him  an  unworthy  motive ;  his  hiffh  character, 
his  uniform  loyalty  to  his  master  the  King,  for- 
bids such  an  idea.  In  addition  to  this,  I  would 
call  to  my  aid  the  doctrine  of  human  nature,  and 
ask  what  motive  could  exist  in  Mr.  Erskine  to 
deceive  h  is  own  Government  or  the  Un  ited  States  ? 
A  motive  for  such  conduct  does  not  exist.  But 
oo  the  other  hand  every  honorable  considera* 
tion,  as  well  as  every  other  rational  motive,  must 
have  impressed  upon  his  mind  the  necessity  of 
complying  with  His  Majesty's  wishes.  His  stand- 
ing as  a  man  of  integrity  and  intelligence,  his  con- 
tinuance as  Minister  in  this  country^  all  depended 
upon  a  faithful  execution  of  the  trust  connded  to 
his  charge.  He  must  have  known  that  a  viola- 
tion of  instructions  would  only  have  injured  hit 
own  country  and  the  United  States,  in  producing 
a  disavowal.  The  disavowal,  therefore,  must 
have  originated  in  the  innocent  misconception 
of  Mr.  Erskine; or  in  the  Punic  faith  of  England. 

Upon  this  subject,  I  shall  think  for  myself* 
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Leaving  out  those  eveDts  which  wo«iId  go  to  cast 
odium  on  the  British  Cabinet,  let  me  remind  the 
Committee  that  Mr.  Erskine  is  a  mah  of  under- 
standing, a  man  of  integrity,  and  be  still  asserts 
that  he  acted  agreeably  to  His  Majesty's  wishes 
and  to  the  spirit  of  the  instructions  given  him. 
I  must  refer  to  the  declarations  of  Mr.  Erskine 
in  the  printed  document : 

*'  Under  these  circumstances,  ther^ors,  finding  that 
Ivould  not  obtain  the  recognitions  specified  in  Mr. 
Canning's  despatch  of  the  23d  January,  which  formed 
but  onejpart  of  his  instructionB  to  me,  in  the  formal 
manner  required,  I  considered  that  it  would  be  in  vain 
to  lay  before  the  Government  of  the  United  States  the 
despatch  in  question,  which  t  was  at  liberty  to  have 
done  in  extenso  had  I  thought  proper :  But  as  I  had 
such  strong  grounds  for  believing  that  the  object  of 
Bit  Majesty's  Government  could  be  attained,  though 
in  a  different  manner,  and  the  spirit,  at  least,  of  my 
Mveral  letters  of  iniftructions  be  fully  eomplied  with,  I 
felt  a  thorough  conviction  xi^ogi  my  mind  that  I  should 
be  acting  in  eonibrmity  with  His  Majesty's  wishes, 
andf  accordingly,  concluded  the  late  provisional  agree- 
ment on  His  Majesty's  behalf  with  the  GoverBaaentof 
the  United  Stetes." 

He  states,  with  candor  and  sincerity,  that  when 
he  entered  into  the  arranj^ements  he  felt  a  tho- 
rough conviction  upon  his  mind,  that  he  was 
acting  in  conformity  to  his  master's  wishes,  and 
up.  to  the  spirit  of  his  several  letters  of  instruc- 
tions, if  not  the  letter  of  them.  He  also  states 
that  he  greatly  laments  that  an  act  of  his  should 
produce  any  embarrassment  between  the  two 
conntries.  In  a  different  letter  be  states  that  he 
had  no  intention  to  deceive  the  United  States, 
and  regrets  the  consequences  which  hare  resulted 
from  the  rejection  of  the  arrangement.  I  will 
now  speak  of  the  conduct  of  the  Eieeutive,  as  to 
the  charge  brou^t  against  him,  by  Mr.  Jackson. 
I  will  not  condescend  to  vindicate  the  Executive. 
He  standtt,  thank  God!  above  suspicion.  His 
talents,  his  veracity,  his  love  of  countty,  are 
above  suspicion^^I  will  not  speak  of  motives  as  ap- 
plying to  him,  or  I  would  ask  what  motive  the  Ex* 
ecntijre  could  have  to  enter  into  an  arrangement 
which  he  knew  would  be  rejected,  and  prodcrce 
the  mischief  which  has  resulted?  1st.  Mr.  Er 
akine  declares  he  did  not  lay  befoT|^the  Execu- 
tive or  the  Secretary  of  State  his  instructions. 
2od.  On  onr  part  the  engagement  now  disavowed 
was  promptly  executed  by  the  Executive.  Alf 
this  was  known  to  Mr.  Jackson,  and  every  eir*- 
enmstance  enunserated  should  be  recollected  (O 
interpret  the  intention  of  the  British  Govern- 
ment to  insult  us  through  their  agent,  Mr.  Jackson. 

From  this  retrospective  mmmarv,  let  any  un- 
prejudiced mind  determine  whether  the  disa- 
vowal originated  in  British  perfid]f  or  the  mistake 
of  Mr.  Erskine.  To  enable  us  to  judge  still  more 
correctly,  let  us  attend  to  the  mission  of  Mr. 
Jackson,  and  I  am  sorry  here  to  state,  that  I  un- 
derstood the  gentleman  from  Connecticut,  (Mr. 
Dana,^  either  by  his  express  words,  or  from  the 
unavoidable  conclusion  drawn  from  bis  premises, 
to  charge  the  Chief  Executive  Magistrate  with 
the  conseqnencea  of  the  disavowal  on  the  part 


of  Great  Britain,  of  an  equitable  arraogemeot en- 
tered into  with  great  solemnity,  and  which  gave 
no  more  than  our  undoubted  right,  nor  as  mDch. 
I  did  not  hear  him  cast  any  censijre  on  the  con- 
duct of  Mr.  Jackson,  nor  upon  the' conduct  of  the 
British  Gk>vemment  in  disavowing  the  act  of  its 
Mhiister.  He  also  admitted  that  the  Presideot 
had  a  right  Coostttutionally  to  receive  foreign 
Ministers,  and  might  reject  them  upon  reasonable 
ground.  He  also  seated  that  tfaeimnHinity  ofapob- 
lie  Minister  did  not  allow  him  to  charge  our  Ex- 
ecutive with  a  falsehood,  or  to  appeal  to  the  peo- 
ple from  the  Government.  These  principles  beio^ 
admitted,  I  listened  attentively  to  hear  where  the 
blame  Was  to  be  placed,  on  whose  shoulders- 
and  to  my  astonisnment,  the  blame  was  packed 
upon  the  President  of  the  United  States,  io  fill- 
ing to  comply  with  an  incumbent  duty,  viz:  is 
not  demanding  the  authority  of  Mr.  Erskioeto 
make  the  arrangement.  And  many  authorities 
were  quoted  to  prove  the  failure  of  duty  on  the 
part  of  the  Executive.  The  gentleman  has  failed 
in  his  attempt,  admitting  every  authority  qaoted. 
When  a  foreign  Minister  enters  into  any  engage- 
ment with  any  other  Qovernment,  and  the  stipula- 
tions are  to  be  carried  into  immediate  effect,  there 
the  Government  has  a  right  to  demand  the  pow- 
er, or,  if  you  will,  the  authority  of  such  foreign 
Minister  to  concltidean  arrangement  on  the  sub- 
jects embraced  by  the  compact. 

But  there  is  a  difference  between  the  power  of 
a  public  Minister,  and  his  special  instraciioos 
under  the  power.  It  never  has  been  denied  that 
Mr.  Erskine  had  power  to  make  an  arrangement 
on  the  subjects  embraced  by  the  disavowed  stip- 
ulations. This  is  acknowledged  by  Mr.  Jacksoa  ia 
the  correspondence,  by  Mr.  Canning  io  hisletters. 
and  by  ail  those  who  support  Mr.  Jackson  and 
condemn  our  Executive  Government.  The  Pres- 
ident, therefore,  demanded  and  received  proper 
evidence  of  the  power  of  Mr.  Erskine  to  mike 
arrangements  embracing  the  Orders  in  CoDDcil 
and  the  affair  of  the  Chesapeake.  Having  done 
this,  the  President  discharged  his  duty. 

Secondly. — Then  how  does  the  member  from 
Connecticut  make  and  prove  his  charge  that  the 
President  failed  in  a  great  and  an  iDcambent 
duty  ?  The  gentleman  has  ingeniously  blended 
the  power  or  the  authority  of  a  public  Minister 
with  his  spedai  instructions.  I  would  ask  that 
learned  member,  whether  the  annals  of  diplo- 
macy, of  the  laws  of  nations,  or  h»  Treatf  of 
W^estphalia,  can  furnish  an  instance  where  a  Gor- 
ernment  had  the  right  or  ever  did  demand  a 
sight  of  the  special  instrnctions  of  a  foreign  Min- 
ister? It  never  has  been  done  of  right;  it  can- 
not be  done.  It  would  be  viohiting  the  most 
sacred  right  of  a  foreign  Minister.  If,  thf^e- 
fore,  special  instructions  are  ever  exhibited,  it  is 
from  courtesy,  and  f!t>m  the  free  will  of  the  Min- 
ister instructed.  This  doctrine  is  proved  bjr  the 
case  under  consideration.  If  we  had  a  right  to 
demand  the  special  instructions  of  Mr.  Erskine, 
why  did  Mr.  Canning  anthorize  Mr.  Erskine  to 
show  one  despatch  to  our  Gbvernmeot?  This 
18  a  case  io  point*   The  prmciple  is  tbsard  m 
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unreasoDable,  and  cannot  bear  examination.-^ 
When  I  have  so  often,  therefore,  witnessed  the 
moderation  of  that  gentleman,  and  been  so  often 
jostiucted  with  his  remarks  upon  the  laws  of  na- 
tioDs,  dbc.,  I  confess  1  was  pained  to  the  heart  to 
hear  a  charge  of  a  failure  in  the  President  to  dis- 
charge his  dotf  tothis  nation,  made  Out  by  blend- 
ing the  powers  of  a  Minister  with  his  special  in- 
stroctioQS.  I  regretted  this  still  riiore,  when  I 
recollected  that  the  same  member  declared  that 
he  would  be  more  unwilling  to.  censui-e  than  to 
approbate  the  conduct  of  the  Presiden  t.  It  diiight 
have  been  useful  if,  at  that  time,  the  learned 
member  had  recollected  his  obserrations  as  to 
the  worth  of  character,  made  when  speaking  of 
the  British  Minister,  and  when  we  were  cautioned 
against  its  traduction.  A  failure  of  duty,  there- 
fore, in  the  President,  to  demand  the  instructions 
of  Mr.  Erskine  at  the  time  of  the  arrangement, 
has  led  to  the  disarowai  and  its  consequences,  by 
the  fair  deductions  from  the  gentleman's  premises, 
if  not  from  his  express  declarations.  I  would 
a&k,  ifthe  President  had  demanded  the  special 
instructions  of  Mr.  Erskine,  and  they  had  been 
produced  for  inspection,  what  would  hare  been 
the  consequence  ?  If  the  President  had  concur- 
red with  the  construction  of  Mr.  Erskine,  and  a 
disavowal  had  taken  place,  as  it  has  already,  the 
hue  and  cry  would  have  rung  throughout  the 
United  States.  If  the  President  had  differed 
from  Mr.  Erskine,  and  had  refused  the  amicable 
arrangement,  denunciations  in  the  voice  of  thun- 
der would  have  been  proclaimed  to  the  world. 

But,  the  real  dispute  is,  where  it  ought  to  be, 
with  Mr.  Erskine  and  his  master  the  King.  The 
charge  which  Mr.  Jackson  has  made  against  the 
Government  or  the  Executive  is  this:  that  the 
President  did  enter  into  an  arrangement  with  Mr. 
Erskine,  the  British  Minister,  settling  the  affair 
of  (he  Chesapeake  and  revoking  the  Orders 'ia 
Council  as  toey  related  to  the  United  States, 
knowing  at  the  time  that  Mr.  Erskine  violated 
his  most  positive  instructions,  and  that  the  King 
would  not  be  bound  by  the  arran^ment.  The 
member  from  Connecticut  (Mr.  Dana)  states 
that  Mr.  Madison  failed  in  the  performance  of 
in  incumbent  duty  in  not  demanding  the  author- 
ity of  Mr.  Erskine,  thereby  including  in  that  ex- 
pression his  special  instructions  at  the  time  of 
the  arrangement;  and  that,  therefore,  Great  Bri- 
tain was  not  to  blame  jn  disavowing  an  unau- 
thorized act! 

I  am  sick  of  this  subject,  and  return  to  the 
mission  of  Mr.  Jackson.  He  is  received  as  the 
Minister  resident  and  successor  of  Mr.  Erskine. 
His  conduct  soon  induced  the  President  to  re- 
quire of  him  written  communications  to  prevent 
his  eqnivocations.  He  was  vested  with  no  ex- 
traordinary power — he  had  no  propositions' to 
make  upon  the  subject  of  a  commercial  inter- 
course, including  the  Orders  in  Council;  but  he 
was  authorized  to  receive  for  consideration  pro- 
positions from  us.  We,  the  injured  party,  must 
make  overtures,  and  be  would  listen  to  them  and 
;et  the  final  answer  from  bis  master  in  the  mean 
limel 
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He  stated  to  our  Government  in  addition  that 
the  Orders  in  Council  would  not  be  revoked,  but 
upon  three  conditions.  I  almost  blush  to  state 
those  conditions,  which  were,  to  purchase  rights 
that  belonged  to  us  as  a  neutral  nation. 

].  The  United  States  must  abandon  their  re- 
strictive system,  non-intercourse,  dbc,  against 
Great  Britain — admit  the  British  navy  to  our 
ports  and  harbors— and  continue  this  system  • 
against  the  commerce  of  France,  her  allies  and 
dependencies^ 

k  That  the  United  States  must  abandon  the 
colonial  trade  during  the  war,  direct  and  cir- 
cuitous. 

3.  The  British  navy  must  be  called  in  to  exe- 
etite  the  laws  of  Congress  against  our  own  citi- 
zens, viz:  the  non-intercourse  against  France, 
and  to  capture  our  merchant  vessels  going  to 
France,  with  a. declared  intention  that  this  meas- 
ure would  be  necessary  to  secure  the  bona  fide 
intention  of  the  United  States. 

And  where  did  these  cooditions  originate? 
Whose  mind,  so  sickly  and  feverish  at  the  pros- 
perity of  the  United  States  as  to  propose  them, 
particularly  the  last,  which  asks  a  formal  surren- 
der of  one'of  the -attributes  of  sovereignty?  It 
was  first  attempted  to  fix  the  origin  of  these  pro- 
positions on  conversations  which  Mr.  Erskine 
had  with  Messrs.  Madison,  Gallatin,  and  Smith, 
then  heads  of  departments.  This  was  denied  by 
Mr.  Erskine  in  positive  terms,  in  answer  to  the 
inquiries  of  this  Government.  He  denies  that 
any  such  concessions  or  conditions  were  made 
or  mentioned.  It  then  is  attempted  to  fix  the 
blame  of  calling  in  the  British  navy  to  execute 
our  laws,  upoti  Mr.  Pinkney.  To  prove  it,  we  call 
for  papers,  and  how  does  it  appear?  That  Can- 
ning made  the  proposition  to  rinkney,  who  never 
sanctioned  in  any  manner  such  a  degrading  pro- 
posal. The  troth  is,  that  these  propositions  orlgi-.. 
nated  and  were  hatched  in  the  brain  of  Canning. 
No  other  mind,  I  hope  and  trust  in  God.  would 
have  been  so  corrupt  and  audacious.  Lo!  we 
make  a  great  struggle  to  fix  every  blame  on  our 
Administration,  and  when  that  cannot  be  done, 
no  censure  is  attached  to  the  foreign  Government! 
Our  Administration  has  been  so  unfortunate  as 
never  to  be  in  the  right  with  some  politicians, 
and  some  foreign  Governments  never  to  be  in  the 
wrong.  We  are  thtxs  told  that  we  are  not  able  to 
execute  our  laws,^nd  that  British  cruisers  in  all 
their  licentiousness  must  be  permitted  to  capture 
our  own  merchantmen;  and  I  suppose  the  next:> 
condition  would  be,  that  we  should  get  the  British'f^ 
Parliament  to  make  the  laws  for  us,  and  then  the* 
British  navy  might  better  execute  them — and 
that  we  should  send  our  soldiers  to  the  Conti- 
nent to  fight  her  battles.  Omnipotent  Orders  in 
Council ! 

Thus  the  door  to  negotiation  was  closed ;  un- 
less indeed  some  should  suppose  that  these  condi- 
tions should  be  complied  with  on  our  part.  These 
conditions  being  ur^d  a  second  time,  after  they 
had  been  rejected  with  indignation  by  the  Execu- 
tive, was  good  cause  to  have  dismissed  the  Brit- 
ish emissary,  without  waiting  for  personal  insult* 
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His  offer  in  the  case  of  the  Chesapeake  was  also 
disgraceful  and  unacceptable*  Keeping  in  view 
what  has  been  said,  I  come  to  the  slanderous 
charge  made  by  Jackson,  the  British  Minister, 
against  the  President  of  the  United  States.  The 
British  Minister  is  called  on  repeatedly  to  eive 
explanations  and  reasons  for  the  disavowal  of  the 
arrangement  with  his  predecessor.  After  much 
equivocation,  he  commences  his  task.  Not  satis- 
fied with  charging  the  disavowal  to  the  mistake 
of  Mr.  Erskine  in  the  violation  of  his  instructions, 
he  exnresslv  changes  the  President  with  a  com- 
plete Knowledge  that  Mr.  Erskine  at  the  time 
violated  his  instructions,  and  that  the  President 
knew  it  would  not  be  binding  on  the  King  his 
master.  He  says  that  no  distinct  complaint  had 
been  made  of  the  disavowal.  That  he  attributes 
to  the  candor  of  the  President,  to  that  forbearance 
arising  from  a  belief  that  such  complaint  would 
be  unreasonable.  Pages  32, 33,  of  the  printed  docu- 
ments, contain  the  substance  of  this  cnarge.  This 
charge  was  met  by  the  Secretary  of  State  with 
a  positive  denial,  and  with  a  declaration  that  the 
arrangement  would  not  have  been  made,  if  Mr. 
Erskine  had  informed  the  President  that  the 
three  conditions  before  stated,  were  the  only 
terms  upon  which  the  compact  was  to  be  made. 
Notwithstanding  this  denial  and  declaration, 
the  charge  is  again  repeated.  The  Secretary  of 
State,  feeling  a  just  indignation  at  the  dishonora- 
ble insinuation  or  charge,  states  it  expressly,  in 
such  a  way  that  it  cannot  be  misunderstood,  and 
declares  to  Mr.  Jackson  that  such  language  was 
inadmissible.  In  reply  to  this  admonition,  the 
charge  is  still  persisted  in.  The  Executive  had 
no  alternative  left,  but  either  to  have  admitted 
the  truth  of  the  charge,  to  have  taken  the  insult, 
or  to  dismiss  the  agent. 

If  it  were  not  known  to  the  world  what  step 
had  been  taken,  it  would  be  unnecessary  to  pro- 
.'claim  it,  when  the  character  of  the  Executive 
and  those  associated  with  him  in  the  Adminis- 
tration is  known.  Thus,  sir,  without  going  into 
a  tedious  detail,  I  have  only  given  the  substance, 
from  which  you  may  get  the  spirit  of  the  cor- 
respondence. 

1  do  not  think,  like  some  members,  that  this  is 
a  national  challenge,  a  defiance  of  war — a  provo- 
cation to  hostility.  No,  sir,  it  is  a  solemn  aeclar- 
ation,  that  this  nation  has  been  abused  and  in- 
sulted, and  that  we  will  maintain  the  honor  and 
the  rights  of  the  people,  although  it  should  cast 
a  shade  of  disgrace  over  the  fame  of  a  foreign 
Minister.  The  dismissal  of  Jackson  is  the  exer- 
cise of  a  sovereign  right,  recognised  by  the  laws 
of  nations  and  the  law  of  experience  among  civil- 
ized nations ;  and  Great  Britain  has  no  cause  of 
complaint  oi^  that  account.  And  should  it  be 
made  a  pretext  for  aggression,  I  proclaim  it  here, 
I  proclaim  it  to  the  people  whom  I  represent,  and 
to  the  American  people,  that  I  approve  and  ap- 
plaud the  conduct  of  the  President  in  the  dis- 
missal of  Jackson,  the  British  Minister;  that  in 
80  doing  he  has  maintained  the  honor,  vindicated 
the  rights,  and  spurned  the  insults  offered  to  an 
independent  and  patriotic  people.    He  acted  with 


decision,  not  with  rashness — with  a  just  resent- 
ment, not  with  passion.  We  may  coDtioae  to 
pursue  a  wavering  course  until  our  liberties  are 
destroyed  by  inviting  foreign  aggression.  Oar 
forbearance  has  already  drawn  down  upon  us  the 
contempt  of  other  Powers,  and  to  this  policy  we 
may  attribute  many  of  the  wrongs  we  hare  sof- 
fered.  You  are  treated  with  contumely  on  the 
ocean,  your  citizens  are  impressed  and  held  Ia 
perpetual  bondage.  Your  commerce  is  destroyed, 
your  flaff  .was  torn  down  and  scattered  to  the 
winds  of  heaven  in  foreign  ports,  on  the  4th  of 
July,  the  day  of  our  independence ;  and  now,u 
our  own  door,  at  the  seat  of  the  Federal  GorerD- 
ment,  a  foreign  Minister  looks  vour  President  ia 
the  face,  and  charges  him  witn  falsehood— and 
we  are  told  to  submit  to  it.  I  am  desirous  to 
see  this  nation  grow — nothing  can  stop  its  growth. 
But  when  I  hear  members  talk  about  the  growth 
of  this  nation,  and  declare  that  we  cannot  or 
ought  not  to  resent  the  ten  thousand  wrongs  we 
have  suffered,  it  has  often  reminded  me  of  a 
swine  confined  in  his  pen — ^give  it  corn  eooogh 
to  eat  and  the  animal  will  grow  fat,  although  you 
kick  and  cuJQT  it  for  yOur  amusement.  It  is  a 
vulgar  comparison,  but  suitable  to  such  argu- 
ments. Let  us  recollect,  that,  like  the  animal, 
we  may  grow  in  fatness ;  but  that  fatness  may 
soon  be  the  spoil  of  others  by  slaughter. 

I  was  surprised  to  hear  the  gentleman  from 
Rhode  Island  (Mr.  Potter)  make  a  war  speech 
against  France  and  Great  Britain.  If  that  gen- 
tleman is  sincere,  will  he  vote  for  strong  meas- 
ures of  retaliation  against  both  ?  If  so,  I  will 
join  him.  He  speaks  of  those  wrongs  having 
been  committed  continually  for  fifteen  years. 
Did  he  vote  or  would  he  ha?e  voted  for  letters  of 
marque  and  reprisal  by  sea  and  land  against  both 
nations  last  winter?  If  so,  we  shonld  bare 
voted  together.  But  this  ill  comports  with  d^ 
clarations  of  men  in  high  office  at  that  time,  that 
we  had  no  cause  of  war  with  England,  and  that 
we  should  unfurl  the  republican  Sinners  against 
France.  If  we  cannot  contend  with  other  na- 
tions upon  the  ocean,  let  us  be  independent  upoQ 
our  own  soil;  for,  our  temporizing  policy  has 
already  given  popularity  to  tne  British  Ministry, 
and  I  will  venture  to  assert  that  no  war  that 
could  at  this  time  be  waged  against  us  would  be 
more  calamitous  than  the  pressure  we  have  felt 
for  several  years  from  the  rival  Powers  of  Europe. 
And  when  we  recollect  the  disastrous  conse- 
quences of  the  Revolution  to  Great  Britain,  it  is 
presumable  no  Ministry  could  carry  on  a  war 
against  us  six  months,  if  we  were  to  war  it  al«j 

The  same  member  (Mr.  Potter)  mentioned 
that  one  President  ^meaning  Mr.  Adams)  had 
been  ruined  by  resolutions  of  approbation,  and 
that  the  leaders  expected  vacancies  for  their 
applause.  As  that  member  is  better  acquainted 
with  those  times,  and  the  sentiments  of  those  ol 
whom  he  speaks,  I  shall  not  contradict  him;  and, 
as  I  am  a  friend  to  the  present  Chief  Magistrate, 
I  shall  recollect  his  advice,  which  I  hope  bas 
originated  from  a  fear  that  resolutions  of  appro- 
bation would  ruin  the  present  President.  For 
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my  part,  sir,  I  should  have. been  as  well  satisfied 
to  bare  expressed  these  sentiments  on  any  other 
resolution  which  would  have  involved  our  for- 
eign relations.  I  should  have  been  as  well  pleased 
to  ba?e  expressed  these  sentiments  on  a  resolu- 
tion to  send  Mr.  Jackson  home  and  recall  Mr. 
Pinkney. 

It  has  been  said  that  it  would  require  means 
perhaps  to  effect  the  objeqt  of  this  resolution,  and 
that  we  shall  have  to  talk  of  loans,  Ac,  It  will 
not  require  means  unless  Great  Britain  should 
make  it  a  pretext  for  further  injuries.  If  that 
should  be  the  case,  and  if  we  must  surrender  our 
freedom,  or  vote  means  to  maintain  it,  although 
we  might  be  naked,  hungry,  and  moneyless,  I 
irould  not  hesitate  to  choose,  between  slavery  and 
death.  And,  if  it  were  necessary  on  such  an  oc- 
casion, and  I  had  talents.  I  would  invoke  the 
States  as  sisters,  united  by  long  suffering,  cement- 
ed with  blood — I  would  revive  the  memory  of 
former  friendship  by  invoking  the  spirit  of  Seventy- 
Sii,  pointing  to  the  glorious  achievements  of  our 
ancestors — :and  produce  the  effects  of  union  by  a 
recital  of  our  wrongs. 

Mr.  Emott  said  he  rose  with  some  reluctance 
10  address  the  Committee,  as  the  lateness  of  the 
)our  and  the  discussion  which  had  taken  place 
ed  him  to  believe  that  gentiemen  would  not 
rilliogly  attend  to  the  detail  which  he  had  to 
rade  through,  but,  as  he  found  no  person  ready 
0  take  the  floor,  he  would  occupy  the  time  of 
he  Committee  in  submitting  to  them  his  view  of 
be  subject. 

Sir,  said  he^  the  resolution  on  your  table  calls 
ipoQ  us  to  give  our  assent  to  two  propositions : 
^rst,  that  Mr.  Jackson  has,  in  his  correspond- 
nce  with  Mr.  Smith,  insulted  the  Government, 
y  intimating  that  the  Executive  had  a  know- 
^dfe  that  the  arrangement  entered  into  with  Mr. 
irskine  was  without  authority  on  his  part;  and, 
econdly,  that,  in  refusing  to  receive  any  further 
ommunications  from  the  English  Minister,  in 
ODsequence  of  this  insult,  the  Executive  has 
laoifested  a  just  regard  to  the  character  and  in- 
ittsu  of  the  American  people.  Now,  I  can  agree 
)  neither  of  these  propositions,  inasmuch  as  I 
ave  not  been  able  to  discover  the  insult,  and  as 
do  not  believe  that  the  interest  of  the  people  has 
?en  consulted  in  the  measure, 
lo  making  this  declaration,  I  know  I  subject 
lyself  (not  here  I  hope)  to  the  imputation  of 
»ng  a  British  apologist  and  partisan,  and  of 
ikiDg  part  against  the  Government  of  my  coun* 
y.  But,  if  the  President  has  his  duty  to  per- 
*rm,  I  also,  as  a  Representative,  have  mine ;  and 
(hough  1  might  have  remained  silent  if  his 
lends  had  not  called  up  this  subject,  yet,  when 
am  thus  pressed  for  an  opinion,  it  is  my  duty  to 
ive  it  fairly,  and  I  will  do  it.  It  is  not,  I  trust, 
scessary,  in  order  to  evince  my  respect  for  the 
rovernment,  to  approbate  every  Executive  meas- 
re,  or  to  join  with  the  Administration  in  its 
lans  and  views.  Our  present  Chief  Magistrate 
111  doubtless  recollect  the  time  when  he  did  not 
eem  a  love  of  country,  and  a  due  reeard  to  its 
lovernment,  incompatible  with  a  marked  disap- 


probation of  Executive  measures,  and  an  earnest 
opposition  to  the  views  of  the  persons  in  power. 
In  all  this  there  is  nothing  to  blame,  when  the 
opposition  proceeds  from  good  motives.  I  am 
not  in  the  habit,  sir,  of  making  professions,  but  I 
will  on  this  occasion  say,  that  I  have  not  a  drop 
of  blood  running  in  my  veins  that  is  not  purely 
American,  and  tnat  I  hare  not  a  wish  but  tor  the 
happiness,  the  prosperity,  and  the  honor  of  my 
country,  and  the  preservation  of  its  Government* 

As  to  the  insult,  it  is  said  by  Mr.  Smith,  in  his 
letter  of  the  8th  of  November,  to  consist  in  the 
use  of  lanffuag^  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Jackson,  ^4m- 
'  plying  a  knowledge  in  this  Government  that  the 
'instructions  of  his  predecessor  did  not  authorize 
'the  arrangement  formed  by  him."  Had  such 
language  been  used  by  the  British  Minister,  ia 
the  commencement  of  the  correspondence,  it 
does  not  appear  to  me  to  follow  that  it  would 
have  been  an  insult,  for  it  can  be  no  offence  for 
our  Government  to  enter  into  a  provisional  ar- 
rangement with  a  resident  Minister  who  has  not 
full  power.  Nay,  had  Mr.  Erskine  shown  his  in- 
structions of  the  23d  of  January  in  extenao^  de- 
claring them  to  be  the  only  instructions  received 
by  him  from  his  Gorernment^  and  had  the  terms 
held  out  by  them  been  negatived  by  our  Exeea- 
tive,  as  they  certainly  ought,  it  would  have  been 
competent  for  the  Minister  to  receive  and  nego- 
tiate on  other  propositions  more  just  in  them- 
selvesj  and  to  send  the  result  to  his  Government 
for  its  acceptance.  Indeed,  this  is  the  view  which 
Mr.  Smith  himaelf  appears  to  have  taken  of  the 
subject.  In  his  letters  of  the  first  and  eighth  of 
November,  he  intimates  that  Mr.  Jackson's  first 
letter  contained  the  implications,  as  he  speaks  of 
the  repetition  of  a  language  conveying  the  idea 
that  our  Executive  had  a  knowledge  that  the  ar- 
rangement with  Mr.  Erskine  was  without  author- 
ity, and  in  both  letters  the  offence  is  placed  in 
the  repetition  after  the  declaration  that  there 
was  no  such  knowledge.  The  same  course  ia 
adopted  by  the  resolutions,  as  they  omit  all  men- 
tion of  Mr.  Jackson's  first  letter,  and  fiod  the  in- 
sult in  expressions  in  the  letters  of  the  23d  of 
October  and  the  4th  of  November.  It  is  not, 
therefore,  strictly  necessarv  to  examine  the  first 
letter,  but  as  it  has  in  the  debate  of  this  day  been 
much  dwelt  on  by  gentiemen  who  are  in  favor  of 
the  resolution,  I  shall  claim  your  attention  while 
I,  in  a  brief  manner,  analyze  the  entire  correa- 
pNondence. 

Before  I  commence  this  analysis,  permit  me^ 
sir,  (said  Mr.  E.,)  to  observe,  that  Mr.  Jackson  ia 
not  stated  to  have  made  anv  direct  charge,  but  to 
have  contented  himself  witn  insinuations ;  or,  in 
other  words,  the  insult  complained  of  is  a  con- 
structive one.  Now,  as  a  rule  of  construction,  I 
understand  that  when  an  intent  is  to  be  made 
out,  the  whole  paper  is  to  be  taken  into  considered 
tion.  A  particular  paragraph  or  phrase,  from  its 
generality  or  its  looseness^  may  convey  an  im- 
pression which  was  not  in  the  writer's  mind. 
This  ispeculiarlv  the  case  with  a  corres|>ondence9 
where  there  is  less  caution  used  than  in  papers 
of  more  permanent  use. 
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^ow  unfair  it  U  to  play  upon  words  ia  a  cor- 
respu&dence,  may  be  seen  by  adverting  to  Mr. 
Smith's  letters,  wbich  are  certaiply  drawn  with 
fibility,  and  we  are  to  pi;efiUine  with  great  care.  I 
take  a  siogle  paragraph  in  the  leKer  of  the  19lh 
of  October,  a«  it  relates  more  immediately  to  the 
present  discussion : 

*<  The  declaration  that  the  despatch  from  Mr.  Can- 
ning to  Mr.  Erskine,  of  the  28d  of  Jannary,  is  the  only 
de^Mitch  by  .which  the  conditions  were  prescribed  to 
Mr.  £rskine  for  the  cooclusion  of  an  arrangement  on 
the  matter  to  which  it  relates,  is  now  for  the  &»t  time 
made  to  this  Goyemment.  And  I  need  hardly  add 
that  if  that  despatch"  had  been  commuh^cated''ai  the 
time  of  the  arrangement,  or  if  it  had  been  known  that 
the  propositions  contained  in  it,  and  which  were  at 
first,  presenled  by  J/lr.  Erskine,  were  the  only  ones  on 
which  he  was  authorized  to  make  an  arrangement,  the 
arrangement  would  not  have  been  made." 

Now,  the  knowledge  of  the  thing  might  have 
^een  gained  in  a  variety  of  ways  without  a  dec- 
laration. Thus,  our  Secretary  miffht  have  had  a 
view  of  the  instructions  of,  Mr.  Erskise;  there 
might  have  been  anunderstanding between  them 
on  the  subject,  or  Mr.  Smith  might  have  the 
JlfiDOW ledge  of  circumstances  (without  an  open 
i^voiwa)  by  the  Minister)  which  .would  necessa- 
rily have  led  to  the  same  conclu;»ion.  Again,  as 
the  Secretary  is  not  the  Government,  but-  a  mere 
agent,  who,  until  directed  by  the  President,  could 
not  move  in  the  business,  the  declaration  might 
have  been  made  to  Mr*  Smith  iodividually  before 
the  negotiation,  or  he  might  have  had  fulLjtoow- 
led^e  of  the  fact,  and  yet  this  letter  would  be  true 
in  its  t^rm^* 

The  Secretary  declares  that  if  the  despatch 
had  been  communicated  at  the  time,  or  if  it  had 
been  koown  that  Mr.  Erskine  had  no  other  au- 
thority, the  arrangement  would  not  have  been 
centered  into.  Now  does  he  mean  to  say  that  the 
mere  communication  of  tbe  despatch,  although 
accompanied  by  further  Instructions  and  better 
terms,  would  have  broken  up  the  treaty  ?  and  yet 
this  is  in  the  term«  of  the  se.ntence. .  Was  it  ne- 
cessary that  the  communication,  to  have  its  effect, 
must  have  been  made  at  the  very  time  of  the  ar- 
rangement? What,  if  made  b^ore,  would  this 
have  varied  the  result  ?  Again,  suppose  that  in 
point  of  foot  our  Government  did  not  ai>8olutely 
know,  but  had  the  strongest  possible  reason  to 
believe  and  think,  and  did  in  truth  believe  and 
think,  when  the  arraugement  was  made  with  Mr. 
Erskine^  that  he  was  not  authorised,  would  this 
form  an  excuse  on  their  part  ? 

Ifi  theae  criticisms,  violence  I  admit  is  done  to 
the  intent  of  the  writer,  and  they  are  made  only 
to  show  the  unfairness  of  seizing  on  a  word  to 
make  out  the  intent  against  the  intent  as  collect- 
able from  the  whole  paper.  And  yet,  sir,  the 
British  Senate  may  be  told  that  our  Secretary  is 
a  man  of  wit,  a  maker  of  puns,  a  vender  of  co- 
humdrums,  and  a  master  of  equivoque,  and  that 
.therefore  the  intent  lies  in  the  terms,  and  is  there 
to  be  sought.  If  they  do  so  reason,  however 
highly  I  may  think  of  their  ingenuity,  I  shall 
thmk  little  of  their  logic. 


One  word  more  before  I  take  np  tjie  commuiu- 
eations.  I  wish  not  to  be  understood  as  staoding 
here  the  apologist  of  Mr.  Jackson,  for  the  maa- 
aer  in  which  he  conducted  this  {lart  of  the  corres- 
pondence ;  nay,  I  am  ready  to  admit  that  there  b 
in  some  of  his  letters  a  harshness  of  expressioa 
and  a  waQt  of  courtesy  which  is  not  justifiable. 
But  on  this  I  am  not  called  to  judge.  The  Exe- 
cutive has  placed  the  dismissal  on  a  different 
ground  ;  and  by  the  reisolutions  ve  are  to  pro- 
nounce whether  the  ground  taken  by  him  is  de- 
fensible. 

Tbe  correspondence  on  your  table  was  com- 
menced by  this  Government  with  a  letter  from 
Mr.  Smith  to  Mr.  Jackson,  in  which  the  Secre- 
tary, after  stating  the  arrangement  with  Mr.  Erk- 
skine,  the  disavowal  of  that  arrangement  bv  His 
"Britannic  Majesty,  and  the  expectation  ot  t^ 
Governinent  that  an  explanation  of  the  grounds 
of  refusal'  would  have  been  given  by  Mr.  Jackson, 
goes  on  to  state  that  the  President  understood  that 
the  British  Minister  had  no  instructions  from  bii 
Government  authorizing  him  to  make  any  ex- 
planation as  to  the  reasons  of  tbe  disavowal, and 
calls  upon  Mr.  Jackson  to  correct  this  statemeot 
if  he  had  been  misunderstood. 

The  letter  of  Mr.  Jackson  of  the  11th  of  Octo- 
ber, in  answer  to  this  call,  states  that  he  is  not 
altogether  eertatn  whether  Mr.  Smith  meant  to 
complain  of  the  disavowal  itself,  of  a  total  want 
of  explanation  of.it,  or  that  the  explanation  had 
not  beeo  made  through  him,and,'under  the  IsfiB- 
ence  of  this  doubt,  tbe  letter  is  continued  wiihs 
reference  to  each  of  these  particulars.  Speakiog 
of  the  disavowal,  Mr.  Jackson  remarks,  that  be 
had  found  no  trace  of  complaint  oo  the  part  of 
his  Government  in  the  records  of  hi«  predecessor, 
and  that  Mr.  Smith  had  not  in  their  coaferences 
distinctly  annouliced  any  such  complaint  He 
adds,  "  that  he  had  seen  with  pleasure  in  this 

*  forbearance  on  the  part  of  Mr*  Smith,  an  io- 
^  stance  of  that  pandor  which  he  did  not  doobt 
'  would  prevail  in  all  their  communicatioss,  in- 
^  asmuchasMr.  Smith  could  not  but  have  thought 

*  it  unreasooable  to  complain  of  the  disarovniof 

*  an  act  done  under  such  circumstances,  as  coold 
'  only  lead  to  the  cpnsequen^es  that  had  actuallf 
« followed." 

It  is  to  this  part  of  the  letter  that  we  have  bea 
referred  for  the  i^osult,  and  very  properly,  for  if 
it  is  not  to  be  found  here,  we  shall  in  vain  seek 
for  it  elsewhere.  It  has  oeen  urged  that  vhen 
Mh  Jackson  declares  that  the  arrangement  wtf 
made,  und.tr  such  circumstances  as  could  onlf 
lead  40  a  disavowal,  he  is  to  be  understood  is 
charging  4he  Executive  not  only  with  a  know- 
ledge of  the  instructions  of  Mr.  Erskine,  but  with 
dishonorable  conduct  in  procuring  with  such 
knowledge  his  assent  to  an  aoc  which  his  instruc- 
tions did  not  authorize.  Now,  sir,  is  this  the 
charitable  or  fair  construction  of  this  sentence? 
Are  there  not  other  circumstances  which  would 
equally  warrant  the  disavowal  ?  If  the  fact  is  so, 
that  Nf  r.  Erskine  not  only  acted  without  author- 
ity, but  against  his  instructions,  who  can  reason- 
ably question  the  right  ip  bis  Goveroment  to 
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refuse  to  reeoi^se  htsagreeineot  1  To  solve  this 
porat  we  nera  not  refer  oarsel?€8  to  writers  on 
the  laws  of  nations.  The  everj  day  clbctrin€  of 
the  rights  aod  diMies  of  principal  and  agent  is 
sufficient  for  oar  purpose.  Why  then  will  the 
Executire  insist  upon  an  insiauation  which  he 
coQsiders  so  odious,  when  the  sentence  will  bear 
anotber  and  a  better  construction  ?  ^  A  construe- 
tJoD,  too,  which  will  be  found  neen^sary  to  give 
force  to  the  conclusion,  as  it  is  not  the  circum- 
stance that  the  Inst  ructions  were  known,  but  that 
they  were  disregarded  by  ^e  Minister,  on  which 
the  right  to  disavow  is  founded.  I  like  not  the 
fererish  apprehension  which  can  so  readily  dis- 
cover iosnlt  in  disguised  and  Veiled  insinuations. 

I  am  sensible  that  another  part  of  the  sentence 
has  been  enlisted  in  the  cause  of  the  iosinuation. 
Mr.  Jackson  states,  ti\at,  in  the  forbearakiee  of  com- 
plaint OD  the  part  of  Mr.  Smith,  he  had  witnessed 
tbat  candor  which  he  did  not  doubt  would  pre- 
Tail  in  their  correspondence,  as  Mr.  Smith  couid 
not  but  have  thougat  it  uoreasooable  to  complain 
of  the  disavowal.  It  is  materfal  here,  in  the  first 
place,  to  ascertain  the  time  to  which  Mr.  Jackson 
allodes  when  he  refers  to  Mr.  Smith's  thoughts. 
k  the  period  at  which  the  artrangemeni  was 
made  intended  ?  Not  so,  surely,  because  theb 
there  was  no  disavowal  of  whicn  to  complain. 
The  sentence  in  this  point  at  leAst  is  sufficiently 
clear.  Mr.  Jackson  very  distinctly  savs,  that 
during  their  conferences  Mr.  Smith  could  pot  but 
htTe  thought  it  unreasonable  to  complain  of  the 
disavowal.  You  will  bear  it  in  mind  tbat  the 
conferences  were  had  a  short  time  before  the  w/i- 
ting  of  the  letter,  as  Mr.  Jackson  in  it  declares, 
that  but  a  very  tew  days  had  elapsed  since  hie 
introduction  to  the  President.  Now  what  were 
the  materials  for  thinking  which  Mr.  Smith  had 
at  the  period  of  the  conferences  ? 

From  the  papers  on  your  table,  said  Mr.  B.,  you 
will  find  that  our  Minister  at  London,  on  the  28th 
of  May,  gave  our  Secretary  an  account  of  a  con- 
ference with  Mr.  Canning,  in  which  thcfinglish 
Secretary  declared  that  Mr.  Brski'oehad  acted 
Dot  onlv  without  authority,  but  in  direct  opposi* 
tion  to  his  instructions,  iind  read  the  despatch  of 
the  23d  of  January,  the  sttbstaikce  of  wlvich  is  con- 
tained in  Mr.  Pinkney's  letter.  By  Mr.  Pinkocy's 
letter  of  th<  9th  Jufte,  it  appeats  that  the  instruc- 
tions of  Mr.  Ersklne  hftd  been  laid  •before,  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  a'copy  of  them  were 
then  enclosed  to  our  Secretary.  In  the  letter  of 
the  23d  Jane,  Mr.  Pinkoey  gives  to  our  Secretary 
the  reasons  which  Mr.  Canning  had  stated  to  him 
for  the  disavowal^  Mr.  Smith,  in  his  letter  to 
Mr.  Erskioe  of  the  9th  August,  declares  that  he 
had  just  received  from  Mr.  pinkoey  the  printed 
copy  of  the  despatch  of  Mr.  Canning  of  the  23d  of 
January,  and  it  appears  from  the  letter  of  Mr. 
Jackson  which  I  am  now  testing,  that  thia  des- 

Eatch  had  been  a  subject  of  eonversatioa  between 
im  and  Mr.  Smith. 

We  have  now  in  review  some  thinga  whieb 
tnigbt  in  the  ooneeption  of  the  British  Mrnister 
have  found  materials  for  thinking  for  our  Sedre^ 
^ry.    He  kne^  the'  pretensions  of  the  British 


Govermnent  that  its  Mrnister  had  violated  hH 
instfoeiioos.  He  had  seen  the  deipatch  in  iH 
whole  extent,  and  might  have  compared  it  wf rik 
the  lirrangement.  Mr.  Jackson  thought  thei^  wat 
a  substantial  difierenee  between  the  instructitma 
and  arrangement;  and  perhaps  he  had  a  right 
therefore  to  conclude  that  Mr.  Smith  did  not  com- 
plain, because,  after  what  had  come  to  his  know- 
ledge, he  found  that  the  act  w^s  done  under  such 
circumstanceti  as  justified  the  disavowal — nay. 
sir,  he  must  at  this  very  time  have  had  in  mind 
the  latter  part  of  the  letter  of  Mr.  Smith  to  Mr. 
Erskine  which- 1  have  just  alluded  to,  in  whick, 
after  the  conditions  in  the  despatch  of  the  23d  or 
January  are  mentioned,  our  Secretary  says—''  I 
'  forbear  to  express  to' you,  sir,  the  surprise  that  is 
'  felt  at 'the  extraordinary  pretensions  set  forth  in 
'  this  letter  of  instructions,  and  especially  at  tht 

*  expectation  that  this  Government  would  as  a  pre^ 

*  limfnary  recognise  conditions^  two  of  which  ar^ 
'  so  manifestlv  irreconcilable  to  the  dignity  and 
'  interest  of  the  United  States."  The  Secretary 
had  thus  ofllietally  volunteered  his  opinion  re- 
specting the  difference  betweeti  the  instruction  of 
the  23d  January  atid  the  arrangement,  to  the  Bng- 
lish  Legation  itself. 

If,  however,  there  is  yet  room  for  a  jaondi<ied 
or  a  jealous  mind  to  suspect  an  insinuation  in  th^ 
sentence  before  us,  it  must  be  obviated  by  what 
immediately  follows  in  the  same  letter — 

**  It  wa#  not  known  when  I  left  England,  whether 
Mr.  Erskine  had,  according  to  the  liberty  allowed  hinit 
oommunicated  to  you  in  exienao  his  original  instruc- 
tions. It  now  ittppean  that  he  did  not.  But,  m  i^ 
verting  to  his  official  oonespondence,  and  partieular^f 
to  a  despatch  addressed  on  the  20th  of  April  to  Bm 
Majesty^s  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,!  find 
that  he  had  submitted  to  yoor  conaideratton  the  three 
conditions  specified  in  those  iQstractions»  as  the  ground- 
work of  an  arrangement,  which,  according  to  informa- 
tion received  fit>m  this  country,  it  was  thought  in  £n|^ 
land  might  be  made,  with  a  prospect  of  great  mutual 
advantage.  Mr.  Erskine  then  reports,  verbatim  et  so* 
riatim,  your  observadons  upon  each  of  the  three  con- 
dition's, and  the  reasons  which  induced  you  to  think 
that  others  might  be  substituted  in  lieu  of  them.  It 
may  have  been  concluded  between  you  that  these  latter 
were  an  equivalent  for.  the  original  conditions ;  but  the 
very  act  of  substitution  evidently  shows  that  those  ori- 
ginal conditions  were,  in  fact,  very  explicitly  commtr- 
nicated  to  yon ;  and  by.  you  of  course  laid  before  the 
Plresident  for  his  consideration. 

<«  I  need  hardly  add,  that  the  difference  between 
these  conditions  and  those  con^uned  in  the  arrange- 
ment (rf"  the  18th  and  19th  April,  is  sufficiently  obviooa 
to  require  no  elucidation;  nor  need  I. draw  the  ooi»- 
duaion,  which  I  oonaider  as  admitted  by  all  absenoe  of 
oomplaiat,  on  the  part  of  the  American  Government, 
viz :  that,  under  such  circumstances.  His  Majesty  had 
an  undoubted  and  incontrovertible  right  to  disavow 
the  act  of  his  Minister.  I  must  here  allude  to  a  surao- 
sition,  which  you  have  more  than  once  mentioneif  to 
roe,  and  by  which,  if  if  had  any  the  slightest  founda- 
tion, this  right  might  perhaps  in  some  degree  have  been 
sffected.  You  haive  informed  me  that  jfou  understood 
that  Mr.  Erskine  had  two  sets  of  instructions,  by  which 
to  regulate  his  conduct ;  and  that  upon  one  of  them, 
Whi<&  had  not  Veen  commtmicated  either  to  yon  or  16 
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tiie  public,  was  to  be  rested  the  justification  of  the 
terms  finally  agreed  upon  between  you  and  him.  It 
is  my  duty,  sir,  solemnly  to  declare  to  you,  and,  through 
jou,  to  the  President,  that  the  despatch  from  Mr.  Can- 
ning to  Mr.  Erskine,  which  you  have  made  the  basis 
of  an  official  correspondence  with  the  latter  Minister, 
and  which  was  read  by  the  former  to  the  American 
Minister  in  London,  is  the  only  despatch  by  which 
the  conditions  were  prescribed  to  Mr.  Erskine  for  the 
conclusion  of  an  arrangement  with  this  country  on  the 
natter  to  which  it  relates." 

Here  we  find  that  Mr.  Jackson  expressly  places 
the  disaTowal  on  the  difference  in  the  conditions 
contained  in  the  instruction  and  the  terms  of  the 
arrangement,  and  again  draws  his  conclasion 
that  under  such  circumstances  the  King  bad  a 
light  to  disavow  the  act  of  bis  Minister.  When 
speaking  of  his  instruction,  he  not  only  admits 
that  Mr.  Erskine  had  not  communicated  it  in  ex- 
iensOj  but  deems  it  necessary  in  answer  to  a  sug- 
gestion made  by  Mr.  Smith  in  their  conferences, 
that  Mr.  Erskine  had  more  than  one  set  of  in- 
structions, solemnly  to  assure  our  Secretary,  and 
through  bim,  the  President,  that  such  was  not  the 
case.  This  declaration  is  to  me  utterly  irrecon- 
cilable with  the  notion  of  an  insinuation  that  the 
Executive  of  this  country  knew,  at  the  time  of< 
the  arrangement,  that  the  British  agent  was  act- 
ing without  authority.  If  Mr.  Jackson  had  in- 
tended a  charge  of  this  kind,  he  certainly  would 
not  thus  notice  a  mere  conversation  for  the  sole 
purpose  of  giving  an  official  negative  to  it. 

There  is  one  part  of  the  paragraph  which  I  have 
laBt  read  to  you  which  requires  a  moment's  atten- 
tion, as  it  has  been  the  subject  of  some  cavil ;  I 
allude  to  that  part  of  the  specification  of  the  let- 
ter of  Mr.  Cannin^r  in  which  Mr.  Jackson  says 
that  Secretary  Smith  had  made  it  the  basis  of  a 
correspondence  with  Mr.  Erskine.  This  is  suffi- 
ciently explained  by  reference  to  the  letter  from 
Mr.  Smith  to  Mr.  Erskine  of  the  19th  of  August. 
In  that  letter  the  despatch  is  indeed  made  the 
"basis  of  a  correspondence.  It  was  not  so  anterior 
to  the  arrangement.  One  observation  more,  sir. 
in  relation  to  this  letter.  It  has  been  urged  that 
in  a  fair  and  critical  construction  of  the  terms 
used  by  Mr.  Jackson,  it  not  only  does  not  appear 
that  Mr.  Erskine  had  no  authority  to  conclude 
the  arrangement,  but  it  is  justly  to  be  inferred 
that  he  had  authority.  This  I  confess  is  not  my 
construction  of  the  letter,  but  it  is  surely  strange 
for  thoae  who  make  and  profess  to  believe  it,  to 
tifge  at  the  same  time  that  Mr.  Jackson  in  the 
same  letter  has  charged  the  Qovernment  with  the 
knowledffe  of  a  matter  which  he  admits  to  be 
untrue,  that  Mr.  Erskine  acted  without  authority. 

I  shall  now,  for  the  present,  leave  the  first  let- 
ter of  Mr.  Jackson,  remarking,  that  in  tbe  part  of 
it  which  we  have  had  before  us,  I  understand 
liim  as  proceeding^  on  the  hypothesis  that  our 
Government  asked  from  him  an  explanation  of 
the  disavowal,  and  that  he  attempts  to  answer 
such  call  by  referring^  to  the  despatch  of  the  23d 
of  January  as  containing  the  only  authority  of 
his  predecessor,  and  alleging  the  disavowal  was 
occasioned  by  what  was  regarded  on  the  part  of 


his  Government,  a  departure  from  sach  authority. 
As  to  the  insinuation  attributed  to  Mr.  Jackson.it 
is  not  my  wish  to  extenuate,  but  I  have  not  been 
able  to  discover  it.  If  it  is  in  the  letter  it  is  t 
mite  too  small  for  my  vision. 

The  next  letter  in  course  is  that  of  Mr.  Smitli 
of  the  19ih  of  October,  in  which  Mr.  Jackson  is 
reminded  that  the  President  expected  '^  a  formal 
and  satisfactory  explanation"  of  the  reasons  of 
the  disavowal,  and  he  is  told  that  the  President 
"persists  in  that  expectation  an<I  in  the  opinioa 

*  that  there  has  been  given  no  explanation  that  it 

*  adequate  either  as  to  the  matter  or  the  mode." 
In  a  subsequent  part  of  the  letter,  the  Secreurj 
goes  on  to  say — "  The  stress  you  have  laid  oi 

*  what  you  have  been  pleased  to  state  as  the  suV 
^  stitution  of  the  terms  finallj  agreed  on  for  tbe 
^  terms  first  proposed,  has  excited  no  small  degree 
'  of  surprise."  And  why  did  it  excite  so  much  sur- 
prise in  Mr.  Smith  ?  Was  it  that  he  now,  for  tbe 
first  time,  bad  information  of  the  offensive  condi- 
tions, or  that  the  alleged  substitution  was  consid- 
ered by  him  as  an  imputation  on  his  honesty,  or  tkt 
of  the  Government  ?  Let  him  give  the  answer: 
^*  Certain  it  is  that  your  predecessor  did  present 

*  for  my  consideration  the  three  conditions  whick 

*  now  appear  in  the  printed  docomeots ;  that  he 
'  was  disposed  to  urge  them  more  than  the  na- 
^  ture  of  two  of  them  (both  palpably  inadmissible, 

*  and  one  more  than  merel^r  inadmissible)  coold 
'  permit,  and  that  finding  his  first  proposals  un- 
^  successful,  the  most  reasonable  terms  comprised 
'  in  the  arrangement  respecting  the  Orders  in 
<  Council  were  adopted."  No,  sir,  the  conditioos 
were  not  merely  shown  by  Mr.  Erskine,  but  tbef 
were  pressed  by  him,  and  very  properly  rejected 
by  the  Secretary,  and  other  terms  finally  adopt- 
ed. And  whether  you  call  the  proposal  a  sab- 
stitution,  or  by  some  other  name,  it  was  tbe 
natural  course  to  be  taken. 

Mr.  Smith  then  proceeds  to  say  : 

'<  And  what>  sir,  is  there  in  this  to  eonntensnoe  (be 
conclusion  yon  have  drawn  in  favor  of  the  right  of 
His  Britannic  Majesty  to  disavow  the  proceeding !  b 
anything  more  conunon  in  public  negotiations  than  to 
begin  with  a  higher  demand,  and,  that  failing,  to  d^ 
scend  to  a  lower  1  To  have,  if  not  two  sets  of  initrtt^ 
tions,  two  or  more  than  two  grades  of  propositiozu  ia 
the  same  set  of  instructions ;  to  begin  with  what  is 
the  most  desirable,  and  to  end  with  what  is  found  ad- 
missible, in  case  the  more  desirable  should  not  be  at- 
tainable ?  This  must  be  obvious  to  eveiy  understand- 
ing, and  it  is  confirmed  by  universal  experience. 

*'  What  were  the  real  and  entire  instmctioDs  given 
to  yonr  predecessor,  is  a  question  essentially  between 
him  and  his  Government  That  he  had,  or  at  least,  that 
he  believed  he  had  sufficient  authority  to  conclude  the 
arrangement,  his  formal  assurances,  during  ooi  dis- 
cussions, were  such  as  to  leave  no  room  fordonbu 
His  subsequent  letter  of  the  15th  June,  renewing  his 
assurance  to  me  <  That  the  terms  of  the  agreement  so 
happily  concluded  by  the  recent  negotiation,  will  be 
strictly  fulfilled  on  the  part  of  His  Majesty,'  is  an  evi- 
dent indication  of  what  his  persuasion  then  was  as  to 
his  instructions.  And  with  a  view  to  show  what  hif 
impressions  have  been  even  since  the  disaTOwal,  1 
must  take  the  liberty  of  referring  you  to  the  annexed 
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otncU  (See  C.)  from  his  official  letters  of  the  81st 
July,  and  of  the  11th  August 

*'The  declaration  'that  the  despatch  from  Mr.  Can- 
fliog  to  Mr.  £iBkine,of  the  23d  January,  is  the  only  des- 
patch by  which  the  conditions  were  prescribed  to  Mr. 
Enkine  for  the  conclusion  of  an  arrangement  on  the 
matter  to  which  it  relates/  is  now  for  the  first  time 
maile  to  this  Government.  And  I  need  hardly  add, 
that  if  that  despatch  had  been  communicated  at  the 
time  of  the  arrangement,  or  if  it  had  been  known  that 
the  propositions  contained  in  it,  and  which  were  at 
first  presented  by  Mr.  Erskine,  were  the  only  ones  on 
which  he  was  authorized  to  make  an  arrangement,  the 
arrangement  would  not  have  been  made." 

I  must  beg  you,  sir,  here  to  recollect  that  when 
Mr.  Smith  wrote  this  letter,  he  had  seen  the  in- 
structions of  the  23d  of  January,  which,  though 
they  may  be  deemed  offensive,  are  precise^nd 
clear,  and  that  Mr.  Jackson  had  not  only  sol- 
emnly pledged  himself  that  Mr.  Erskine  had  no 
other  instructions,  but  had  placed  the  right  of  dis- 
avowal on  this  very  circumstance.  Now,  in 
what  I  have  just  read  to  you,  I  perceive  a  direct 
charge  of  falsehood  given  by  Mr.  Smith  to  Mr. 
Jackson,  inasmuch  as  the  Secretary  not  only  inti- 
mates that  Mr.  Erskine  had  several  sets  of  instruc - 
tioDs,or  differentgradesoCpropositionsin  the  same 
instruction,  but  attempts  to  make  out  the  charge 
by  Mr.  Erskine's  assurances  and  correspondence. 
In  doing  this,  Mr.  Smith  insinuates  that  the  Brit- 
ish Government  has  been  guilty  of  perfidy  to- 
wards this  country,  in  refusing  to  carry  into  effect 
the  arrangement,  and  stamps  falsehood  on  the 
face  of  the  official  acts  of  that  Government.  For 
joa  will  recollect,  that,  by  the  letter  of  Mr.  Pink- 
ney  of  the  28th  of  May,  it  aopears  that  Mr.  Can- 
ning declared  to  him  that  Mr.  Erskine  had  acted 
"not  only  without  authority,  but  in  direct  oppo- 
sition to  the  most  precise  instruction?,''  and  the 
Order  of  Council,  of  the  24th  of  May,  declares 
that  the  airreement  "  is  not  such  as  was  author- 
ized by  His  Majesty's  instructions." 

lam  not  about  to  question  the  propriety  of  this 
measure.  It  is  perhaps  right^  and  it  might  have 
been  necessary,  if  the  Executive  had  this  impres- 
sion, to  avow  it  'y  but  it  does  appear  to  me  that  if 
Mr.  Smith  deemed  this  course  of  correspondence 

E roper  and  justifiable  on  his  part,  be  should  not 
ave  been  so  ready  to  take  fire  at  an  insinuation 
Dot  more  gross.  Let  me  say  too  that  not  perceiving 
the  necessity  or  utility  in  the  then  existing  state 
of  things  of  the  remarks.  I  do  most  sincerely 
regret  iney  were  made.  l*heir  tendency  is  cer- 
tainly not  to  bring  to  a  happy  termination  our 
disputes  with  Great  Britain. 

We  will  now,  sir,  pass  to  the  reply  of  Mr.  Jack- 
son of  the  23d  of  October.  In  answer  to  the  re- 
newed call  for  an  explanation  of  the  disavowal, 
he  says :  "  His  Majesty  was  pleased  to  disavow 
'  the  agreement  concluded  between  you  and  Mr. 
I  Erskine,  because  it  was  concluded  in  violation 
*  of  that  gentleman's  instructions,  and  altogether 
'  without  authority  to  subscribe  to  the  terms  of  it. 
^  These  instructions  I  now  understand  by  your 
'  letter,  as  well  as  from  the  obvious  deduction 
^  which  I  took  the  liberty  of  making  in  mine  of 
'  the  11th  instant,  were  at  the  time  in  substance 


^  made  known  to  you ;  no  stronger  illustratioa 

*  therefore  can  be  given  of  the  deviation  from  them 
^  which  occurred  than  by  reference  to  the  terma 

*  of  your  agreement." 

Here  again  it  is  said,  this  evil  spirit  of  insinua* 
tion  has  imbodied  itself,  and  it  has  been  discov- 
ered lurking  in  the  latter  sentence  in  which  Mr. 
Jackson  states  that  the  instructions  of  Mr.  Erskine. 
which  with  a  reference  to  his  former  letter,  and 
what  follows  in  this,  is  declared  by  the  British 
Minister  to  rest  in  the  despatch  of  the  23d  of  Jan- ^ 
uary,  were  known  in  substance  by  Mr.  Smith  at 
the  time  of  thearrang^ement,  as  he  understood  not 
only  from  the  admission  of  Mr.  Smith,  but  frook^ 
the  deduction  in  the  letter  of  the  11th  of  Octoberr 
Now  what  is  the  deduction?  By  adverting*  to 
the  letter  it  will  be  discovered  to  rest  on  the  "  offi- 
cial correspondence"  of  Mr.  Erskine  to  his  Gov- 
ernment. And  what  are  the  facts?  Mr.  Smitb 
in  his  letter  of  the  19ih  of  October  very  fairly 
admits  that  the  "  three  conditions"  were  presented 
and  pressed  by  Mr.  Erskine.  But  does  Mr.  Jack- 
son allege  in  this  or  any  other  letter^  that  when 
Mr.  Erskine  gave  in  the  *^  three  conditions"  he 
intimated  that  he  was  not  authorized  to  treat  on 
other  terms,  or  that  our  Government  so  knew  ? 
1  can  perceive  nothing  of  this.  Indeed  it  would 
have  been  much  more  fair  for  the  Executive  to 
have  drawn  a  contrary  admission  from  this  sen- 
tence. For,  if  the  "  three  conditions"  were  dis- 
tinctly known,  and  the  British  Minister  would 
consent,  as  he  did  consent,  to  adopt  terms  which 
did  not  comport  with  them,  the  fair  inference  is 
that  he  must  have  led  our  Government  to  believe 
that  his  instructions  had  '^  two  or  more  grades  of 
propositions."  Why  then  did  the  Executive  per- 
sist in  the  notion  that  the  mere  recital  of  things 
known  to  be  true  bore  with  it  an  insinuation  of 
another  fact  which.is  not  true? 

Permit  me  now.  sir,  to  read  that  part  of  Mr. 
Jackson's  letter  wnich  is  in  answer  to  the  insin- 
uation of  double  instructions: 

"  Nothing  can  be  more  notorious  than  the  frequency 
with  which,  in  the  course  of  a.complicated  negotiation, 
Ministers  are  furnished  with  a  graduation  of  conditions, 
on  which  they  may  be  successively  authorized  to  con- 
clude. .So  common  is  the  case  which  you  put  hypo- 
theticallyi  that,  in  acceding  to  the  justice  of  your  state- 
ment, I  feel  myself  impelled  to  make  only  one  obser- 
vation upon  it,  which  i^^,  that  it  does  not  strike  me  as 
bearing  upon  the  consideration  of  the  unauthorized 
agreement  ^concluded  here,  inasmuch  as  in  point  of 
fact  Mr.  Brakine  had  no  such  graduated  instruction. 
You  are  already  acquainted  with  that  which  was  given, 
and  I  have  had  the  honor  of  informing  you,  that  it  was 
the  only  one  by  which  the  conditions  on  which  he 
was  to  conclude  were  prescribed.  So  far  from  the 
terms,  which  he  was  actually  induced  to  accept,  having 
been  contemplated  in  that  instruction,  he  himself  states 
that  they  were  substituted  by  you  in  lieu  of  those  ori- 
ginally proposed." 

Here  Mr.  Jackson  meets  the  insinuation,  not  by 
talking  of  the  respect  due  to  his  Government,  but 
by  an  open  and  unequivocal  denial.  ^^  Mr.  Ers- 
kine had  no  such  graduated  instruction."  You, 
sir,  he  says  to  Mr.  Smith,  have  never  seen  the 
despatch  of  the  23d  January,  and  although  yoa 
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might  have  been  induced  to  think  that  Mr.  Ers- 
kine  had  farther  powers,  I  have  informed  you,  and 
again  repeat,  that  this  is  not  so.  Does  not  ibis 
renewed  asseveration  afford  a  stronc  ground  for 
the  belief  that  Mr.  Jackson  never  had  in  mind  the 
insinuation  with  which  he  is  charged  ?  One  word, 
sir,  as  to  what  is  stated  about  the  substitution.  la 
this,  as  well  as  in  the  former  letter,  it  appears  to 
me  that  the  remark  that  Mr.  Erskine  had  stated 
that  the  terms  finally  agreed  on  weresubstituted  in 
lieu  of  those  originally  proposed<is  made  for  (he 
very  obvious  purpose  of  showing  that  in  Mr.  firs- 
kine's  own  conception  the  agreement  did  not  com- 
port with  the  ^*  three  conditions." 

In  the  course  of  the  correspondence  the  next 
letter  is  that  of  Mr.  Smith  of  the  Ist  of  Noveti^- 
ber,  from  which  I  will  read  a  few  passares.  In 
answer  to  the  explanation  he  says— "  although 
'  the  delay  and  the  apparent  reluctance  in  speci- 

*  fying  tbe  grounds  or  the  disavowal  of  the  ar- 
'  rangement  with  respect  to  the  Orders  in  Council 

*  do  not  correspond  with  the  course  of  proceeding 

*  deemed  most  becoming  the  occasion,  yet  as  the 
'  expUination  has  at  length  been  Hhur  made,  it 
'  only  remains  as  to  that  part  of  the  disavowed 

*  arrangement  to  regret  that  such  considerations 

*  should  have  been  allowed  to  outweigh  the  solid 
/  objections  to  the  disavowal." 

While  the  disavowal  was  a  matter  of  discus- 
sion, it  might  be  proper  to  canvass  the  reasons  on 
which  it  was  attempted  to  be  justified.  But  after 
the  explanation  had  been  given  and  recognised 
by  our  Government,  it  was  not  strictly  necessary 
to  intimate,  as  is  here  done,  that  the  British  Min- 
ister had  behaved  unbecomingly  in  delaying  that 
explanation,  or  in  evincing  a  reluctance  to  give 
it  at  all.  Besides,  sir,  as  the  first  letter  of  Mr. 
Smith  is  dated  the  9th  of  October,  and  the  letter 
of  Mr.  Jackson  is  of  the  23d  of  the  same  month, 
there  was  really  no  great  delay,  and  as  to  any  re- 
luctance, I  find  in  Mr.  Jackson's  first  letter  of  the 
11th  of  October  the  same  cause  assigned  for  the 
disavowal  as  in  that  of  the  23d,  with  perhaps  less 
force. 

The  letter  of  Mr.  Smith  closes  thus: 

'*  I  abstain,  sir,  from  making  any  particular  animad- 
versions  on  several  irrelevant  and  impreper  allusions, 
in  your  letter,  not  at  all  comporting  with  the  professed 
disposition  to  adjust  in  an  amicable  manner  the  differ- 
ence unhappily  existing  between  the  two  countries. 
But  it  would  be  improper  to  conclude  the  few  observa- 
tions to  which  I  purposely  limit  myself,  without  ad- 
verting to  your  repetition  of  a  language  implying  a 
knowledge  on  the  part  of  this  Government  that  the 
Instructions  of  your  predecessor  did  not  authorize  the 
arrangement  formed  by  him.  AAer  the  explicit  and 
peremptory  asseveration  that  this  Government  had  no 
such  knowledge,  and  that  with  such  a  knowledge  no 
auch  arrangement  would  have  been  entered  into,  the 
view  which  you  have  again  presented  of  the  subject, 
makes  it  my  duty  to  apprize  you,  that  such  insinua- 
'  tiona  are  inadmissible  in  the  intercourse  of  a  foreign 
Minister  with  a  CJovemment  that  underatands  what  it 
to  itself." 


Shall  I  say,  sir,  that  in  this  part  of  the  letter 
the  Secretary  shows  such  a  want  of  temper,  the 


expresaiooa  used  by  bim  are  so  harph,  tbai  as  aa 
American,  I  have  to  regret  that  he  evar  suffered 
the  paper  to  pasa  the  thraahold  of  bia  ofike?  I 
admire  firmaess,  and  when  the  oecasioD  demaadi 
it  our  public  functionaries  ought  to  uae  the  Ua* 
guage  of  complaint  and  expostulation,  nay,  evea 
that  of  crimination,  but  then  it  ought  to  be  done 
in  terms  which  are  decorous.  To  tell  a  Minister 
in  terms  that  he  has  made  "several  irrelevaflt 
and  improper  allusions  in  his  letter,"  wiihoot 
specifying  wherein,  is  not  using  the  language  ereo 
of  dignified  resentment.  And  while  a  negotiation 
is  pending,  the  adoption  of  such  laneuage  mast 
irritate,  and,  however  intended,  can  have  the  ef- 
fect only  of  bringing  it  to  a  disastrous  close. 

I  am  now  come  to  Mr.  Jackson's  last  letter,  aod 
you  will  here  permit  me  to  repeat,  that  I  feel  do 
inclination  to  justify  the  manner  in  which  tbe 
correspondence  was  conducted  on  his  part.  The 
close  of  this  letter  in  particular  is  so  uncourteoos, 
that  but  for  tbe  letter  of  M||r Smith,  to  which  it 
is  in  answer,  I  should  call  it  Vude.  Ttie  charges 
however  made  against  the  British  Mini2>ter,  of 
conduct  unbecomingand  improper,  in  the  plaioest 
terms,  and  without  coloring  or  qualification,  ia- 
vlted  a  reply  out  of  the  ordinary  course  of  diplo- 
matic civility. 

Mr.  Jackson,  in  his  letter  of  the  4th  of  Norem- 
ber,  thus  expresses  himself: 

«  I  am  concerned,  air,  to  be  obliged  a  second  timett 
appeal  to  thoee  principles  of  public  law,  under  the  oiw- 
tion  and  protection  of  which  I  was  sent  to  this  eooih 
try.  Where  there  is  not  freedom  of  commanicatioi 
in  tbe  form  substituted  for  the  more  usual  one  of  to- 
bal  discussion,  there  can  be  little  useful  interroom 
between  Ministers ;  and  one  at  least,  of  the  epitheti 
which  you  have  thought  proper  to  apply  to  my  lift 
letter,  is  such  as  necessarily  abridges  that  freedom. 
That  anything  therein  contained  may  be  irrelevtiit  to 
the  subject,  it  is  of  course  competent  in  yon  to  endetvff 
to  show,  and  as  far  as  you  succeed  in  so  doing,  in  le 
far  will  my  argument  lose  of  its  validity — but  as  tothi 
propria^  of  my  alluaions,  you  mast  allow  me  to  a^ 
knowledge  only  the  dedsion  of  my  own  Sovsrflgs, 
whose  comma&ds  I  obey,  and  to  whom  alone  I  esn  eoo* 
sider  myself  responsible.  Beyond  this  it  saffioes  thtt 
I  do  not  deviate  frt>m  the  reaped  due  tp  the  Govcn- 
ment  to  which  I  am  accredited. 

"  You  will  find  that  in  ray  correspondeDce  with  yoi 
I  have  carefully  avoided  drawing  oondusions  thai  did 
not  necessarily  follow  fii>m  the  premises  advaneed  bjr 
me,  and  least  of  all  should  I  think  of  uttering  an  in- 
sinuation where  I  was  unable  to  substantiate  a  frcL 
To  facts,  such  as  I  have  become  acquainted  with  them. 
I  have  scrupulously  adhered,  and  iu  so  doing  I  msit 
continue,  whenever  the  good  friith  of  His  Mtjestj'f 
Government  is  called  in  question,  to  vindicate  iti 
honor  and  dignity  in  the  manner  that  appears  to  me 
best  calculated  for  that  purpose." 

Now,  what  are  the  insinuations  which  Mr. 
Jackson  ''bad  uttered,''  and  the  facts  be  bad 
stated  ?  I  find  it  no  where  said  that  he  had  ut- 
tered the  insinuation  complained  of;  the  charge 
on  the  contrary  is,  that  he  used  a  language  which, 
by  implication,  is  said  to  convey  the  idea  so  (^ 
fensive  to  our  Government.  And  what,  sir,  if 
thb  language  ?  I  have  already  given  it  to  yoa  a 
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detail,  and  will  only  htt%  remark,  geaerally,  that 
I  see  nothing  in  it  bat  an  adherence  to  two  facts: 
liiat  the  despatch  of  the  23(1  of  January  was  the 
ooiy  authority  which  Mr.  Erskiae  bad  to  con- 
clude Ml  arrangement,  and  that  the  "  three  con- 
diiioDs,''  forming  the  sub9tance  of  that  despatch, 
were  known  to  our  Government.  Permit  me  to 
remark,  that  if  the  insinuation  is  not  contained  in 
the  former  letters,  it  certainly  is  not  in  this. 

Bat  it  is  said  ttkat-  inasmuch  as  Mn  Smith  had 
charored  Mr.  Jackson  with  the  insinuation,  and  as 
Mr.  Jacksop  makes'iio  deoiat,  but  declares  that 
he  should  not  think  of  uttering  an  insinuation 
where  he  was  not  able  to  substanliate  a/act,. it  is 
an  admission  of  tbe  charge,  if  we  st,rip  the  sen- 
tence of  its  severity  and  Rudeness  we  will  per- 
ceive thai  Mr«  Jackson,  never  havinff  uttered  the 
itwinoation  in  terms,  must  have  understood  that 
Mr.  Smith  perceived  it  in  the  statement  of  the 
two  facts,  and  as  he  knew  this  statement  to  be 
correct,  he  meant  to  adhere  to  it,  notwithstand- 
ing Mr.  Smith  might  draw  an  inference 'which 
did  not  inevitabiy  UoW  from  it.  At  best  this  sen- 
sence  is  equivocal,  and  our  Executive  might 
hare  understood  Mr.  Jackson  as  saying,  I  did  not 
think  of  making  the  insinuation  of  which  you 
complain,  because  I  am  not  able  to  substautiate 
the  fact. 

Will  any  gentleman  still  say  that  Mr.  Jackson 
ought  explicitly  to  have  renounced  his  error,  to 
have  acknowled|^ed  that  he  did  mean  the  insin- 
uation, and  that  it  Was  without  foundation  ?  If 
be  does  so  say,  he  must  have  forgot  the  course 
and  temper  of  this  correspondence;  Certainly 
there  was  nothing  in  Mr.  Smithes  last  letter 
which  could  possibly  lead  to  conciliation  or  con- 
cession. When  equals  meet,  wet  must  expect  that 
harshness  will  meet  harshnes^  and  wnen  one 
party  will  permit  himself  to'  be  uncivil,  he  ihust 
expect  iocivility,  not  courtesy  or  concession^  from 
the  other. 

I  have  now  done  with  the  correspondence  as  it 
relates  to  the  insult.  And.  sir,  lest  I  may  be  mis- 
understood, I  will  now  state  that  it  is  not  my  in- 
tention to  intifhate  that  our  Government  knew 
that  Mr.  Erskine  made  the  arrangement  without 
aothority.  My  aim  has  been  to  show  that  Mr. 
Jackson  did  not  use  ^*a  language  implying  a 
'  knowledge  in  this  Government,  tnat  the  instruc- 
'  tions  of  his  predecessor  did  not  authorize  the  ar- 
'  rangement  formed  by  him."  To  myself  the  con- 
siderations I  have  ureed  are  satisfactory. 

I  will  DOW  proceed,  sir,  (said  Mr.  E.,)  to  con- 
sider whether  the  Etecutive,  in  refusing  to  re- 
ceive any  farther  communications  from  toe  Brit- 
ish Minister,  has  manifested  a  just  regard  to  the 
interest  of  the  American  people.  I  have  already 
remarked,  that  in  oiy  opinion  the  true  ioteresi  of 
the  country  was  not  consulted,  in,  or  promoted  by, 
this  measure ;  it  remains  then  for  me  to  explain 
the  grounds  of  that  opinion. 

It  would  be  supernoous  in  me  at  this  time  to 
attempt  to  prove  that  the  interest  of  thia  country 
is  best  promoted  by  a  'state  of  peaee  and  of  free 
intercourse  with  Great  Brttatn.  The  mutual 
wa»u  of  the  two  nations  might  ^e  brought  to 


prove  this,  but  the  general  Joy  of  the  country,  so 
audibly  expressed  at  the  time  it  was  thouzbt  our 
restrictive  system  as  to  that  nation  was  about  to 
be  abandoned,  is  sufficient  for  my  purpose,  as  it 
shows  as  well  the  general  wish  as  the  general 
sense  of  the  community  oti  this  subject.  If,  then, 
it  is  the  interest  and  the  wish  of  the  nation  to  be 
at  peace  with  Great  Britain,  it  ought  to  be  a  pri- 
mary point  in  the  policy  of  our  Administration 
to  form  a  treaty  with  that  country  on  just  prin- 
ciples. Matters  of  etiquette  and  personal  consid- 
erations ought  to  give  way  to  thfs  greater  object. 
I  cannot,  therefore,  think  that  the  interest  ol  the 
country  was  prompted  by  a  refusal,  in  the  course 
of  a  few  days,  to  communicate  with  the  man 
who  came  (ostensibly  at  least)  to  form  a  treaty 
with  us. 

It  has  been  remarked,  however,  that  Mr.  Jack- 
son had  no  power  to  treat,  and  that,  therefore,  any 
farther  communication  with  him  could  answer  no 
desirable  purpose.  I  will  not  ask  your  attention 
to  air  that  ]mssed  between  Mr.  Smith  and  Mr. 
Jackson  on  this  point,  but  will  merely  present  to 
you  the  call  which  Mr.  Smith  made  for  the  au- 
thority and  the  answer  which  Mr.  Jackson  gave. 

Mr.  Smith,  in  his  letter  of  the  Ist  of  Novem- 
ber, says :  ♦ 

<<  For  the  first  time  it  is  now  disclosed  that  the  sub- 
jects 'arranged  with  this  Government  by  your  prede- 
cessor are  held  not  to  be  within  the  authority  of  a 
Minister  Plenipotentiary,  and  that,  not  having  had  a 
'  full  power  distinct  from  that  authority,  his  transao* 
tions  on  those  subjects  might  of  right  be  disavowed  by 
his  Government.'  This  disclosure,  so  contrary  to  every 
antecedent  supposition  and  just  inference,  gives  a  new 
sspect  to  this  business.  If  the  authority  of  your  pre- 
decessor did  not  embrace  the  subjects  in  question,  so 
as  to  bind  his  Govemraent,  it  necessarily  follows,  thai 
the  only  credentials  yet  presented  by  you  being  the 
same  with  those  presented  by  hiro,  give  you  no  author- 
ity to  hind  it,  and  that  the  exhibition  of  a  '  full  power* 
for  that  purpose,  such  as  you  doubtless  are  furnished 
with,  has*  become  an  indispensable  preliminary  to  fur- 
ther negotiation ;  or»  to  speak  more  strictlj,  was  re- 
quired in  the  first  instance  by  the  view  of  the  matter 
now  disclosed  by  you.  Negotiation  without  this  pre- 
liminary would  not  only  be  a  departure  from  the  prin- 
ciple of  equality,  which  is  the  essential  basis  of  it,  but 
would  moreover  be  a  disregard  of  the  precautions  and 
of  the  self-respect  enjoined  on  the  attention  of  the  Uni- 
ted States  by  the  circumstances  which  have  hitherto 
taken  place. 

"  I  need  scarcely  add,  that  in  the  iull  power  alluded 
to,  as  a  preliminary  to  negotiation,  is  not  intended  to 
be  included  either  the  whole  extent  or  any  part  of 
your  instructions  for  (he  exercise  of  it.  These,  of 
course,  as  you  have  justly  remarked,  remain  subject  to 
your  own  discretion." 

To  this  call  Mr.  Jackson,  in  his  letter,  of  the 
4ih  of  November,  answers— 

^  It  will  not  I  dare  say  have  escaped  your  reeoUec- 
tion  that  I  informed  yon,  at  a  vety  eivly  period  of  our 
communications,  that,  in  addition  to  the  usual  credent 
tial  letter*  His  Majesty  has  been  pleased  to  invest  me 
with  a  full  power,  under  the  great  seal  of  his  Kingo 
dom,  for  the  express  purpose  of  concluding  a  treaty  or 
convention.    I  well  remember  your  testifying  your  sat- 
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isfaction  at  the  circamatance,  and  I  have  only  to  add 
that  I  am  ready,  whenever  it  suits  yoor  convenience, 
to  exchange  my  full  power  against  that  with  which 
you  shall  be  provided,  for  the  progress  of  negotiation." 

It  is  not  necessary  for  me,  after  the  very  able 
and  satisfactory  explanation  which  has  been  given 
by  my  friend  from  Connecticut,  ^Mr.  Dana,)  of 
what  is  intended  by  ''a  full  power^in diplomacy, 
to  show  the  authority  it  creates.  Suffice  it  to  say, 
that  if  Mr.  Jackson  had  such  authorization  he 
might  have  concluded  a  treaty,  and  that  he  had  I 
am  satisfied.  He  not  only  declared  that,  in  addi- 
tion to  his  letter  of  credence,  he  had  a  full  power 
under  the  great  seal  of  England,  but  offered  to 
produce  it.  Would  such  ofier  have  been  made  if 
the  thing  had  no  existence  ?  If  the  Executive  en- 
tertained a  suspicion  of  this  kind  why  did  he  not 
take  Mr.  Jackson  at  his  word  ?  Instead  of  doing 
this,  the  answer  of  Mr.  Smith  is  a  dismissal  of 
the  negotiation  with  the  negotiator. 

But  if  Mr.  Jackson  was  empowered  to  treat,  it 
is  suggested  that  it  was  on  terms  derogatory  to 
the  honor  and  inconsistent  with  the  interest  of 
the'  country,  inasmuch  as  his  instructions  bound 
him  to  insist  on  the  "  three  conditions"  as  the 
basis  of  his  negotiation.  One  of  these  conditions 
you  will  recollect  is  the  absolute  relinquishment 
of  the  colonial  trade  as  well  indirect  as  direct, 
and  another  is  the  authorization  of  the  British 
navy  to  enforce  our  non-intercourse  system. 

Now,  on  these  terras.  I  never  would  conclude  a 
treaty  with  Great  Britain.  Nay,  I  can  hardly 
forgive  our  Secretary  for  his  official  assurance  to 
Mr.  Erskine,  as  I  find  it  in  the  letter  of  tbat  gen- 
tleman to  Mr.  Smith  of  the  9th  of  August — 
"  The  third  condition  you  certainly  very  distinctly 
^  informed  me  could  not  be  recognised  by  the 
'  President,  but  you  added,  what  had  mat  weight 

*  in  my  mind,  that  you  did  not  see  why  any  great 
'  importance  should  be  attached  to  such  a  recog- 
'  nition,  because  it  would  be  impossible  that  a  cit- 

*  izen  of  the  United  States  could  prefer  a  com- 

*  plaint  to  his  Qovernment  on  account  of  the  cap- 

*  ture  of  his  vessel  while  engaged  in  a  trade  abso- 

*  lutely  interdicted  by  the  laws  of  his  country." 

This  was  certainly  granting  the  right  by  impli- 
cation. But.  is  it  true  that  Mr.  Jackson  was  bound 
to  insist  on  the  three  conditions?  Let  the  corre- 
spondence answer  the  question.  I  know  that  Mr. 
Smith,  to  the  end,  insisted  that  he  was ;  but,  in 
my  judgment,  it  is  another  of  his  mistakes. 

Mr.  Smith,  in  his  first  letter  of  the  9th  October, 
states, among  other  things,  that  the  President  had 
learned,  with  surprise  and  regret,  that  Mr.  Jack- 
son had  avowed,  that,  "  At  allevents,  it  is  not  the 
'  disposition  or  the  intention  of  the  British  Qov- 

*  ernment  to  revoke  their  Orders  in  Council,  as 

*  it  resjpects  the  United  States,  but  upon  a  formal 
'  stipulation  on  the  part  of  the  United  States  to 

*  accede  to  the  following  terms  and  conditions,  viz : 

*^  1.  That  the  act  of  Congress,  commonly  called 
'  the  non-intercoune  law,  be  continued  against 
'  France,  so  long  as  she  shall  continue  her  decrees ; 

"2.  That  the  navy  of  Great  Britain  be  author- 
'  ized  to  aid  in  enforcing  the  provisions  of  the  said 
'  act  of  Congress ; 


"  3.  That  the  United  States  shall  explicitly 
'  renounce,  during  the  present  war,  the  right  of 
^  carrying  on  any  trade  whatever,  direct  or  iodi- 

*  rect,  with  any  colony  of  any  enemy  of  Great  I 
^  Britain,  from  which  they  were  excJoded  doriof 

'  peace ;  and  that  this  renunciation  most  extend, 
'  not  only  to  the  trade  between  the  colony  aod  the 
'  mother  country,  but  to  the  trade  between  the 

*  colony  and  the  united  States;"  and  requests  Mr. 
Jackson  to  correct  this  statement,  if  he  had  beea 
misapprehended. 

Mr.  Jackson,  in  his  answer  of  the  11th  October, 
says: 

<<  On  the  f object  of  Hit  Majesty's  Orders  in  Cooi^ 
dl,  I  have  had  the  honor  of  informing  you  thit  Hii 
Majesty,  having  caused  to  be  made  to  Uie  GoTemmeit 
of  the  United  States  oeitain  proposals  founded  upa 
principlee — some  of  which  were  understood  to  originite 
in  American  authorities,  and  others  to  be  icqnkiccJ 
in  by  them — and  having  afterwards  aseertained,  io  i 
manner  mentioned  in  a  former  part  of  his  letter,  tba 
the  sentiments  of  the  American  Government  were  » 
different  from  what  they  were  at  first  nndentood  to  be, 
I  was  not  instructed  to  renew  to  you  those  propoah, 
nor  to  press  upon  your  acceptance  an  arrsngemeot 
which  had  been  so  recently  declined,  eqiedally  ai  the 
arrangement  itself  is  become  less  important,  and  the 
terms  of  it  less  applicable  to  the  state  of  thingi  do* 
existing." 

In  this  sentence,  as  I  read  it,  there  is  a  sufficient 
negative  to  the  statement  of  our  Secretary.  Tlie 
proposals,  with  the  three  conditions,  were  made. 
originally,  Mr.  Jackson  says,  because  they  were 
supposed  acceptable  to  our  GoTernment;  baias 
this  was  discovered  to  be  founded  in  mistake,  lie 
was  instructed  not  to  renew  them.  Does  this  look 
like  an  adherence  to  the  "three  conditioDs,"ts 
the  basis  of  a  treaty  ?  But,  Mr.  Jackson  is  still 
more  explicit:  he  was  not  only  instructed  not  to 
renew  those  proposals,  but  he  was  even  directed 
not  to  press  upon  this  Government  the  sccepunce 
of  an  arrangement  which  it  had  declined.  Aod 
yetj  sir,  in  contradiction  to  this  statement,  it  is 
insisted,  that,  though  Mr.  Jackson  was  not  in- 
structed to  renew  the  proposal,  or  press  its  accept- 
ance, yet  he  was  bound  not  to  form  a  treaty  whicli 
did  not  embrace  the  three  conditions.  Is  this  a 
fair  deduction?  But,  in  the  latter  part  of  the  same 
letter,  as  if  fearful  that  he  might  still  be  misap- 
prehended, Mr.  Jackson  goes  on  to  say : 

«  Such,  sir,  are  the  grounds  on  which  it  hss  appeuMl 
to  His  Majesty  to  be  unnecessary  to  command  me  to 
propose  to  the  Government  of  the  United  States  aoj 
formal  agreement,  to  be  substituted  for  that  which  His 
Majesty  has  been  under  the  necessity  of  disavowing; 
but  I  am  directed  to  receive  and  discuss  with  yon  toy 
proposal  which  you  may  be  authorised  to  make  to  m« 
on  this  head. 

<*  As  no  disposition  has  hitherto  been  shown  on  yoor 
part  to  make  any  such  proposal,  it  has  been  impossibie 
for  me  to  state  by  anticipation  (nor  was  I  instructed 
so  to  do)  what  might  be  the  answer  Uiat  I  aboald  eveot- 
ually  ttunk  it  my  duty  to  return  to  yon;  eooseqoenti; 
I  could  not  have  made,  with  that  view,  the  aUtement 
contained  in  the  fourth  section  of  yoor  letter,  and  the 
three  subdivisions  of  it.  Soch  a  statement  would  ban 
been  obvioual])^  inconsistent  with  the  foimer  part  of  aj 
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(icrtare,  which  you  may  comcUy  record  in  the  third 
ection,  riz :  that  I  was  not  initructed  to  make  to  yon 
iny  proposal  whatever  upon  tflk  subject.  I  must  ne- 
cttarily  reserve,  until  I  hear  from  you,  what  propo- 
lU  it  mty  be  deemed  proper  to  make  on  behalf  of  the 
Jnited  States ;  to  state  in  how  far  they  do  or  do  not 
ccord  with  the  instructions  which  it  has  pleased  His 
ilajesty  to  give  me  for  the  guidance  of  this  negotiation. 

"  I  will  only  add,  sir,  in  conclusion  of  this  letter,  that 
lis  Majesty  is  very  sincerely  desirous  of  maintaining 

perfect  and  cordial  understanding  with  the  United 
Itates,  and  of  bringing  to  a  complete  and  satisfactory 
djustment  all  the  points  of  difference  that  have  arisen 
etween  the  two  Governments ;  and  that,  agreeing  as 
do  with  yoo,  most  heartily,  as  to  the  interest  which 
oth  mtions  have  in  fostering  a  mutual  and  solid  friend- 
liip  sod  cordiality,  no  leal  or  exertions  shall  be  want- 
ig  on  my  part  to  carry  into  effect  His  Majesty's  oom- 
tands  for  this  most  salutary  purpose." 

Now,  sir,  how  is  this  received  by  onr  Qovera- 
»Qt?  Are  they  satisfied  with  this  correction  of 
heir  smtement,  and  do  tbejr  proceed  to  specify 
beir  terms?  Let  Mr.  Smith  answer,  to  his 
ttter  of  the  19th  October,  he  speaks  thus : 

«  On  the  subject  of  the  Orders  in  Council,  the  Pres- 
lest  perceives,  with  sentiments  of  deep  regret,  that 
»ar  instructions  contemplate,  neither  an  explanation 
fthe  refusal  of  your  Government  to  fulfil  the  arrange- 
ent  of  that  branch  of  the  existing  diflferenoea,  nor  the 
ibstitution  of  any  other  plan  of  adjustment,  nor  any 
ithority  to  conclude  any  other  arrangement  on  that 
tbj&ct;  bat  merely  to  receive  and  discuss  proposals 
St  anight  be  made  to  you  on  the  part  of  the  United 
lates ;  and  these,  it  appears,  must  include  a  stipulation 
I  tbe  part  of  Uie  United  States  to  relinquish  the  trade 
ith  enemies'  colonies,  even  in  branches  not  hitherto 
itemipted  by  British  orders  for  capture,  and  also  a 
motion  to  the  enforcing  of  an  act  of  Congress  by  the 
ritish  navy. 

"  Were  the  way  properly  opened  for  formal  proposi- 
ms  from  this  Government,  a  known  determination  on 
le  part  of  His  Britannic  Majesty  to  adhere  to  such  ex- 
■ordinary  pretensions,  would  preclude  the  hope  of 
lecess  in  such  advances,  whether  regard  be  had  to  the 
»odittons  themselves,  or  to  the  disposition  they  indi- 
ite,  in  return  for  the  conciliatory  temper  which  has 
len  erinced  by  the  United  States.'' 
It  is  not  charitable  to  think  the  Secretary  could 
itertain  a  wish  that  Mr.  Jackson  should  ha?e 
Ithority  to  discuss  on  the  terms  of  a  treaty  with- 
it  a  power  to  conclude  it ;  and  that  such  discus- 
on  must  be  made  a  mere  play  of  words,  by  the 
itroduction  of  ^*  the  three  conditions."  And,  yet, 
by  this  renewed  statement  against  tbe  obvious 
eaoingof  the  terms  of  Mr.  Jackson's  last  letter  f 
ut  I  will  not  further  consume  your  time,  by  re- 
actions which  must  suggest  themselves  to  every 
ind. 

Mr.  Jackson,  in  his  letter  of  the  23d  October, 
peats  that  he  was  not  authorized  to  renew  pro- 
>sals  already  declared  unacceptable. 

"  Beyond  this  point  (says  he)  my  instructions  are 
ospective;  they  look  to  substituting  for  notions  of 
kmI  understanding,  erroneously  .entertained,  practical 
ipulations  on  which  a  real  reconciliation  of  all  difibr^ 
ices  may  be  substantially  founded.  And  they  author- 
B  me  not  to  renew  propoeals  which  have  already  been 
'clared  here  to  be  unaeoeptable,  but  to  reoeive  and 


discuss  any  proposal  made  on  the  part  of  the  United 
States,  and  eventually  to  conclude  a  convention  between 
the  two  countries.  It  is  not  of  course  intended  to  call 
upon  me  to  state,  as  a  preliminary  to  negotiation,  what 
is  the  whole  extent  of  those  instructions ;  they  must,  as 
I  have  before  said,  remain  subject  to  my  own  discre- 
tion until  I  am  enabled  to  apply  them  to  the  overtures 
which  I  may  have  the  honor  of  receiving  from  you." 

Here,  again,  we  find  Mr.  Jackson  repeating  that 
he  did  not  attempt  to  renew  proposals  which  had 
been  declared  unacceptable.  But  it  has  been  re- 
marked, that  he  speaks  not  of  making  other  pro- 
posals, but  of  receiving  propositions  from  our 
Government;  and  that  the  usual  course  of  nego- 
tiation required  him  to  take  the  first  step.  I  will 
not  stop  to  ascertain  this  point ;  but  you  will  rec- 
ollect, that,  by  the  disavowal,  the  arrangement 
was  considered  by  the  British  Gk)vernment  as  at 
an  end ;  and,  according  to  Mr.  Jackson's  state- 
ment, he  did  not  come  to  form  another  arrange- 
ment, adjusting  our  difierences  partially,  but  to 
conclude  a  convention,  whereby  there  might  be  a 
real  reconciliation  of  all  difiereDces  between  the 
two  countries.  Now,  as  the  "three  conditions" 
had  been  deemed  inadmissible  by  the  President, 
it  does  not  appear  to  me  to  have  been  very  excep- 
tionable in  Mr.  Jackson  to  say,  that,  not  wishing 
to  propose  to  us  what  might  be  deemed  improper, 
he  desires  the  propositions  to  come  from  us  ori- 
ginally. 

Let  us  now  attend  to  the  reply  of  Mr.  Smith 
of  the  1st  November.  After  speaking  of  the  dis- 
avowal, and  the  reasons  assigned  for  it,  he  adds, 
that  he  has  to  "regret  that  such  considerations 
'  should  have  been  allowed  to  outweigh  the  solid 

*  objections  to  the.disavowal ;  it  being  understood, 
'  at  the  same  time,  that  His  Britannic  Majesty 

*  perseveres  in  requiring,  as  indispensable  condi- 

*  tions,  on  the  part  of  the  United  States,  an  entira 
'  relinquishment  of  the  right  to  trade  with  ene- 

*  mies'  colonies,  and  also  a  permission  to  the  Brit- 

*  ish  navy  to  aid  in  executing  a  law  of  Congress — 

*  prietensions  which  cannot  but  render  abortive  all 
'  proposals  whatever  upon  this  subject,  whether 
^  maae  by  the  United  States  or  by  His  Britannic 

*  Majesty.*' 

I  will  close  this  examination  of  the  correspon- 
dence by  presenting  you  with  a  part  of  Mr.  Jack- 
son's last  letter  of  the  4th  of  November : 

^  7ou  say  that  *  it  is  understood  that  His  Britannic 
Majesty  perseveres  in  requiring  as  indispensable  con- 
ditions on  the  part  of  the  United  States,  an  entire  re- 
linquishment of  the  right  to  trade  with  the  enemies' 
colmiies,  and,  also,  a  permission  to  the  British  navy  to 
aid  in  executing  a  law  of  Congress.' " 

**  The  same  statement  is  contained  in  your  letter  of 
the  9th  instant,  ind  represented  as  the  substance  of 
what  had  fallen  from  me  in  our  previous  conferences. 
In  my  answer  to  the  letter  I  took  the  liberty  of  show- 
ing that  such  a  supposition  waa  erroneous,  and  I  have 
looked  in  vain  to  my  letter  of  the  23d,  to  find  in  it 
any  suggestion  of  a  similar  tenor.  I  believe,  there* 
fore,  that  by  reference  to  my  two  letters  you  will  find 
that  the  statement  now  again  brought  forward,  is  con- 
tained in  neither  of  them ;  that  it  made  no  part  of  my 
preyions  conversations  with  you,  and  that  I  liave  in  no 
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way  given  room  to  rappote  I  otot  mftde  May  Mck  ttale* 
ment  at  all.'* 

'*  That  before  the  Orders  in  Coundl  can  be  revoked, 
their  object  mutt  be  obtained  in  some  other  way,  is  un- 

Suestionably  true ;  but  you  may  be  asaured,  sir,  that 
lere  is  no  wish  whatever  entertained  in  England 
that  the  British  navy  should  be  employed  in  executing 
a  law  of  Congress.  If  the  proposal  that  was  made 
upon  that  subject,  and  made,  as  you  now' know,  be- 
cause it  was  believed  to  be  acceptable  here,  had  been 
adopted,  and  had  become  ft  matter  of  compact  between 
the  two  countries,  and  thereby  a  part,  not  of  the  law 
of  Congress,  but  of  the  public  law,  binding  upon  both 
parties,  and  which  both  would  have  had  a  common  in- 
terest in  seeing  duly  executed ;  in  that  case  the  agency 
of  the  British  navy  would  not  have  had  the  invidious 
aspect  which  is  now  attempted  to  be  given  to  it  At 
present  there  is  no  engagement  between  the  two  coun- 
tries, no  laws  of  Congress  which  bear  a  reference  to 
any  such  engagement,  and,  consequently,  it  cannot  be 
wished  to  tdie  any  share  whatever  in  the  execution 
of  those  laws.*' 

"  In  regard  to  the  colonial  trade,  I  need  only  to  ob- 
serve that  all,  or  nearly  all  the  enemies'  colonies  are 
blockaded  by  British  squadrons ;  it  cannot,  therefore, 
be  so  much  an  object  of  solicitude*  as  yon  imagine  to 
obtain  the  relinquishment  of  the  trade  of  any  country 
to  those  colonies.  On  the  contrary,  you  will  find  it 
■tated  in  my  letter  of  the  11th  ultimo,  to  be  a  <  matter 
of  indtfierence  whether  the  Order  in  Council  on  this 
subject  be  continued,  or  an  arrangement  by  mutual 
oonsent  substituted  in  its  room*' " 

In  this  letter  Mr.  Jacksoo  u  full  and  precise. 
He  declares  that  he  has  been  misapprehended  by 
Mr.  Smith,  as  well  in  the  conferences  as  in  bis 
letters,  and  states  in  terms,  "  that  there  is  bo  wish 
'  whaterer  entertained  in  England  that  the  Brit-* 
'  ish  navy  should  be  employed  in  ezeeutiog.a  law 
*  of  Congress."  Thus,  then,  this  oflfensive  con* 
dition  is  roost  explicitly  given  up.  As  to  the 
oolonial  trade,  he  observes  that  its  relinquishment 
by  us  is  not  a  matter  of  much  solicitude  to  Great 
Britain  at  this  day,  but  yet,  that  his  Qovernment 
is  willing  to  form  an  arranffemeot  relative  tO  it. 
Does  he  mean  by  this  to  oe  understood  as  re^ 
quiring  us  to  make  perpetual,  by  treaty,  what  is 
DOW  temporary ;  to  recognise  as  right,  in  all  its 
extent,  the  British  rule  of  1756  ?  I  do  not  so 
understand  him.  You  will  recollect  the  (trrange- 
mebt  on  this  subject  in  Mr.  Monroe's  treaty.  By 
that  the  English  Government  consented  to  recog- 
nise our  right  to  the  indirect  trade  on  our  reiin^ 
quishiog  the  direct  trade.  And  certainly,  what 
was  conceded  to  us  ai  a  period  when  the  colonial 
trade  was  of  greater  importance  than  It  now  is, 
would  not,  at  this  time,  be  refused  in  an  arrange* 
ment. 

Is  it  not,  then,  to  be  regretted  that  at  the  mo- 
ment when  our  Executive  bad  ascertained  Mr. 
Jackson  had  power  to  make  a  treaty,  and  that  bis 
iosiractions  were  not  limited  by  the  **  three  con- 
ditions," the  negotiation  should  be  broken  off, 
iMrder  pretenoe  of  as  insinuation,  whicb^  to  say 
fta  more  of  it,  is  doubtful  1  Did  not  the  interest 
of  the  people  point  to  a  different  oou-rse  of  pro* 
ceediog? 

One  part  of  this  letter,  I  think,  bftt  not  bevft  fur* 


Ir  understood*  I  ilietir  the  dedaraiioo  '^  that  be> 
fore  the  Oders  in  C^docil  eao  be  revoked)  their 
object  mrust  be  obmned  in  some  other  way." 
The  object  of  those  orden,  we  have  been  la- 
formed,  is  to  retaliate  on  FraOce  the  effects  of  her 
own  system,  by  refusing  to  her  those  advaatavcs 
of  commerce  which  she  had  forbidden  to  EDg- 
land.  Now,  without  ioquiring  who  was  ibe  orig- 
inal aggressor  in  this  warfare  on  neutrals,  or  ioioy 
maniter  attempting  to  justify  the  Orders  in  Coa&- 
ciL  let  me  ask,  what  has  been  the  uaderstacdini 
of  our  Government  on  this  subject?  When  tke 
arrangement  was  made  with  Mr.  Erskiae,  was  it 
not  understood  that  the  non-intercourse  law  wit 
to  take  the  place  of  the  Orders  in  ConDcil  8s4 
did  we  not  in  some  degree,  by  the  law  of  the  last 
session,  give  effect  to  this  sysiem  as  agaisii 
Fraoce  ? 

But  it  has  been  objected  that  the  British  Got- 
ernment  is  not  disfYOsed  to  treat  with  us  on  eqsal 
terms.  That,  however  the  Minister  may  bare 
expressed  himself,  yet  it  is'  to  be  collected  fron 
the  letter  of  Mr.  Canning,  of  the  29d  of  Janoaiy, 
containing  the  three  conditions,  that  tbev  will  not 
form  a  convention  with  this  coon  try,  woich  does 
not  contain  the  offensive  propositions.  Uutil  tbe 
publication  of  Mr.  Piokney's  letters,  I  am  williof 
to  confess  to  vou  that  I  had  g[reat  doubu  as  toi^e 
sincerity  of  tne  British  Ministry.  The  propoa* 
tions  stated  as  ooming  from  our  GovernmeDt 
through  Mr.  Ernkioe,  are  so  extraordinary  that  1 
could  scarcely  believe  such  information  had  acta- 
ally  been  communicated;  but  I  can  no  loofer 
doubt,  after  reading  the  letter  of  the  28th  of  Maf. 

Mr.  Pinkne^,  in  that  letter,  you  will  recollect 
sir,  states  his  interview  with  Mr.  Canning,  wbea 
the  latter  declared  that  Mr.  Erskine  had  violated 
his  instructions,  founded  on  his  own  lettefs,  ia 
which  were  set  forth  the  particulars  of  sereral 
conversations  that  had  passed  between  him  and 
the  heads  of  department  here.  Among  other 
things,  Mr.  Canning  represented  that,  from  these 
conversations,  it  appeared  "  that,  on  the  subject 
'  ol*  the  Orders  in  Council,  we  would  hare  aa 

*  objection,  in  case  they  were  revoked,  as  regarded 
'  the  United  States,  to  repeal  the  embargo  aod 

*  non-intercourse  laws  as  to  Great  Britain,  and  to 
'  continue  them  as  to  France  and  Hollaod,  aad 
^  such  other  countries  as  should  have  in  force 
'  maritime  edicts  similar  to  those  of  France,  le 
'  long  as  those  edicts  remained ;  that  we  woold 
'  allow  it  to  be  understood  that  the  British  crU' 

*  sers  might  capture  American  vessels  attemptisg 
'  to  violate  the  embatgoand  non-intercoarseiaws 

*  so  modified ;  that  we  would  even  agree  toabao- 
^  don,  during  the  present  war,  all  trade  with  eoe- 

*  mies'  colonies  from  which  we  were  excluded  in 

*  peace." 

Mr.  Pinkney,  after  givtog  the  substance  of  the 
conversatioosi  as  mentioned  to  him  by  Mr.  Cao- 
ning,  adds: 

«  M».  Canning  praceeded  to  infimn  ma,  that  in  en* 
sequence  of  these  representatioBs,  some  psrtsof  whick 
he  ssM  I  bhd  myself  esftfirmed  in  two  eonvsrsatisM 
in  January,  ho  had  fraaaed  and  transoiitisd  is  Mr. 
Biakine  two  est*  of  iasteqetiatM,  dated  ths  Sdd  of  tkii 
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BOAth,  bot  Aot  ibrwifdod  till  tometima  aftenrtHf*  tlM 
int  of  which  reUtad  to  tha  buamats  of  tha  Chaaa- 
loke,  tnd  tha  aaeoad  to  tha  Ordars  in  CoundJ*  and 
In  piopoud  oommarcial  antufamanta.  Thaaa  in- 
iructioiiB,  together  with  tha  pasaagas  in  Mr.  Erakina't 
itter,  written^  I  baUeTa»  in  Dacambar  laat,  which  aon- 
lined  the  abova-mentioned  i^pfesentations,  and  aoma 
ther  details  which  I  ought  not  to  repeat,  Mr.  Canning 
eadtome." 

After  the  strong  testimony,  hj  our  own  Minia- 
er,  tbit  tbie  letter  of  Mr.  £rskine  was  9ot  only 
ead  to  him,  but  that  it  contained  the  represeata* 
ions  imbodied  in  the  instructions  of  the  23d  of 
iDoary,  I  can  no  longer  doubt  that  such  repre- 
entatioDs  were  really  made.  This  circumstaiic& 
90,  goes  strongly  to  repel  tbe  idea  of  addiUonal 
Bstructioos,  as  Mr.  Canning  had  reason  to  be- 
iere  not  onlv  that  the  conditions  would  be  aa- 
epted  here,  but  that  he  was  closing  with  our 
Oer.  The  letter  of  the  23d  of  January,  thus 
xplaioed,  is  no  proof  that  tbe  British  Govein- 
ftent  is  not  willing  to  meet  us  on  fair  and  honor* 
ble  terms. 

Again,  sir,  the  time  for  treating  was  peculiarly 
iTorable  tons.  We  have  been  led  to  believe 
lat  tbe  disposition-  of  Great  Britain  is  very  much 
pgulated  by  her  situation.  That,  in  the  m^omenc 
f  success  she  is  haughty,  unbending,  and  severe, 
od  that  when  overtaken  hy  adverse  events,  she 
I  geotle  and  conciliating.  Nay,  we  have  heard 
lat  the  different  modifications  of  the  Ordera  m 
^oaocil;  from  more  to  less  severe,  is  owing  to 
)e  defeats  of  the  English  or  their  allies,  and  that 
re  may  read  the  iastrnciiona  of  their  Minister 
ere  io  tbe  passing  history  of  their  war  with 
'ranee.  Now.  the  success  of  Napoleon  at  Wa- 
ram  had  deciaed  the  fate  of  Continental  Europe, 
'he  defeat  of  the  Austriaas  was  supposed  to 
lace  the  political  existence  of  their  monarch  in 
le  hands  of  the -conqueror,  and  in  all  probability 
le  subjugation  of  Spain  must  follow.  Had  our 
Ixecutive  waited  a  few  days,  he  would  have 
land  that,  by  the  Treaty  of  Vienna,  the  Erape- 
)r  of  Austria  had  engaged  to  break  off  all  inter- 
)Qr8e  with  Great  Britain,  and  acceded  to  the 
rohibitory  system  of  France.  This  state  of 
tings  in  Continental  Europe  certainly  made  the 
iendshipand  good  will  of  this  country  an  object 
^,  interest  and  solicitude  with  England,  and  I 
lost  believe  that,  under  these  circumstances,  the 
iterest  of  the  people  of  this  country  required  an 
tempt  at  least  to  negotiate. 
Another  ifason  why  I  do  not  think  the  interest 
'  the  people  was  conaulted,  is,  that  tbe  act,  under 
le  circomstaQoea  in  which  it  now  appear^,  w|th 
oputations  on  the  British  Gov^oment,  will  ne« 
issarily  occasion  irritation,  and  render  an  adjust- 
lent  of  our  differences,  if  not  impracticable,  at 
ast  more  difficult.  And  in  this  point  of  view, 
le  adoption  of  the  resolution  on  yo«r  table  is 
tore  than  impolitic  It  is  throwing  the  gannt- 
t  to  Great  Britain,  and  who  that  knowa  the 
aughty  spirit  of  that  nation,  who  that  has  pt^ 
ised  its  history,  will  answer  for  it  that  it  will 
ot  be  taken  up?  I  shudder,  air,  while  I  reflect, 
lat,  before  we  pass  on  this  reaiilatwm^  tha^rres* 


pottdence  and  dismissal  may  produce  the  fatal 
mandate  which  will  sweep  our  oommerce  from 
the  ocean  and  lay  our  trad iog.  cities  in  ruins. 

Are  we  prepared  for  this  war  ?  I  cannot  aub- 
scribe  to  the  doctrine  of  the  honorable  gentleman 
from  Kentucky,  (Mr.  Johnson,}  ibat  we  are  to 
meet  war,  not  prepare  for  it,  and  that  it  is  in 
time  to  fit  onraetves  for  the  contest  when  we  are 
attacked.  To  persons  who  inhabit  the  wilds  of 
our  Western  country,  this  doctrine  may  be  cor- 
rect, as  the  enemy,  before  it  can  reach  them,  miist 
pass  over  their  neighbors,  and  thus  afford  tbem 
time  to  prepare  for  the  conflict.  But  those  who 
live  on  ihe  seaboard  must,  if  this  system  is  adop€-> 
ed,  be  sacrificed.  We  are  withoux  money,  with- 
out an  army,  and  without  a  navy.  Our  fortifi- 
cations are  unfinished  and  unmanned,  an4  is  this 
a  state  in  which  to  invite  hostility  from  a  oation 
who  has  the  means  and  the  power  at  command 
to  injure  us?  I  know,  sir,  we  have  great  resources, 
that  we  can  draw  forth  men  and  money  \  hut  if 
we  must  have  war,  let  us  begin  hy  preparing  for 
it  before  we  provoke  it. 

Again,  sir,  I  do  net  consider  the  dismissal  of 
the  Boglish  Minister  as  comporting  with  the  in- 
terest of  the  people,  because  it  appears  to  me, 
taken  in  connexion  with  other  matters,  to  be  part 
of  a  system  of  hostility  towards  Great  Britain, 
which  is  to  end  in  war.  On  this  subject  I  wish 
to  be  understood  as  not  intending  to  questioo  tbe 
views  of  those  who  advocate  a  British  war ;  nay, 
I  know  the  motives  of  some  of  them  to  be  pure. 
I  only  question  the  policy  of  such  a  measure.  To 
me  it  appears  pregnant  with  incalculable  evils  to 
this  country. 

Perhaps  ray  situation  .readers  me  anneoessarilv 
sensible  on  this  point,  as  I  represent  a  State  which 
must  immediately  and  greatly  sufier  in  such  a 
war.  It  is  not  to  be  concealed  that  the  State  of 
New  York  is  in  aome  degree  a  pledge  to  Great 
Britain  for  the  conduct  of  this  country.  Our 
seaboard  is  yet  unprotected,  and  a  British  fleet 
maji  at  any  time,  destroy  our  capital,  (our  pride 
and  boast,)  and  convert  its  vast  population  into 
hordes  of  wandering  becgars.  On  tbe  North  wa 
have  a  frontier  of  severaThuodred  miles,  sparsely 
settled  by  industrious  husbandmen,  who,  with 
their  families,  will  not  only  be  exposed  to  incur- 
sions  from  Canada,  but  will  be  an  easy  prey  to 
the  remorseless  savages  whose  residence  approach 
our  borders,  and  who  are  perhaps  now  whetting 
diair  knives  and  their  axes. 

Permit  oti^  sir,  to  mention  a  few  of  the  circum^ 
stances  whicn  have  brought  alarm  to  my  mind. 
The  manner  in  which  this  mission  and  Minister 
were  held  up  to  the  public  by  the  papers  which 
are  in  favor  of  the  Administration,  is  one  circum- 
stance.  I  am  not  about  to  charge  this  on  the 
Administration,  for  I  hope  and  trust  it  did  not 
proceed  from  them.  I  witnessed  it  with  disgust, 
as  disgraceful  to  my  country,  but  I  witnessed  it 
also  with  alarm,  inasmuch  as  we  are  apt  to  con- 
sider the  leading  prints  as  so  many  indices  to.  the 
feelings  and  views  of  our  public  men.  Agaio, 
the  maaner  in  which  the  negotiation  was  con- 
dueted  by  oar  QoverooieBt  iaduced  mo  to  believe 
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that  the  object  of  the  AdmiDistration  is  not  a 
treaty  with  Great  Britain.  •  The  adherence  to 
what  I  cannot  but  -view  as  mistakes^  the  charffes 
which  are  exhibited,  the  warmth  or  temper  dis- 
coverable, and  the  harshness  of  expression  adopted 
in  the  correspondence,  lead  to  this  conclusion. 

Again :  the  speedy  termination  of  the  negotia- 
tion on  a  point  not  connected  with  the  merits, 
and  the  publications  in  the  State  paper  so  near 
the  meeting  of  Congress,  assuming  a  form  almost 
official,  and  having  a  tendency  to  inflame  the 
public  mind  against  the  British  Minister  and  his 
Qovernment;  the  introduction  of  these  resolu- 
tions, extraordinary  in  their  terms,  and  without 
a  parallel  in  the  history  of  this  country ;  the  bill 
in  the  Senate,  by  the  same  hand,  providing  for 
the  forcible  removal  of  a  public  Minister  who 
may  have  been,  or  shall  hereafter  be,  guilty  of  a 
breach  of  privilegjp,  which  (in  appearance,  at 
least,)  is  directed  against  this  very  Minister;  the 
various  resolutions  introduced  into  this  House  by 
the  friends  of  the  Administration,  hostile  in  their 
character  and  views;  all  these  are  circumstances 
that  lead  me  to  believe  that  the  aim  and  inten- 
tion  of  the  Administration  is  a  war  with  Great 
Britain. 

I  have  much  more  to  say  on  this  subject,  but 
as  I  am  sensible  that  1  have  already  taken  up  too 
much  of  your  time,  1  will  close  with  repeating, 
that  I  cannot  give  my  assent  to  the  resolutions  on 
your  table. 


Thursday,  December  21. 

Mr.  PoiNDEXTEB,  from  the  committee  appoint- 
ed, on  the  seventh  instant,  presented  a  bill  extend- 
ing jurisdiction,  in  certain  cases,  to  the  Territo- 
rial Courts;  which  was  read  twice,  and  committed 
to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  Tuesday  next. 

Mr.  Johnson,  from  the  Committee  of  Claims, 
presented  a  bill  for  the  relief  of  John  N.  Stout; 
which  was  read  twice,  and  committed  to  a 
Committee  of  the  Whole  on  Wednesday  next. 

Mr.  Morrow,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred,  on  the  thirteenth  instant,  the  bill 
sent  from  the  Senate,  entitled  *^An  act  in  addition 
to  the  act  to  regulate  the  laying  out  and  making 
a  road  from  Cumberland,  in  the  State  of  Mary- 
land, to  the  State  of  Ohio,"  reported  the  agree- 
ment of  the  committee  to  the  said  bill,  witnout 
amendment. 

Ordered^  That  the  said  bill  be  committed  to  a 
Committee  of  the  Whole  on  Monday  next. 

Mr.  Southard,  from  the  committee  appointed 
on  the  fifteenth  instant,  presented  a  bill  to  revive 
and  make  permanent  ^*An  act  to  prescribe  the 
mode  of  taxing  evidence  in  cases  of  contested 
elections  for  members  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  United  States,  and  to  compel 
the  attendance  of  witnesses,'^  and  in  addition  to 
the  same;  which  was  read  twice,  and  committed 
to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  Tuesday  next. 

A  communication  was  received  from  the  Sec- 
retary of  War,  stating  the  situation  and  state  of 
the  different  fortifications  ia  the  United  States. 

Objection  was  made  to  the  reading  of  this 


paper  on  the  ground  that  it  would  afford  official 
information  to  the  enemies  of  the  United  States, 
if  they  had  any,  of  their  weakest  points.  . 

A  question  was  taken  on  the  reading  of  itaod 
carried  in  the  affirmative. 

After  it  was  read,  a  motion  was  made  by  Mr. 
Tjioup  to  print  it.  The  motion  wassapportedbf 
himself  and  Mr.  Upbam,  and  opposed  bf  Messrs. 
Tallmadgb  and  Liverhors;  and  negatired, 
yeas  32. 

The  report  was  referred  to  the  Conmiittee  od 
Fortifications. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Love, 

Resolved^  That  the  Committee  for  the  Distriet 
of  Columbia  be  directed  to  inquire  into  the  expe 
diency  of  amending  the  ''Act  for  the  establish- 
ment of  a  turnpike  company  in  the  cooBtj  of 
Alexandria,  in  the  District  of  Columbia." 

A  Message  was  received  from  the  President  of 
the  United  States  transmitting  a  report  from  the 
Surveyor  of  the  Public  Buildings,  of  the  progress 
made  on  them  during  the  last  season,  and  of  other 
explanations  relative  thereto. — The  Message  and 
report  were  read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

A  message  was  received  from  the  Senate  which 
informed  the  House  that  the  Senate  have  passed 
a  resolution  for  the  appointment  of  a  joint  coo- 
mittee  to  have  the  application  of  the  money  ap- 
propriated by  "  the  act  making  a  farther  apprih 
priation  for  the  support  of  a  Library ;"  to  whieh 
they  desire  the  concurrence  of  this  House. 

CONDUCT  OF  THE  BRITISH  MINISTER 

The  House  again  went  into  Committee  of  the 
Whole  on  the  resolution  from  the  Senate. 

Mr.  Emott  concluded  his  speech  against  it,  as 
given  entire  in  preceding  pages. 

Mr.  Gbolson  said,  that  notwithstandioe  mach 
had  already  been  said  on  the  subject  before  the 
Committee,  be  hoped  he  should  be  pardooed 
for  occupying  a  small  portion  of  their  atteotioa. 
The  resolution  before  us  seems  to  embrace  serenl 
objects  pre-eminently  entitled  to  the  dispassionate 
consideration  of  Congress;  objects  altogether  as- 
connected  with  those  factions  and  political  dis- 
sensions which  have  unhappily  too  Ions  prevailed 
among  brethren  of  the  same  common  ramilf,apd 
which  may  one  day  prove  fatal  to  political  lib- 
erty. The  first  question  which  presents  itself  io 
the  investigation  of  this  subject,  involves  od  the 
one  hand  the  veracity  and  dignity  of  the  Ameri- 
can Government,  and,  on  the  other,  the  character 
and  reputation  or  a  British  Envoy,  and,  in  some 
degree,  of  the  British  Ministry. 

In  my  remarks  on  this  subject,  I  consider  it 
regular  to  commence  with  the  origin  of  the  mis- 
sion from  Great  Britain  to  the  United  States,  out 
of  whieh  has  arisen  the  present  unpropitioas  ]>os- 
ture  of  the  afiairs  between  the  two  countries. 
What,  sir,  were  the  circumstances  under  whieh 
that  mission  was  despatched  here  ?  Id  the  month 
of  May  last,  it  was  known  to  the  British  Ministrf 
that  a  commercial  arrangement  had  been  made 
by  their  Envoy  resident  here.  (Mr.  ErskiaeJ  with 
the  American  Government,  but  under  the  allefi- 
tion  that  it  was  made  contrary  to  instractions,  it 
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was  00  sooner  known  than  it,  and  the  Minister 
makiog  it,  were  disavowed.  Mr.  Jackson  was 
then  appointed  to  substitute  Mr.  Erskine,  the  dis- 
avowed agent,  and  at  the  time  he  (Mr.  Jackson) 
was  sent  to  this  country,  it  was  well  known  by 
the  British  Ministry  that  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  stood  solemnly  pledged  to  the 
American  people  to  maintain,  ana  that  they  had 
inriolably  and  steadily  adhered,  to  certain  points 
and  principles  in  our  differences  with  England, 
a  surrender  of,  or  departure  from  which,  would 
be  a  sacrifice  of  the  honor  and  best  interests  of 
this  Dation. 

Yes,  sir,  when  they  well  knew  that,  In  the 
affair  of  the  Chesapeake,  our  Executive  would 
not,  and  the  voice  of  almost  the  whole  nation 
bad  pronounced  that  he  ou^ht  not  to  make  the 
first  advance  to  a  reconciliation,  Mr.  Jackson  was 
charged,  not  only  to  require  the  first  advance  from 
us,  to  wit :  that  in  the  document  which  should 
contain  the  adjustment  of  that  affair, 'the  revoca- 
tion of  the  President's  proclamation  of  1807,  in- 
terdictinfi^  the  British  armed  ships  from  our  own 
waters,  should  be  recited  as  an  indispensable  pre- 
limiDary;  but  to  require  from  us  also  the  viola- 
tion of  the  principles  of  our  naturalization  laws, 
bjr  insisting  on  the  surrender  of  foreigners  who 
had  become  naturalized.     As  to  the  Orders  in 
Council,  we  know  not  what  specific  propositions 
he  was  charged  with  in  relation  to  them.    As  far 
as  we  are  able  to  deduce  anything  from  facts  be- 
fore Ds,  it  must  be  understood  that  the  British 
Qovernment  had  determined  to  accept  of  no  con- 
ditions for  the  repeal  of  the  Orders  in  Council, 
except  such  as  had  been  previously  declared  on 
the  part  of  the  American  Government  to  be  in- 
admissible.    Notwithstanding  what  has  been  said 
by  the  gentleman  from  New  York,  (Mr.  Emott,) 
I  think  it  is  easily  to  be  demonstrated  that  the 
British  Gk)vernment  did  not  intend  to  make  any 
arrangement  different  from  that  contemplated  by 
the  celebrated  instructions  of  the  twenty-third  of 
Jaiiaary,  transmitted  to  Mr.  Erskine.     If  the 
British  Government,  so  recently  as  Ma^  last,  dis- 
avowed an  arrangement,  and  recalled  its  Minis- 
ter, under  an  allegation  that  he  violated  his  in- 
structions, was  it  to  be  supposed  that  thejr  would, 
in  two  or  three  months,  so  tar  change  their  policy 
as  to  authorize  an  arrangement  on  the  same  prin- 
ciples that  they  had  just  rejected  ?  Certainlv  iiot, 
sir.    It  is  evident  that  such  an  accommoaation 
could  not  have  been  designed,  because  Mr.  Can- 
ning says  that  such  measures  must  be  adopted  as 
should  secure  the  objects  of  the  Orders  in  Coun- 
cil.   That  they  did  not  bjr  this  mean  the  mere 
continuance  of  the  non-intercourse  law  as  to 
France,  is  manifest ;  for  Mr.  Canning  sajrs  to  Mr. 
Pinkney,  that  a  repeal,  as  to  Great  Britain,  would 
be  a  repeal  as  to  the  whole  world,  unless  the  Brit- 
ish Navy  were  to  be  permitted  to  enforce  the  law 
interdicting  intercourse  with  France  b^  the  seiz- 
ure of  such  vessels  as  should  be  found  violating  it. 

Again :  if  it  was  the  intention  of  the  British 
Government  to  recede  from  the  grounds  taken, 
to  wit :  the  requisition  of  a  continuance  of  the 
non-intercourse  law  as  to  France,  a  surrender  of 


the  colonial  trade,  and  allowing  the  British  Navy 
to  enforce  a  law  of  the  United  States,  would  not 
the  Minister  sent  here  to  perfect  the  arrangement 
have  been  instructed  to  take  a  different  ground 
from  that  previously  insisted  on  ?  It  seems  to  me 
perfectlv  clear  that  be  would.  From  this  obvious 
view  or  the  subject,  I  hope  I  shall  not  be  charged 
with  trespassing  on  that  decorum  so  earnestly 
recommended  by  gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House,  if  I  say  that  Mr.  Jackson  was  sent 
here  both  to  offer  terms  and  contend  for  princi- 
ples insulting  to  this  nation:  and  T  demand  of 
gentlemen  wnether  this  conduct  can  be  consid- 
ered in  anv  other  light  than  as  a  premeditated 
insult?  They  were  apprized  of  the  ultimatum 
of  this  Government  as  to  the  Orders  in  Council 
and  the  affair  of  the  Chesapeake.  The  terms 
offered  had  been  declared  over  and  over  affain  by 
our  Government  to  be  such  as  it  could  never 
sanction. 

These,  sir,  were  the  circumstances  under  which 
the  mission  commenced.    What  were  those  that 
characterized   its  progress  and  termination?    I 
think  it  very  easy  to  show  that  the  conduct  of  the 
Minister  himself,  after  he  arrived,  partook  strictly 
of  the  same  character  as  the  conduct  of  the  Min- 
istry who  sent  him.    I  think  I  have  shown  that 
the  disposition  manifested  by  the  Ministry  in 
sending  him  here  was  insulting  to  this  country. 
Let  us  next  inquire  into  the  character  disclosed, 
and  the  conduct  displaced  by  that  Minister  after 
his  arrival.    And,  in  this  inquiry,  without  wading 
through  all  the  documents^  whicn  gentlemen  can 
as  well  tmderstand  by  perusing  them  in   their 
chambers  as  by  hearing  them  read  here,  I  will 
merely  advert  to  the  offensive  expressions  used 
by  Mr.  Jackson,  and  to  the  manner  in  which 
those  expressions  were  met  by  the  Secretary  of 
State.    By  doing  this,  it  will  be  very  discernable, 
not  only  that  the  facts  stated  in  the  resolution  are 
sustained  by  the  correspondence,  but  that  the  res- 
olution does  not  go  so  tar  as  facts  would  warrant. 
In  Mr.  Jackson's  letter  of  the  11th  of  October,  he 
says,  that  the  arrangement  with  Mr.  Erskine  was 
made  under  such  circumstances  as  could  only 
lead  to  a  disavowal.    If  the  circumstances  were 
such  as  could  only  lead  to  a  disavowal,  they  must 
have  been  dishonorable,  and  Mr.  Jackson,  by  in- 
timating that  our  Government  had  a  knowledge 
of  these  circumstances,  charges  it  with  beinff 
particeps  criminis.    Can  anything  be  more  pal- 
pable than  this?    He  expresses  this  idea  in  still 
stronger  terms  when  he  intimates  that  Mr.  Smith 
had  a  principal  agency  in  the  misconduct  on  this 
occasion.    It  certainly  was  not  in  Mr.  Smith's 
power  to  substitute  conditions  for  those  which  he 
declined  accepting,  but  it  must  have  been  done 
bv  Mr.  Erskine.    But,  notwithstanding  this,  he 
cnarges  Mr.  Smith,  not  only  with  conniving  at 
a  conduct  improper  in  itself,  because  it  could 
only  lead  to  rejection  of  the  arrangement  grow- 
ing out  of  it,  but  insinuates  that  he  was  the  prin- 
cipal actor  in  the  scene.    In  Mr.  Smith's  letter 
in  answer  to  Mr.  Jackson,  the  animadversions  are 
too  clear  in  their  object  to  be  mistaken.    Mr.  J. 
is  informed  of  the  displeasure  of  the  American 
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Government  at  such  insinuations;  and,  in  the 
Tery  first  letter  which  was  written  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  State,  he  disclaims  nointedly  having  had 
any  knowledge  whatever  or  the  deficiency  of  Mr. 
Erskine's  instructions  at  the  time  of  making  the 
arrangement.  And  what  says  Mr.  Jackson  in 
reply  7  He  says  again,  that  Mr.  Erskine's  in- 
structions were  known  to  Mr.  Smith.  Sir,  I  ac 
knowledge  very  candidly,  that  on  a  superficial 
perusal  of  the  correspondence,  the  cbarffe  of  false- 
hood, from  the  art  and  adroitness  with  which  it 
is  wrapt  up,  does  not  appear  so  palpable  as  when 
it  is  more  closely  examined.  Yet,  sir,  notwith- 
standing all  knowledge  of  the  instructions  had 
been  denied  by  Mr.  Smith,  Mr.  Jackson  reiterates 
the  assertion  that  they  were  known.  Do  gentle- 
men say  that  there  is  no  insult  in  this?  That 
there  is  nothing  wrong  in  the  assertion  of  a  know- 
ledge on  the  part  of  the  Secretary  of  State  which 
he  had  before  formally  and  solemnly  disclaimed. 
In  Mr.  Smith's  letter  to  Mr.  Jackson,  of  the  first 
of  November,  he  intimates  to  Mr.  Jackson  that  a 
language  implying  such  a  knowledge  on  the  part 
of  the  American  Government,  was  altogether 
inadmissible.  What  is  Mr.  Jackson's  reply  in 
his  letter  of  the  4th  of  November,  which  is  the 
last  communication  that  a  proper  self-respect  on 
the  part  of  the  American  Government  would 
permit  it  to  receive  from  him?  After  again  in- 
sinuating that  our  Government  had  a  knowledge 
of  Mr.  Erskine's  instructions,  he  says;   **  That 

*  anything  therein  (in  his  former  letter)  contained 

*  may  be  irrelevant  to  the  subject,  it  is  of  course 
^  competent  to  you  to  endeavor  to  &hoy ;  and  as 
'  far  as  you  succeed  in  so  doing,  so  far  will  my 
'  argument  lose  of  its  validity;  but,  as  to  the  pro- 

*  pnety  of  my  allusions,  you  must  allow  me  to 

*  acknowledge  only  the  decision  of  my  own  Sov- 
'  ereign,  whose  commands  I  obey,  and  to  whom 

*  alone  I  caa  consider  myself  responsible."  In 
speaking  of  the  propriety  of  his  allusions,  he  ac- 
knowledges that  he  had  made  them,  and  does  not 
deny  that  they  are  of  the  character  ascribed  to 
them.  This  insolent  letter  is  concluded  by  ex- 
pressions too  plain  for  any  misconception  what- 
ever.   He  says:  ''I  have  carefully  avoided  draw- 

*  ing  conclusions  which  did  not  necessarily  follow 

*  from  the  premises  advanced  by  me,  and  least  of 
'  all,  should  I  think  of  uttering  an  insinuation 
'  where  I  was  unable  to  substantiate  a  fact."  He 
here,  in  fact,  recognises  the  insiauation  imputed 
to  him,4ind  says  he  would  not  have  made  it  if  he 
could  not  have  substantiated  it.  Collecting  all 
his  insinuations,  on  the  one  hand,  and  the  refuta- 
tion of  them,  on  the  other,  I  draw  the  conclusion 
that  Mr.  Jackson  not  onlj  insulted  the  Govern- 
ment, but  charged  it  with  one  of  the  foulest 
crimes — with  direct  falsehood. 

If  the  circumstances  under  which  he  was  sent, 
and  his  conduct  after  he  arrived  here,  were  such 
as  I  have  described,  I  ask  if  the  occasion  does 
not  require  that  the  American  Government  should 
take  a  firm  and  dignified  stand  ?  That  we  should 
repel  insults  and  respect  ourselves?  Shall  the 
authority  to  whom  only  is  entrusted  the  most 
solemn  act  of  government  which  can  be  per- 


formed, the  act  of  deciding  on  the  last  appeal  of 
nations,  stand  by  and  see  the  Execative  lasolted 
by  an  emissary,  such  as  Mr^  Jackson  was?  I 
hope  not,  sir. 

The  gentleman  from  Connecticut  (Mr.  Daha) 
seems  to  have  endeavored  to  throw  the  whole 
blame  of  the  transaction  on  our  own  Gorero- 
meat,  because,  he  says,  the  arrangement  ought 
not  to  have  been  entered  into,  Mr.  Erskineoot 
having  exhibited  for  that  purpose,  what  is  termed 
In  public  law,  SiJitU  power ^  and  the  gentlemao  hu 
referred  to  a  variety  of  authorities  to  support  his 
doctrine.  I  would,  in  my  turn,  refer  that  gentle- 
man to  the  declaration  of  Mr.  Jackson  himself  to 
show  that  Mr.  Erskine  had  what  was  consideroi 
as  equivalent  to  a  full  power.  Says  Mr.  Jacksoo, 
*'  Never  did  \  imagine,  or  anywhere  attempt  to 

*  rest  the  right  of  disavowal  upon  that  circam- 
'  stance,  (the  want  of  a  full  power.)  His  agrce- 
^  ment  (Mr.  Erskine's)  would  nevertheless  bare 
'  been  ratified,  had  not  the  instructions,  which,  k 

*  this  case,  took  the  place  ef  a  full  power,  beta 
'  violated."  Here  is  a  direct  recognition  that  Mr. 
Erskine  had  what  was  tantamount  to  a  full  power, 
and,^  indeed,  the  Government  of  Great  Briuio 
never  objected  to  the  arrangement  on  the  groaod, 
that  that  gentleman  had  not  power  to  negotisie. 
It  never  has  been  denied,  and  the  disavowal  has 
always  been  rested  on  an  alleged  departure  from 
ini^truetions,  which,  in  fact,  admits  the  power  to 
treat. 

As  to  the  observations  of  the  gentleman  from 
New  York,  (Mr.  Emott,)  though  it  is  far  from 
my  purpose,  and  indeed  very  unnecessary,  to  en- 
deavor to  follow  him  through  them,  I  think  it 
proper  to  take  notice  of  one  remark  made  by  that 
eenileman.  He  perceives  in  the  correspoodeiice 
between  the  Secretary  of  State  and  Mr.  Jacksoo, 
what  I  am  utterly  unable  to  perceive,  a  disposi- 
tion on  the  part  of  our  Government,  on  which  he 
founds  the  charge  of  hostility  against  Great  Brii* 
ain,  an,d  a  disinclination  to  treat  with  her.  I  can 
see  no  such  disposition  ;  on  the  contrary,  I  hare 
witnessed  on  the  part  of  the  American  GorerD- 
ment  only  the  greatest  forbearance ;  and  1  beliere 
it  has  always  been  their  earnest  wish  to  conclude 
a  treaty  with  Great  Britain  on  fair  and  reciprocal 
terms. 

Sir,  I  consider  the  present  no  time  for  the 
causeless  crimination  of  our  own  Governmeot. 
and  much  less  is  it  a  lime  to  countenance  any 
other.  We  should  discard  domestic  diflereoces 
and  party  spirit,  which,  at  a  juncture  like  this, 
may  be  disastrous  to  our  country.  If  we  difer 
among  ourselves,  in  the  name  of  God  let  us  unite 
against  foreign  aggression  and  foreign  insult.  It 
is  admitted  by  gentlemen  on  the  other  side,  that 
both  Great  Britain  and  France  have  dooe  ui 
wrong.  If  so,  whv  not  unite  against  the  one  as  well 
as  against  the  other?  A  conduct  like  this  must 
produce  the  happiest  consequences.  If  aoytbiDj^ 
tike  union  is  discovered  against  insult  and  injurj, 
I  believe  in  God  that  it  would  not  be  loiig  ere 
we  met  on  reciprocal  terms  of  amity.  Sir,  for 
my  countrv,  I  only  desire  the  rule  of  right;  that 
we  must  obtain.    If  it  is  thought  I  wish  any  dis- 
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ister  to  befftU  the  British  Dation,  I  am  misuDder- 
stood.  I  am  willing  that  Great  mitaia  should  be 
great,  happy,  and  prosperous.  I  should  view  her 
dowofail  asaa  inauspicious  event;  consequences 
might  result  from  it  which  I  will  not  undertake 
to  estimate ;  but  I  hope  that  the  expectation 
never  will  be  encouraged  from  this  Ilali,  that 
Great  Britain  can  or  will  receive  any  terms  from 
us  other  than  such  as  are  fair,  honorable,  and 
reciprocal. 

The  terms  which  have  been  offered  to  us  are  not 
of  that  kind.  I  submit  it  to  gentlemen's  own  de- 
cision. We  have  long  experienced  injustice,  and 
if  we  are  only  capable  of  bein^^  firm  to  our  pur- 
pose, and  adhering  to  the  principles  of  neutrality 
which  have  hitherto  guided  the  councils  of  our 
couutry,  and  especially  the  enlightened  policy  of 
the  Executive  departmeot,  we  shall  no  doubt 
obtain  justice. 

Iq  every  view,  therefore,  it  appears  to  me  that 
the  resolution  from  the  Senate  not  only  is  sup- 
ported by  the  correspondence  laid  before  us,  but 
IS  rendered  peculiarly  important  by  the  occasion. 
The  appeal  made  by  Mr.  Jackson  from  the  Exec- 
utive, from  the;:)rgan  with  which  alone  a  foreisn 
Minister  can  have  communication,  to  the  people, 
to  a  tribunal  with  which  he  cannot  communicate, 
adds  great  force  to  the  arguments  in  favor  of  a 
firm  sund  on  our  part.  I  hope  it  will  be  made, 
and  that  it  never  will  be  abandoned  till  we  re- 
ceive that  justice  which  has  been  bpt  too  long 
delayed. 

Mr.  Roas  observed,  that  it  appeaj^d  to  him 
that  the  gentlemen  who  had  preceded  him  had 
taken  a  wider  range  in  debate  than  the  resolution 
seemed  to  call  for.    In  all  cases  of  this  kind,  said 
be,  it  would  be  proper  to  ascertain  our  objects ;  to 
know  the  objects  of  those  in  favor  of  the  resolu- 
tion, and  of  those  who  are  against  it.    Two  gen- 
tlemen, in  opposition  to  the  resolution,  have  very 
candidly  declared  what  are  their  objects.    One  of 
ihem  (Mr.  Potter)  has  said  that  he  thinks  all 
political  questions  are  not  questions  of  policy,  but 
contests  for  power  between  the  ins  and  oula;  not 
questions  how  the  Government  shall  be  admin ia- 
lered,  but  who  shall  administer  it;  not  what  of- 
fices shall  be  created,  but  who  shall  fill  them. 
The  other  of  them,  (Mr.  Emott,)  says,  that  he 
Jistioguishea  between  the  Government,  and  the 
^ministration  of  it.    These  gentlemen,  and  the 
British  Minister,  no  dottbt,.haa  different  objects; 
the  object  oi  these  gentlemen  is  to  degrade  the 
^ministration ;  Mr.  Jackson's  object  was  not 
}Dly  to  degrade  the  Administration,  but  the  Gov- 
ernment abo.    I  am  sorry,  I  confess,  and  feel  all 
ihe  passions,  of  grief,  fear,  and  anger,  that  such 
lirisions  should  afflict  our  councils  at  this  time. 
[  grieve  to  see  such  divisions;  1  iw  lest  a  knowl- 
Mige  of  them  should  have  an  injurious  effect  on 
>ur  foreign  reUtions;  and  I  feel  an^er  and  indig- 
lation  to  hear  it  declared  at  this  ciitical  moment 
ihat  it  is  fair  and  right  to  pursne  measures  tend- 
Qg  to  degrade  the  Administration  of  our  Govern- 
ment.   1  do  not,  and  I  wish  it  to  be  understood 
bat  I  do  not,  undertake  to  quote  the  precise  lan- 
guage of  gentlemen,  but  shall  endeavor  to  state 
llthCoK.  ISdSfiss.— 27 


what  were  their  conclusions,  and  the  tenor  of 
their  arguments. 

The  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  (Mr.  Wbea* 
ton)  was  not  quite  so  explicit  in  his  object  as  the 
Other  gentlemen  were,  but  assured  us  that  it  was 
natural  that  all  his  partiality  should  be  in  favor 
of  his  own  Government.  I  would  ask  then,  sir, . 
why  does  he  act  so  unnaturally?  If  his  position 
be  correct,  it  is  reasonable  to  suppose  that,  in  this 
critical  period  of  our  afiairs,  he  would  act  natu- 
rally ;  and,  acting  as  he  does  now,  is  a  proof  to 
my  mind  of  the  troth  of  the  principle  asserted 
by  philosophers,  that  men  have  no  natural  par- 
tialities at  all.  If  he  bad  stated  what  were  bis 
political  partialities,  he  might  have  been  better 
understood. 

The  gentleman  from  Connecticut  (Mr.  Dana) 
has  said  that  it  is  not  sufficient,  in  deciding  a 
question  of  this  kind,  that  that  decision  should  be 
satisfactory  to  this  House  and  to  the  American 
people,  but  that  it  is  necessary,  on  a  great  and 
important  question  of  the  nature  of  that  under 
consideration,  that  it  should  be  decided  so  as  to 
meet  the  approbation  of  the  whole  world;  and  ha 
asks  with  an  emphasis,  is  there  to  be  found  in  the 
annals  of  diplomacy  a  procedure  of  the  nature  of 
that  now  contemplated?  Permit  me,  sir,  to  an- 
swer this  inquiry  b^  asking  another  question : 
Can  he  find  in  the  annals  of  diplomacy  a  conduct 
so  completely  outraging  all  decency  and  decorum 
as  the  conduct  which  is  now  the  subject  of  our 
animadversion?  For,  if  a  case  never  before  oc- 
curred, it  is  not  to  be  presumed  that  there  is  anv 
record  of  such  a  case  m  existence.  And.  indeed, 
the  presumption,  that  in  diplomatic  correspon- 
dence, Ministers  usually  conduct  themselves  with 
decorum,  is  sufficient  to  induce  me  to  believe  that 
a  case  similar  to  this  never  has  before  occurred. 

Having  thus  paid  my  respects  to  the  four  gen- 
tlemen who  preceded  me  in  the  opposition,  any 
further  observations  made  by  me  in  reply  to  them 
will  result  from  the  necessity  of  clearing  my 
path  from  the  impediments  which  they  may  have 
thrown  in  my  way. 

I,  for  one,  am  an  Administration  man,  if  that 
Administration  act  correctly,  whether  it  shall,  in 
a  time  of  great  difficulty  and  doubt,  insureia  pros* 
pect  of  peace  with  Great  Britain,  or  whether  it 
may  find  it  necessary  in  asserting  the  rights  and 
independence  of  the  Government  to  involve  the 
nation  in  war.  I  think  the  importance  of  the 
one  course  is  as  great  as  the  other,  and  I  will, 
under  such  circumstances,  equally  support  them 
when  they  are  likely  to  make  war  as  to  make 
peace,  however  other  gentlemen  may  differ  from 
me  on  this  head. 

Before  I  proceed  to  state,  sir,  ^bat  I  conceive 
necessary  to  b6  understood,  in  order  to  come  to  a 
correct  judgment  on  these  resolutions,  permit  me 
to  premise  tnat  there  is  more  than  a  presumption 
that  Mr.  Erskine  had  a  power  to  enter  into  the 
arrangement  which  he  made.  1st.  Because  be 
hims^f  declared  he  had  such  power.  2dly.  Be- 
cause he  acted  in  conformity  to  that  declaration ; 
and  3dly.  Because  Mr.  Jackson  does  not  defiy.he 
had  such  power.    Mr.  Jackson  does  not  pretend 
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to  say  that  Mr.  Brskm  hud  not  other  despatches 
and  other  instructions  than  those  of  the  23d  of 
Jaaxmiy,  hnd  that,  in  th«m,  there  w^ere  not  other 
conditions  ofa  dificrent  grade  and  character  from 
those  contained  in  that  despatch.    Hence.  I  think 
it'is  fairly  to  be  concloded,  that  Mr.  Erskine  had 
the  .power  to  eater  into-  toe  agreement.    It  has, 
however,  been  said  br  the  gentleman  from  Con- 
Bffotteut,  (Mr«  DawaJ  that  this  is  not  so  much  a 
question  of  what  our  Ooverament  was  ignorant 
of,  as -of  what  they  knew,  or  what  they  ought  to 
hare  kaowa ;  uid  he  has  entered  into  a  long  ez^ 
aminatioa  of  the  mode  of  commissioning  diplo- 
matic eharacters,  whethet  by  ktters  of  credence 
or  hf  fiaU  powers,.and  has  drawn  a  distinction 
between  the  two.    In  the  first  place,  I  apprehend 
it^is>iti  no  \19ise  material,' to  enable  the  House  to 
de^e  on  the  resddtion,  whether  the  President 
did:  or  did  not  know  the  ntturo  of  Mr.  Brskine's 
powersL  /  But  ic  is  necessary^  to  rescue  him  from 
the  imputation  which  those  are  disposed  to  cast 
on  him  wko.are  desirous  to  puil  down  the  Ad- 
ministration.   What  was  the  amount  of  the  gen- 
tleman's showing  on  this  occasion  ?    That  in  all 
oases,  ih  order  to  complete  a  treaty,  it  is  neces- 
sary there  should  be  a  commission  or  full  power. 
But  has  he  shown  th4t  it  is  necessary  in  order  to 
make  a  preliminary  arrangement  similar  to  that 
entered  into  ?    I  appreheml  he  has  not.    On  refer- 
ling  to  the  letter  quoted  by  him  fVom  Mr.  Jefier« 
son,  then  Secretary  of  State,  to  Mr.  Hammond, 
we  find  the  former  catling  upOn  the  latter  to  ex- 
hibit bis  powers  to  eater  into  a  negotiation  $  bnt 
Mr  J  Jefierson  afterwards  recedes  from  that  de* 
mand,.aod  receives  the  word  of  Mr.  Hammond 
Chat  he  is  nossessed  of  power  to  negotiate  as  suf- 
ficient evidence  of  his-  bein||[  clothed  with  the 
proper  power  without  the  exhibition  thereof.  But 
the.  ratification  was  not r withheld,  as. has  been 
jfvstly  said,  becaase  there  wiis  an  absence  of  a  full 
|x>wer  on  this  oocasion.    Mr.  Jackson  himself 
states' that  this  was  not  the  ground  on  which  the 
ratification  was  withheld,    nmust  first  \m  proved 
that  it  was  obligatory  on  the  .£#xeeotive  to  call 
ibt.Mr.Ardtine^s  fall  pow^r,  and  it  must  then'  be 
fsrotved  that  be  did  hot,  before  bis  bbservatiois 
-can;  be  broaghcto  bear'on  theqiiestion.    Where 
is  the.  proof  that  the  Execiltive  did  not  tail  for 
those  powers?    It  is  not  pretended  that  Mc  Bra- 
kine  had  not  a  power  to  niake  an  arrangemtot, 
but  ihai  ie  was  not  ooaduded  ib  porsnance  of  his 
instrhclionsi    Therefore,  if  he  had  produced  tc« 
.thousand  powers,  unless  his  iostrnctioos  had  an- 
iborized  him  to  do  what  he  did,  the  BriiUh  Min- 
.istry  would  have  rejectiei  the  terms  stipulated  for 
them,  as  they  have  done.   But  why  is  it  necessary 
to  know,] on  this  occasion,  whether  the  President 
'did  call  for  these  powers  or  not?    The  inqoiry 
oomposcs  no  part  of  the  resolution  ;  it  is  neither 
ezpivsily  mentioned  nor  glanced  at;  and  why 
this  inqoiry  is.  raised,  I  eotofess  I  am  tttterlyat  a 
'loss  to  kiiow, 'unless  it  was  to  prove  that  the 
President  of  the :Uof ted'  States  had  a  knowledge 
.  of  the  instructions,  and  that  they  restricted  Mr. 
Enkine's  powers*    The  gentleman  has  not  ven- 
:4ured,to  infer4kattiie.Presideat  of  the  United 


States  had  this  knowledge,  but  the  cborse  of  his 
argument  goes  to  show  that,  in  his  opinion,  he  did 
possess  this  knowledge.  He  lays  down  the  posi- 
tion, that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Presideot  to 
have  seen  those  power?,  and,  I  presume,  supposes 
that  the  conclusion  will  be  drawn  that  the  Presi- 
dent performed  his  duty;  and,  of  course,  taking  it 
for  granted  that  there  were  no  other  instruction 
than  those  of  the  23d  of  January,  that  the  Presi- 
dent must  have  seen  those  instructions,  and  cob* 
sequently  have  known  that  Mr.  Erskioe  had  not 
power  to  conclude  the  arrangement.  All  his  ar- 
gument went  to  raise  a  structure  to  induce  t 
belief  in  this  House,  and  in  the  public  at  large, 
that  this  knowledge  must  have  been  in  possession 
of  the  President.  The  gentleman,  at  the  same 
time,  professes  the  utmost  reeard  and  respect  for 
Mr.  Madison.  This,  I  con^ss,  is  following  tjie 
direction  of  the  poet,  who  says: 

<*  Damn  with  faint  piaiMa  assent  with  civil  Iwr; 
**  And,  without  sneering,  teach  the  rest  to  sneer.** 

But  let  us  inquire  if  the  President  had  any 
knowledge  that  Mr.  Erskioe  had  no  full  power; 
for  if  I  show,  beyond  all  doubt,  that  the  Presideot 
did  not  know  it,  all  this  insidious  fabric,  which  is 
designed  to  produce  so  many  delusions,  will  tio* 
ish  at  once.  I  think  it  is  to  be  pre&amed  that  ibe 
President  had  no  Icnowledge  that  Mr.  Erskme 
had  not  full  powers,  because  he  entered  into  the 
arrangement.  What  object  could  he  hare  id 
view  which  should  induce  him  to  conclude  an 
arrange m^t.  except  with  full  confidence  of  iu 
being  carried  into  eflfect?  Not  to  get  rid  of  the 
emhargo— that  had  long  before  been  interred  br 
its  fathers  with  a  truly  Christian  spirit.  Not  to 
get  rid  of  the  non-iutercourse — because  the  mo- 
ment the  arrangement  was  disavowed,  the  Presi- 
dent breathed  life  and  spirit  into  that  act,  and 
gave  it  renewed  existence.  It  was  not  from  any 
hostile  disposition  to  England,  because  he  coold 
have- no  reason  to  wish  for  a  war.  And  because, 
if  he  had  desired  a  war  with  that  country,  he  bad 
ho  ocohsioto-  to  seek  a  pretext  therefor,  iDSsmocb 
as  long'anteeedent,  and  up  to  the  very  time  of 
making  the  arrangement,  the  causes  for  war 
against!  Oreat  Britain  were  great  and  numerous, 
as  haa  been  agreed  by  all  parties.  If  not  to  get 
rid  Of  theembargOf  tior  or  the  non-intercourse, 
nor  for  war,  what  object  could  he  hare,  with 
svfch'knowled]^  as  iiias  been  imputed  to  him.  not 
expressly,  bnt  by  inference,  in  making  the  ar- 
rangement of  April?  Will  gentlemen  be  good 
enough  to*  condescend  so  ftr  as  to  assign  some 
^object  that  the  fixecOtive  could  hare  badioriew 
from  auoh  condnct  ?  For  it  is  not  to  be  presumed 
that  men,  in  or  out  of  office,  ket  without  motire 
and  without  obi^ct.  Therefore,  hearing  no  rea- 
son assigned  why  the  President  should  act  thus 
preposteronsly,  as  it  is  attempted  to  be  insinuated 
ne  did,  by  those  in  oppotitioii)  it  wouM  be  reasoo- 
able  to  conelnde  that  he  bad  no  siKh:  knowledge. 
But,  in  opposition  to  tihis  iasinaation,  also,  yoo 
have  the  solemn  declaration  of  the  President  of 
the  United  Stitea  through  the  Secreiair  of  Btate. 
Hamiliatiag  in  the  tetteitie  »nt  it  be  to  hot 
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this  solemn  asseveration  qaestioned,  even  in  a 
side-way,  in  order  to  support  the  insolence  of  a 
British  Minister!  Was  it  not  enough  that  the 
country  has  been  enabled  to  endure,  in  order  to 
secure  the  ftesLi  object  of  remaining  in  peace, 
insult  after  in&ult,  outrage  after  outrage,  ana  even 
that  the  Government  thould  be  insulted  by  for* 
eign  diplomatic  characters,  without  doubts  and 
suspicions  being  insinuated  by  members  of  this 
House?  Pray,  sir,  let  me  ask  this  House,  or  the 
whole  of  the  United  States,  what  the  President 
of  the  United  States  has  ever  done  in  any  official 
character,  among  the  many  which  he  has  filled 
with  honor  to  himself  and  reputation  to  his  coun- 
try, that  the  correctness  of  his  declarations,  made 
through  his  Minister  of  State,  should  be  disputed? 
But  f  might  suffer  the  humiliation  of  going  still 
further  into  this  subject.  Wa  have  the  word  of 
the  recalled  Minister,  if  that  be  considered  more 
conclusive  by  gentlemen  than  that  of  the  Presi* 
dent  of  the  United  States,  that  he  did  not  com* 
munieate  his  instructions  to  Mr.  Smith.  Wa 
have,  1st.  The  presumption  that  the  Executive 
had  no  knowledge  of  Mr.  Erskine's  instructions, 
because  he  could  have  no  object  in  view  in  con- 
cluding an  arrangement  with  that  knowledge ; 
2d.  We  have  his  declaration  to  that  effect  through 
the  Secretary  of  State ;  3dly.  We  have  the  dec- 
laration of  the  Minister,  whose  act  was  disa- 
vowed, to  the  same  effect.  What  have  we  to 
destroy  this  proof?  The  deceptive,  poisonous 
insinuations  of  Mr.  Jackson.  Mr.  Erskine  re- 
peatedly declared  that  he  had  ample  powers.  On 
the  news  being  received  during  the  last  session  of 
the  issuing  of  the  order  of  the  26th  April,  he  de- 
clared that  he  had  no  doubt  his  arrangement 
would  be  carried  into  effect.  He,  to  the  last  mo- 
ment, declared  that  he  acted  in  the  spirit,  if  not 
in  the  letter,  of  his  several  letters  of  instructions. 
How,  therefore,  was  it  possible  for  the  President 
to  receive  information  rrom  Mr.  Erskine  that  he 
was  not  invested  with  competent  power,  when 
Mr.  Erskine  himself  declared  and  believed  he 
was,  and  acted  accordingly. 

From  these  considerations  I  apprehend  it  most 
clearly  appears  that  the  President  of  the  United 
States  had  not  a  knowledge,  neither  was  it  his 
duty  to  have  had  a  knowledge  that  Mr.  Erskine 
did  not  possess  powers  to  make  the  arrangement 
which  he  did. 

It  has  not  been  mftde  to  appear  what  were  the 
particular  conditions  on  which  Mr.  Erskine  was 
to  act  with  respect  to  the  Chesapeake ;  all  that 
we  know  on  the  subject  we  know  from  Mr.  Jack- 
son; and  I  must  confess  that  after  the  evasive 
snd  insidious  manner  in  which  he  conducted  in 
his  correspondence  in  this  country,  I  am  disposed 
for  one  to  give  bat  little  credit  to  him.  Pope 
says  somewhere,  ''the  proper  study  of  mankind 
is  man."  I  know  no  use  or  this  study,  unless  the 
character  of  men  are  to  have  an  influence  on  the 
opinion  which  we  form  of  their  actions.  Mr. 
Canning's  character  appears  to  me  to  have  been 
such  a  one  as  might  be  expected  to  produce  such 
a  Minister  as  Mr.  Jackson  has  proved  himself. 
He  who  would  undermine  his  friend  and  col- 


league, as  Mr.  Canning  did  Lord  Castlereaghi 
could  not  be  expected  to  do  better  by  Mr.  ESrs- 
kine,  or  to  act  fairlv  and  honorably  with  us ;  and 
therefore  Mr.  Jaccson,  whose  abilities,  whose 
insolence,  and  whose  perfidy,  had  already  beeu 
proved  to  be  equal  to  any  political  project,  how* 
ever  dishonorable,  was  commissioned  by  Mr. 
Canning  to  succeed  Mr.  Erskine.  This  observm* 
tion  witn  respect  to  the  character  of  Mr.  Jackson, 
I  hope  will  be  recollected  by  the  House  during 
the  remainder  of  mv  observations. 

I  now  come  to  what  I  conceive  to  be  the  sec- 
ond point,  and  the  great  and  important  point 
necessary  to  be  decided  on  this  occasion.  Ir  the 
gentleman  from  Connecticut  (Mr.  Dana)  was 
really  in  earnest  when  he  declared  to  this  House 
that,  if  the  Government  of  this  country  had  been 
charged  with  falsehood  and  insulted,  it  was  such 
an  indignity  as  ought  to  receive  the  reprobatioii 
of  every  American,  I  miff  ht  entertain  a  nope  that 
he  would  yet  be  induced  to  vote  for  this  resola* 
tion.  For  I  ihink  it  as  clearly  demonstrable  as 
anythinff  that  could  be  suggested,  not  only  that 
Mr.  JacKson  did  make  use  of  those  expressions 
attributed  to  him,  but  that  he  did  it  with  intent 
to  insult  the  Government. 

What  are  the  inquiries  which  naturally  arise 
under  this  resolution?  1.  Did  Mr.  Jackson,  in 
his  letter  of  the  23d  of  October,  make  use  of  ex- 
pressions *^ conveying  the  idea  that  the  Executive 
^Government  of  the  United  States  had  a  knowl- 
^  edge  that  the  arrangement  lately  entered  into  bf 
'  Mr.  Erskine,  his  predecessor,  on  behalf  of  Ills 

*  Government,  with  the  Government  of  the  Uni- 
^  ted  States,  was  entered  into  without  competent 
'  powers  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Erskine  for  that  pur- 

*  pose  ?"  If  that  question  be  answered  in  the 
affirmative,  the  next  question  will  be,  was  such 
an  insinuation  **  highly  indecorous  and  insolent?" 
These  are  the  two  inquiries  contained  in  the  first 
part  of  the  resolution.  3dly.  Did  he  repeat  the 
same  intimation  in  his  letter  dated  the  4th  of 
November,  1809,  after  he  was  apprized  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  that  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment had  no  such  knowledge,  and  that  if  it  had 
possessed  such  knowledge,  such  arrangement 
would  not  have  been  entered  into  on  the  part  of 
the  United  States,  and  after  also  being  officially 
apprized  that  such  intimation  was  inadmissible? 
And  if  he  did,  was  not  such  intimation  still  more 
insolent  and  affronting  than  the  first  intimation 
thereof?  If  I  shall  be  able  to  show  that  the  first 
question  must  be  answered  in  the  affirmative^ 
the  first,  being  the  only  disputed  point,  will  there- 
fore alone  require  investigation.  It  is  admitted 
that  Mr.  Smith  did,  by  his  letter  of  the  19th  of 
October,  1809,  inform  Mr.  Jackson  that  our  Gh>r- 
ernment  had  no  knowledge  that  Mr.  Erskine  wma 
not  invested  with  competent  authority  to  inake 
the  disavowed  arrangement,  until  they  received 
it  from  Mr.  Jackson,  and  that  if  they  had  been 
possessed  of  such  knowledge,  the  arrangement 
would  not  have  been  made.  And  it  is  not  dis- 
puted, nor  can  it  be  disputed,  that  Mr.  Smith  did, 
by  his  letter  of  the  first  of  November,  1809,  in- 
form Mr.  Jackson  that  a  language  implying  a 
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knowledge  on  the  part  of  our  Gorernment  that 
the  iDstrQctions  of  Mr.  Erskiaedid  not  authorize 
tbe  arrangement  made  by  him,  after  an  explicit 
weveration  that  our  Gofernment  had  no  such 
knowledge,  was  inadmissible.  With  these  admis- 
sions, let  us  examine  the  letters  of  Mr.  Jackson, 
and  see  if  he  has  not  been  guilty  of  the  charges 
contained  in  the  resolution. 

In  his  letter  of  the  11th  October,  Mr.  Jackson 
says  to  the  Secretary,  ''you  could  not  but  have 
'  thought  it  unreasonable  to  complain  of  an  act 
'  done  under  siush  circumstances  as  could  only 

*  lead  to  the  consequences  that  actually  followed." 
Under  what  circumstances?  Let  roe  ask  this 
House  what  circumstances  could  have  induced 
Mr.  Smith  to  have  thought  that  the  agreement 
then  entered  into  would  have  been  disavowed'? 
Let  me  ask  them  to  rack  their  inventions  to  dis* 
cover  any  other  circumstances  than  fraud,  in* 
trigue,  or  a  knowledge  that  Mr.  Erskine  had  no 

Ewer.  Can  they  discover  any  other  reason  why 
r.  Jackson  should  make  use  of  this  jexpression  ? 
If  they  cannot,  has  Mr.  Jackson  discovered  such 
incapacity  as  not  to  be  supposed  capable  of  con- 
ve^in^  the  ideas  he  intended?  Here,  tbeui  I 
think  is  the  groundwork  of  this  resolution,  and  it 
10  hiid  in  the  very  first  letter  of  Mr.  Jackson. 
True,  sir,  that  is  not  the  one  recited  in  the  reso- 
lution ;  but  it  is  necessary  to  examine  the  tenor 
of  the  conduct  of  the  gentleman  who  is  alleged 
to  have  made  the  insinuation ;  and,  by  attending 
to  the  tenor  of  the  paragraph,  it  wrli  be  collected 
chat  it  was  the  intention  of  Mr.  Jackson  to  charge 
Mr.  Bmith  with  a  knowledge,  at  the  time  of  the 
arrangement,  of  Mr.  Erskine's  having  exceeded 
his  instructions.  In  the  second  paragraph  from 
this  sentence,  is  also  an  insinu|ition  that  our  Gov- 
ernment might  have  derived  a  knowledge  of  Mr. 
Brskine's  want  of  powers  from  Mr.  Pinkney,  our 
Minister  in  London ;  and  I  cannot,  after  reading 
it  with  the  greatest  attention,  discover  any  other 
view  with  which  that  clause  was  introduced  into 
the  letter. 

Having  thus  looked  into  the  first  letter,  and  hav* 
ing,  as  I  conceive,  discovered  reasonable  grounds 
to  say  that  Mr.  Jackson,  in  the  very  outset  of  this 
ooriespondence,  discovered  a  disposition  to  insult 
our  Government  by  charging  them  with  making 
an  arrangement  which  they  knew  roust  be  disa- 
Towed,  which  carried  with  it  the  inference  that  it 
was  done  in  a  dishonorable  manner,  and,  if  such 
be  the  inference,  there  is  no  member  who  will 
not  say  that  it  was  an  insult  to  the  country.  Let 
us  now  see  what  he  says  in  his  letter  of  the  23d 
of  October;  in  that  Mr.  Jackson  says:  "These 
^  instructions,  I  now  understand  by  your  letter,  as 
^  well  as  from  the  obvious  deduction  which  I  took 
'  the  liberty  of  making  in  mine  of  the  11th  instant, 
'  were,  at  the  time,  in  substance  made  known  to 

*  you.  No  stronger  illustration,  therefore,  can  be 
'  given  of  the  deviation  from  them  that  occurred, 
'  than  by  a  reference  to  the  terms  of  your  agree- 
'ment."  How  did  he  come  to  the  knowledge 
that  these  instructions  were,  in  substance,  made 
known  to  Mr.  Bmith?  From  what  part  of  this 
correspondence  can  any  gentleman  collect  that 


Mr.  Jackson  had  a  right  to  draw  the  conclonoa 
which  he  did  ?  It  is  true  that  Mr.  Smith  ac- 
knowledged  that  the  three  conditions  had  beoi 
communicated  to  him,  but  no  where  is  there  proof 
that  the  instructions  were  made  known  to  him. 
Mr.  Jackson  speaks  in  one  place  of  conditiont; 
but  where  he  speaks  of  the  knowledge  of  Mi. 
Smith,  he  says  that  the  irutructionM  were,  in  sub- 
stance, made  known  to  him.  Was  it  not  a  sab- 
stantial  part  of  the  despatch  of  the  23d  Jaanarr, 
that  Mr.  Erskine  was  to  receive  a  eoncession  of 
those  three  conditions  therein  mentioned,  before 
he  proceeded  to  make  an  arrangement  at  all  ?  If 
the  substance  of  that  instruction  had  been  com- 
municated to  Mr.  Smith,  he  must  have  known  of 
this  material  part.  I  ask  what  other  reasonable 
and  fair  conclusion  can  be  drawn  from  the  expres- 
sions of  Mr.  Jackson  just  read  ?  And  does  not 
Mr.  Jackson,  when  he  refers  to  the  obvious  dedQ^ 
tion  he  made  in  his  letter  of  the  11th,  repeat  tbe 
offensive  passage  quoted  from  that  letter  by  me! 
In  the  very  next  paragraph  of  his  letter  of  23i 
he  says :  ^  You  are  already  acquainted  with  thai 
^  (instruction)  which  was  given,  and  I  have  haj 
*  the  honor  of  informing  you  that  it  was  theonlr 
'  one  by  which  the  conditions  on  which  he  was 
^  to  conclude  were  prescribed.".  Here  it  msf  be 
observed  that  Mr.  Jackson's  language  is  not  so 
precise  that  the  conclusion  may  not  be  draws 
that  there  were  other  instructions ;  and  therefore, 
I  presume,  Mr.  Smith  is  rescued  from  the  impo- 
tation  attempted  to  be  cast  upon  him  by  the  geo- 
tleman  from  New  York ;  for  I  understood  his  ar- 
gument to  be,  that  Mr.  Jackson  might  have  bees 
guilty  of  petulance  and  impropriety,  but  that  Mr. 
Smith  was  equally  so  in  suggesting  that  there 
wais  more  than  one  despatch,  after  Mr.  Jacksoa 
had  asserted  to  the  contrary.  Mr.  Jacksoa  does 
not  give  Mr.  Smith  that  information.  He  oalf 
gives  him  the  information  that  that  was  the  onlf 
despatch  which  contained  tbe  conditions.  There 
is  certainly  a  difference  between  saying  that  that 
was  the  only  despatch,  and  saying  that  it  was  the 
only  despatch  which  prescribed  the  conditions. 
So  that  Mr.  Smith,  when  he  suggests  that  there 
was  more  than  one  despatch,  does  not,  by  anf 
means,  contradict  what  bad  been  said  by  Mr. 
Jackson. 

That  this  charge  was  intended  to  be  made  hj 
Mr.  Jackson,  is  put  beyond  all  possibility  of  doobt 
by  his  letter  of  the  4th  of  November.  Mr.  Smith 
puts  a  construction  on  the  words  contained  in 
Mr.  Jackson's  letter  of  the  23d.  He  calls  Qpoa 
Mr.  Jackson  for  an  explanation,  and  tells  him  that 
the  Government  of  the  United  States  understood 
his  allusions  to  mean  so  and  so ;  he  throws  the 
door  wide  open  for  him  to  explain  himself  to  the 
Government  of  the  United  States.  Will  gentle- 
men say  that  this  conduct  of  Mr.  Smith  was  not 
that  lioeral  course  which  should  be  pursued  1 
What  more  could  any  gentlemen  do,  if  he  bad 
understood  another  gentleman's  language  and 
terms  in  a  way  calculated  to  give  offence,  than  to 
call  upon  that  gentleman  for  an  explanation,  if 
the  person  called  upon  did  explain  and  say,  ''sir; 
you  have  mistaken  my  meaning,"  the  subject 
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voald  be  dropped,  and  friendship  and  correspond- 
?Dce  be  renewed.  Was  this  course  parsaed  bj 
Vfr.  Jackson?  No,  sir.  Mr.  Jackson  does  not 
ay  that  his  mea'ning  was  misunderstood,  or  in 
my  manner  whatever  deny  that  the  construction 
)ut  on  his  languag^e  was  the  true  one.  I  ask  gen- 
lemen  what  stronger  proof  can  there  be  of  Mr. 
Fackson's  having  made  use  of  the  words  with  the 
Dtent  attributed  to  him?  If  he  did  make  use  of 
:hem  with  that  meaning  and  intent,  I  ask  if,  after 
in  explanation  has  been  liberally,  and  with  a 
'orbearance  seldom  manifested,  asked  of  him  and 
refused,  whether  a  member  of  this  House  can 
loubt  the  intention  pf  that  Minister  ?  Nay,  I 
)resome  Mr.  Jackson  himself  will  not  be  very 
hankful  to  gentlemen  for  frittering  away  what 
le  has  said,  so  as  to  make  it  appear  to  have  a  dif- 
ereot  meaning  from  that  which  he  intended. 
3ecaQse,  when  called  on  for  that  purpose,  he  de- 
ilined  giving  any  such  explanations  or  construc* 
ioDs  to  the  offensive  passages  in  his  letters,  as  are 
tow  attempted  to  be  given  by  his  friends. 

The  next  inquiry  under  the  resolution  is,  did 
le  reiterate  his  gross  insinuations?  He  did  ^  and 
10  gentleman  can  look  to  the  last  clause  of  that 
ecter  without  saying  that  Mr.  Jackson  does  reit- 
nte  every  statement  and  inaiuuation  he  had 
mdertaken  to  make ;  he  not  only  forbore  to  give 
la  explanation,  but  reiterated  his  offensive  lan- 
piage. 

Here,  then,  sir,  I  apprehend  we  have  prdof  of 
ill  the  facts  necessary  to  the  support  of  this  reso- 
ution.  We  have  seen  the  Executive  part  of  our 
Sovernment  insulted  by  a  foreign  Minister ;  and 
t  remains  to  be  seen  that  that  insult  was  not  in- 
eoded  for  the  man  but  for  the  Secretary  of 
State;  because  I  understood,  from  some  expres- 
ioDs  which  have  fallen  from  gentlemen,  that  they 
lave  a  reluctance  to  involve  their  countrv  in  war 
brt  mere  insult  to  a  man.  I  really  feel  myself 
inmbled  at  being  compelled  'to  go  into  this  in- 
lairy;  but  I  believe  I  shall  show  that  Mr.  Jack- 
100  was  not  satisfied  with  insulting  the  Secretary 
>f  Slate,  and  through  him  the  Qovernment  of  the 
Jolted  States,  but  has  given  the  nation  in  the 
course  of  his  correspondence  one  of  the  greatest 
nsalts  that  could  be  given  to  a  people.  In  his 
etter  of  the  23d,  he  more  than  insinuates  that  all 
lOQorable  and  manly  resistance  is  banished  from 
America,  thus  charging  the  American  people 
w^ith  not  havHig  courage,  spirit,  or  honesty  enough 
0  resist  the  French  decrees. 

"Without  minutely  calculating  what  may  be  the 
iegree  of  pressure  ftlt  at  Paris,  by  the  difference  in 
^  price  of  goodf^  whether  landed  at  Havre  or  at  Ham* 
mr^,  I  wiU,  in  my  torn,  appeal  to  your  jadgment,  mi, 
whether  it  be  not  a  sirong  and  solid  reason,  worthy  to 
^ide  the  councils  of  a  great  and  powerful  monarch, 
:o  Mt  bounds  to  that  spirit  of  encroachment  and  uni- 
reraal  dominion  which  would  bend  all  things  to  its 
)WA  fltaodard  1  Is  it  nothing  in  the  present  state  of 
^e  world,  when  the  agents  of  France  authoritatively 
umounce  to  their  victims  'that  Europe  is  submitting: 
uid  Borrendering/  that  the  world  should  know,  that 
there  is  a  nation  which  by  that  Divine  goodness  so 
itroDgly  appMled  to  in  the  paper  to  which  I  allude,  is 


enabled  to  falsify  the  assertion  1  Is  it  not  important 
at  such  a  moment,  that  Europe  and  America  should 
be  convinced,  that,  from  whatever  counties  honoraUb 
and  manly  resistance  to  such  a  spirit  may  have  been 
banished,  it  will  still  be  found  in  the  Sovereign  of  tiia 
British  nation  and  in  the  hearts  of  his  subjects  1" 

What  is  this  but  to  insinuate  that  this  spirft 
has  been  banished  from  America;  that  a  spirit  of 
resistance  is  neither  to  be  found  in  the  American 
Government  nor  in  the  hearts  of  its  citizens  to 
the  oppressive  and  domineering  power  of  France? 
It  proves  to  me  beyond  all  possibility  of  doubt, 
that  Mr.  Jackson  came  to  this  country  with  pre- 
judices and  prepossessions  with  regard  to  the 
spirit  of  the  Government,  which  he  found  (and  t 
rejoice  that  he  did)  were  incorrect.  He  seemed 
to  suppose  that  we  had  banished  every  hooora^ 
hie  and  manly  spirit,  and  that  the  British  Gor- 
ernment  might  call  upon  us  to  bow  to  whatever 
idol  she  might  set  up ;  for,  sir,  calling  upon  as  to 
agree  to  the  conditions  presented  was  in  effect 
calling  upon  us  to  agree  that  Great  Britain  should 
reffolate  the  Commerce  of  the  world. 

The  gentleman  from  Rhode  Island,  in  an  im- 
pressive and  eloquent  manner,  spoke  ofthein^ 
juries  of  the"  country,  and  expressed  his  dissatii^ 
faction  at  the  resolution,  inasmuch  as  it  would 
place  the  interests  of  the  country  at  the  hazard 
of  a  war.  I  do  not  know,  when  a  foreign  Gov- 
ernment hfts  bv  some  means  or  other  imbibed  a 
notion  that  all  honorable  and  manly  spirit  h 
banished  from  another  Government,  that  she 
shall  be  involved  in  a  war  with  that  Government 
by  showing  that  all  honorable  and  manly  spirit 
is  not  banished  from  amon?  us.  Therefore,  I  do 
not  see  that  the  adoption  ofthis  resolution  would 
have  a  tendency  to  involve  us  in  war.  If  thb 
p^entleman  be  really  sincere  in  his  desire  of  see- 
ing our  riehts  asserted  in  a  manly  manner,  I  ask 
him  why  he  should  be  afraid  to  assert  our  righia 
in  the  manner  proposed  by  this  resolution  ?  Let 
me  ask  why  we  should  be  afraid  of  being  in- 
volved in  a  war  ?  Our  rights  have  been  invaded, 
our  neutral  trade  destroved  by  that  domineering 
Power ;  and  although  those  gentlemen  who  are 
in  oj>position  to  this  resolution  have  been  gener- 
ally in  favor  of  protecting  these  rights,  and  gen- 
tlemen in  favor  of  it  have  reluctantly  protected 
them,  it  is  strange  that  the  latter  should  be  itt 
favor  of  strong  measures,  and  that  fear  should 
come  from  the  side  where  it  does.  Are  the  op- 
position more  intent  on  degrading  the  Adminis- 
tration than  in  protecting  commerce.  Shall  we 
lose  any  rights  by  war  ?  Will  we  be  deprived  of 
any  comforts  by  it  ?  It  is  true  that  it  is  said  that 
our  Treasury  is  not  in  a  situation  to  go  to  wat. 
Will  gentlemen  calculate  the  expense  of  main- 
taining our  Hghts  or  revenging  our  wrongs  ?  I 
presume  as  Americans  they  will  not. 

It  has  been  said  by  a  gentleman  from  New 
Tork  that  he  is  opposed  to  this  resolution,  be- 
cause be  conceives  that  the  President  did  not 
consult  the  interest  of  the  United  States  by  break- 
ing off  the  negotiation.  I  am  perfectly  at  a  loss, 
sir,  to  know  what  the  gentleman  would  hare 
wished  him  to  have  done.    If  it  be  true  that  ith 
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suits  have  been  offered  to  our  Govern  men  t — and 
I  should  suppose  that  every  ffentleman  looking 
with  a  sola  eye  to  discover  the  meaning  of  the 
terms  used,  would  agree  with  roe  on  this  point — 
I  ask  what  could  the  Government  do?  There 
was  no  hope  that  any  terms  could  be  agreed  upon 
with  Mr.  Jackson  to  which  the  American  Gov- 
ernment could  subscribe.  It  has  been  said  that 
Mr.  Jackson  was  empowered  to  conclude  a  conven- 
tion ;  but,  sir,  he  only  says  that  he  was  empower- 
ed to  receive  and  discuss  such  propositions  as 
should  be  made  to  him ;  and  in  another  para- 
graph he  says  that  the  British  Government  can 
never  cease  to  maintain  the  principles  of  the 
Orders  in  Council.  When  this  House  has  almost 
unanimously  declared  that  the  United  States 
can  never  submit  to  the  Orders  in  Council,  and 
the  British  Government  has  declared  that  it  never 
would  yield  them,  I  aslc  what  hope  coullJ  remain 
of  a  beneficial  effect  to  be  derived  from  further 
negotiation,  putting  out  of  view  the  circumstance 
which  imperiously  put  an  eod  to  it  ? 

The  gentleman  from  New  York  seems  to  think 
that  the  powers  of  Mr.  Jackson  are  put  beyond 
doubt,  because,  in  his  letter  of  the  23d  of  October, 
he  says  most  explicitly  that  he  is  authorized  to 
discuss  and  eventually  to  conclude  a  convention. 
What  was  the  event  on  the  occurrence  of  which 
be  was  to  conclude  a  treaty  ?  On  the  American 
Government's  subscribing  to  its  own  degradation ; 
on  its  surrendering  all  those  neutral  rights,  the 
contending  for  which  placed  us  in  our  present 
situation.  Why  do  gentlemen  talk  about  the 
danger  of  involving  the  nation  in  a  war  by  the 
adoption  of  these  resolutions  ?  Are  they  afraid 
of  bein^  involved  in  a  war  in  defence  of  the  na- 
tion's rights,  if  these  terms  and  these  conditions 
be  prescribed  as  the  ultimatum  of  the  British 
Government?  Subscribe  to  her  conditions,  give 
up  your  neutral  rights,  do  everything  she  wishes, 
and  she  will  be  your  best  friend ;  she  will  give  you 
her  manufactures  and  take  your  money.  And  if 
we  have  no  hope  of  receiving  better  terms,  why 
ahould  we  pocket  insult  after  insult,  to  effect  no 
real  object? 

Sir,  said  Mr.  R.,  I  can  see  nothing  to  induce 
the  House  to  refuse  to  adopt  this  resolution  on 
the  ground  that  adopting  it  will  produce  a  war 
with  Eneland — I  think  it  is  most  devoutly  to  be 
wished  lor  in  preference  to  the  terms  which 
have  been  offered  to  us.  The  American  people 
must  and  will  rouse  from  their  slumbers;  they 
must  defend  their  rights  and  support  their  Gov- 
ernment; and  not  only  that,  they  must  and  will 
discriminate  between  their  friends  and  their  ene- 
mies. The  crisis  is  fast  approaching  to  this 
event,  and  it  requires  no  penetration  to  see  that 
ere  long  such  a  course  will  have  to  be  adopted. 
Is  it  not  important  that  this  resolution  should  be 
adopted  on  this  momentous  occasion  ?  Will  it 
have  no  effect  at  a  time  when  strength  ought  to 
be  given  to  the  Administration?  Will  it  not 
nerve  the  arm  and  give  confidence  to  the  heart 
of  the  Executive  to  guide  the  vessel  of  State  ?  It 
appears  to  me  its  adoption  will  produce  very 
beneficial  effects,  by  showing  to  the  world  that 


undiminished  confidence  is  placed  inihe  Admia- 
istration  of  our  Government. 

I  have  thus  endeavored  to  show,  as  far  as  my 
feeble  abilities  would  enable  me,  that  we  are  m 
only  justified  in  adopting  this  resolution,  as  re- 
spects  the  truth  of  the  facts  it  states,  but  by  ex- 
pediency and  propriety  also.  I  have  perhaps 
trespassed  on  the  attention  of  the  Commitieefor 
too  great  a  portion  of  their  time,  but  I  hope  to 
be  excused  by  the  importance  of  the  subject. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Upham,  the  Committee  rose 
and  obtained  leave  to  sit  again. 

Friday,  December  22. 

Mr.  PoTDRAs  presented  a  memorial  of  sandrr 
inhabitants  of  Point  Coup6e,  in  the  Territory  of 
Orleans,  praying,  for  reasons  therein  set  forth,  to 
be  confirmed  in  their  title  to  a  certain  piece  of 
land  lying  on  the  Mississippi  river,  near  said 
Point  Coup6e,  or  that  such  other  measures  may 
be  adopted  to  secure  the  title  to  the  petitioners  as 
shall  appear  reasonable  and  proper. — Referred  to 
the. Committee  on  the  Public  Lands. 

Mr.  Love,  from  the  Committee  for  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia,  presented  a  bill  to  incorporate 
the  Trustees  of  Washington  College;  which  was 
read  twice,  and  committed  to  a  Committee  of  (he 
Whole  on  Wednesday  next. 

Mr.  Helms,  from  the  committee  appointed  oo 
the  eighth  instant,  presented  a  bill  for  the  relief 
of  Harry  Caldwell  and  Amasa  Jackson ;  which 
was  read  twice,  and  committed  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  on  Wednesday  next. 

Ordered  That  the  message  received  yesterday, 
communicating  a  report  of  the  Surveyor  of  the 
Public  Buildings,  be  referred  to  Mr.  Lewis,  Mr. 
Stanford,  Mr.  Livbrmore,  Mr.  Root,  and  Mr. 
J.  Brown,  to  consider  and  report  thereon  to  the 
House. 

The  bill  sent  from  the  Senate,  entitled  "  An  act 
to  prevent  the  abuse  of  the  privileges  and  iauDQ* 
niiies  enjoyed  by  foreign  Ministers  withio  the 
United  States,"  was  read  twice  and  committed 
to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  Tuesday  next. 

The  House  proceeded  to  consider  the  resoiutioa 
from  the  Senate,  for  the  appointment  of  a  joiot 
committee  to  have  the  application  of  the  money 
appropriated  by  the  "act  making  a  farther  aopro- 
priation  for  the  support  of  a  Library;"  and  the 
same  being  twice  read,  was  agreed  to  by  the  House. 

Ordered^  That  Mr.  Dana,  Mr.  Newtov,  and 
Mr.  Seybert,  be  appointed  of  the  said  commitiee, 
on  the  part  of  this  House, 

CONTESTED  ELECTION. 
Mr.  Findley,  from  the  Committee  of  Election^ 
to  whom  was  referred  the  petition  of  Thomas 
Randolph,  praying  that  the  seat  of  Jonathah  Jen* 
nings,  the  sitting  Delegate  from  the  Territory  of 
Indiana,  be  vacated,  made  a  detailed  report  in 
favor  of  the  petition,  and  recommending  lo  the 
House  the  adoption  of  a  resolution  that  the  elec- 
tion, having  been  illegal,  is  therefore  void,  aod 
that  the  seat  of  Jonathan  Jennings  ought  (o  be 
vacated.  The  report  was  referred  to  a  Commu- 
tee  of  the  Whole  House. 
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The  report  is  as  follows : — 

The  committee  report:  That  they  have  maturely 
examiDed  the  docamonts  committed  to  them  by  the 
HouM)  and  also  the  allegations  of  the  petitioner  and  of 
the  litting  Delegate.    The  documents  are, 

Igt  The  official  certificate  of  the  Governor  of  the 
Tenitoiy  of  Indiana,  testifying  that  Jonathan  Jen- 
ningi  was,  on  the  22d  day  of  May,  1609,  duly  elected 
a  Delegate  to  Congress  for  that  Territory. 

3(1.  A  memorial  of  Thomas  Randolph,  praying  that 
the  scat  of  Jonathan  Jennings  may  be  Tacated,  for  the 
following  reasons,  to  inrit.  That  though  it  does  appear, 
by  the  official  return,  that  Jonathan  Jennings  had  a  ma- 
jority of  thirty-nine  Totes,  there  ought,  in  the  opinion  of 
the  petitioner,  to  be  deducted  from  the  votes  counted 
by  the  sitting  member  ninety  •one  votes  taken  in  the 
seventh  district  of  Dearborn,  the  returned  copy  of  which 
WIS  not  certified  by  the  poll-keepers,  as  the  law  directs ; 
and  also  that  two  districts  in  the  said  county  of  Dear- 
horn  were  prevented  from  voting,  through  the  omission 
or  mistake  of  the  sheriff,  who  did  not  appoint  deputies 
to  be  judges  of  the  election,  or  whose  appointment  was 
not  atteaded  to  as  it  ought  to  have  been ;  in  which  dis- 
tricts the  petitioner  is  of  opinion  that  he  could  have 
had  the  msjority  of  votes. 

The  petitioner  further  states  that  it  is  not  his  inten- 
tion on  these  grounds  to  claim  a  seat  in  this  House, 
when  in  fact  he  had  not  a  majority  of  votes,  but  that 
it  is  his  wish  that  the  voice  of  the  people  should  be 
legally  and  truly  heard ;  and,  in  support  of  the  prayer 
of  his  petition,  he  refers  to  the  memorial  of  the  Legis- 
latare  of  the  Territory,  transmitted  to  the  House,  and 
referred  to  the  Committee  of  Elections. 

3d.  A  document  purporting  to  be  a  petition  of  the 
Legislative  Council  and  members  elected  to  serve  in 
the  House  of  Representatives,  and  not  objected  to  by 
the  parties,  states  that,  from  a  deliberate  view  of  the 
act  of  Congress  dividing  the  Northwestern  Territory, 
the  ordinance  for  the  government  of  the  Indiana  Ter- 
ritory, regulating  elections,  and  the  law  of  Congress 
extending  the  right  of  sufirage  to  the  citizens  of  the 
Territory,  they  find  that  considerable  doubt  existed  in 
the  minds  of  the  minority  with  respect  to  tho  constitu- 
tionality of  the  meeting  of  the  General  Assembly  of 
the  Territory.  And  they  further  state  that,  in  the 
fear  1805,  there  was  a  Legislature  organized  under 
the  law  dividing  the  Territory  northwest  of  the  Ohio 
nT«r :  that,  in  the  year  1808,  the  Governor  dissolved 
ihe  said  Legislature :  that,  on  the  3d  day  of  February, 
1609,  the  law  of  Congress  dividing  the  Indisna  Terri- 
tory was  enacted:  that;  on  the  4th  day  of  April,  1809, 
the  Governor  issued  his  proclamation  for  the  election 
of  an  additional  number  of  members  of. the  Legislature, 
nifficient  to  supply  the  place  of  those  struck  off  by  the 
iivision  of  the  Territory,  corresponding  with  the  law 
if  1805,  on  the  authority  of  which  the  General  Assem- 
>Iy  was  first  organized,  viz:  eight  Representatives. 
But  the  law  passed  the  27th  of  February,  1800,  ez- 
lending  the  right  of  suffrage  to  the  citizens  of  Indiana, 
leclares  how  the  Legislature  shall  be  organized,  after 
the  passage  of  the  said  law,  that  is,  that  the  General 
Assembly  shall  apportion  the  members  to  the  House 
)f  Representatives  to  consist  of  not  less  than  nine,  nor 
nore  than  twelve  members.  That  the  law  was  evi- 
dently predicated  on  the  principle  that  a  Legislature 
jvas  in  existence  at  the  tune  of  its  passage,  or  that  a 
Ltegislature  might  be  convened  under  the  authority  of 
^e  Governor's  proclamation ;  but  the  fact  was  differ- 
ent, kf  the  old  Legislature  was  doubly  dissolved,  first 


by  the  Governor,  as  above  stated,  and  kgain  by  tko 
division  of  the  Territory,  which  struck  off  three  mem^ 
bers  of  the  House  of  Representatives  and  two  -of  :ihe 
Legislative  Council.  Thus  there  was  no  Legishstora 
in  being  to  make  the  apportionment,  agreeably  to  th« 
act  of  Congress. 

The  petition,  after  further  explanations,  goes  oik  Up- 
state, that  after  the  General  Assembly  was  cotivened, 
the  minority  of  the  Representatives  not  conceiving 
themselves  authorized  to  go  on  in  legislative  busiiiess, 
the  Legialature  agreed  to  postpone  doing  any  businesii 
except  apportioning  an  additional  member  to  make  the 
number  nine,  agreeably  to  the  law  of  Congress  ex- 
tending the  right  of  suffrage  to  the  Territory. 

The  above  petition  is  accompanied  with  a  documeJQt 
purporting  to  be  a  resolution  of  the  General  Assem- 
bly requesting  the  iSovemor  to  dissolve  the  Assembly,, 
and  to  proceed  as  speedily  as  may  be  to  brganizbr 
another  under  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  Congress. 

4th.  In  support  of  the  irregularities  in  the  election, 
stated  by  the  petitioner,  he  produced  to  the  committee 
a  certificate  signed  by  the  clerk  of  t)ie  court  of  Dear- 
born county,  testifying  that  there  were  two  districts  in 
said  county  in  which  the  citizens  were  prevented  from 
voting,  through  the  omission  or  unintentional  mistake 
of  the  sheriff.  He  also  produced  a  return  of  the  eleo* 
tion  held  in  the  seventh  district  of  Dearborn  county, 
in  which  the  signatures  of  the  poll-keepers,  required 
by  the  law  of  that  Territory,  are  wanting ;  but  it  is 
certified  by  the  judges  of  the  election  to  be  a  true  test 
of  the  votes  taken  under  their  inspection  on  the  8Sd 
day  of  May,  1809,  and  certified  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Territory  to  be  a  true  copy. 

The  petitioner  also  produced  a  certified  notice,  given 
to  Jonathan  Jennings,  of  his  intention  to  contest  his 
election,  and  that  for  that  purpose  he  would  apply  on 
the  first  Tuesday  of  September  next  at  the  court-house 
in  the  town  of  Vincennes,  where  the  sitting  member 
might  attend ;  and  further  adds,  that  there  are  other 
grounds  upon  which  he  shall  contest  his  election,  and 
says  that  of  this  due  notice  shall  be  given ;  but  these 
other  grounds  have  not  been  stated  to  the  committee, 
nor  any  further  notice  to  the  sitting  member  produced. 

In  reply  to  these  objections,  the  sitting  Delegate  com- 
plains that  he  had  neither  notice  nor  opportunity  to 
have  the  alleged  irregularities  examined.  He  admits 
that  two  districts  in  Dearborn  county  were  prevented 
from  voting,  as  stated  by  the  petitioner ;  but  says  he 
could  prove,  if  he  had  an  opportunity,  that  there  did 
not  more  than  fifteen  attend  at  the  places  of  election 
who  had  a  right  to  vote,  who,  if  they  had  all  voted  for 
the  petitioner,  which  he  does  not  admit,  would  not 
have  altered  the  state  of  the  poll.  He  further  alleges 
that,  if  opportunity  had  been  allowed,  he  could  have 
proved  that  the  poll-keepers  at  the  election  held  in  the 
seventh  district  of  Dearborn  county  did  their  duty  ac- 
cording to  law,  though  their  signatures  do  not  appear 
along  with  those  of  the  judges  in  the  copy  before  the 
committee.  He  further  says  that  he  is  informed  that, 
if  he  had  an  opportunity,  he  could  prove  that  the  elec- 
tion in  Knox  county,  where  the  petitioner  had  all  the 
votes,  was  not  conducted  according  to  law.  This  fact 
the  petitioner  admits,  and  the  sitting  member  claims 
an  opportunity  to  examine  the  facts  alleged  in  oppo- 
sition to  his  right  to  a  seat  in  the  House. 

The  petitioner  does  not  ask  the  election  to  be  declared 
void  on  account  of  the  want  of  legal  authority  vested 
in  the  Governor.  He,  before  the  committee,  argued  in 
support  of  the  Governor's  auAority  to  order  the  eleo- 
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tioti  by  proclamation,  tnd  retto  his  plea  solely  on  the 
irreg^ularities  he  has  specified. 

The  tilting  Delegate  aliM>  advanced  the  legal  author- 
ity of  the  Goyemor  to  organise  the  Legislature,  and  to 
direct  the  election  of  a  Delegate,  in  argument  before 
the  committee,  and  in  a  written  paper  reported  along 
wijth  the  documents. 

Besides  the  opinion  of  the  General  Assembly,  in  their 
petition,  expressing  a  doubt  of  the  authority  by  which 
they  were  convened,  the  Governor  himself,  in  what  is  I 
submitted  to  the  committee  as  the  Governor*s  speech  at 
the  opening  of  the  General  Assembly,  convened  by  his 
own  authority,  expresses  a  doubt  of  his  authority,  but 
goes  on  to  support  it  by  a  liberal  construction  of  the  law 
<of  Congress  for  extending  the  right  of  suffrage  to  the 
Territoiy. 

The  committee,  ailer  deliberate  eitanrination  of  the 
laws  relative  to  the  Indiana  Territory,  consider  it  to  be 
their  duty  to  investigate  the  authority  under  which  the 
election  of  a  Delegate  to  represent  that  Territory  was 
held,  previous  to  an  examination  of  the  irregularitiee 
suggested,  because,  if  the  election  was  held  without  au- 
thority of  law,  it  was  void,  without  regard  to  irregular- 
ities ;  and,  on  this  investigation,  they  discovered  that 
the  Governor  had,  on  the  26th  October,  1808,  dissolved 
tbe  Legislature,  but  that  at  that  period  his  power  to 
organize  it  again  remained  unimpaired.  They  also 
found  that  by  the  jact  of  Congress,  erecting  the  Illinois 
Territory  into  a  separate  Territory,  five  members  of  the 
Representatives,  with  the  districts  which  fhey  had  rep- 
resented, were  taken  away  firom  the  Indiana  Legiela- 
tttre,  and  two  of  the  Legislative  Council ;  by  which  act, 
the  Legislature  of  the  Indiana  Territory  was  not  only 
idissolved,  but  abolished,  and  no  power  vested  ia  the 
Governor  to  revive  it,  because  the  power  vested  in  the 
Governor  with  relation  to  the  Northwestern  Territory 
could  not  be  applied  to  the  Governor  of  the  Indiana 
Territory.  The  saving  clause,  viz :  that  nothing  in  the 
act  dividing  the  Indiana  Territory  shall  be  construed  in 
any  manner  to  affect  the  Grovemment  now  in  force  in 
the  Indiana  Territory,  cannot,  by  any  reasonable  con- 
struction, be  applied  further  than  to  protect  the  Execu- 
tive and  Judiciary  of  that  Territory,  because  there  was 
no  Legislature  in  existence  at  the  time  at  which  the 
Territory  was  divided ;  and  because  the  act  of  pon- 
gross,  passed  the  27th  February,  1809,  extending  the 
right  of  suffrage  to  the  citizens,  directed  a  General  As- 
sembly, that  contained  a  regular  number  of  members,  to 
be  elected  at  the  same  time  and  places  as  the  Delegate 
to  Congress,  directed  by  that  law  to  be  chosen  by  the 
h'SehoIders. 

The  last-mentioned  act  expressly  provides  that  the 
apportionment  on  which  such  election  shall  be  held  shall 
be  made  b^  the  Legislature,  and  that  that  Legislature 
shall  consist  of  not  more  than  twelve,  nor  less  than 
nine  members.  And  if  no  such  Legislature  or  Gen- 
eral Assembly  existed  in  the  Territory,  the  act  of  Con- 
gress gives  no  authority  to  the  Governor,  or  any  other 
person,  to  act  with  Legislative  authority^ 

That  there  was  a  defect  in  the  act  of  Congress  grant- 
ing the  extension  of  the  right  of  suffrage^  is  admitted. 
It  did  not  provide  for  the  organization  of  the  General 
Assembly  which  it  prescribed,  and  no  reasonable  con- 
struction could  supply  that  defect :  it  required  a  sup- 
plementary act  of  Congress,  which  act  has  actually 

passed  this  session,  and  has  been  approved  the 

instant. 

If  the  Governor  of  the  Indiana  Territory,  insteSd  of 
exercising  the  legislative  authority  of  Congress  on  what 


he  supposed  a  liberal  construction  of  tiie  law,  had  icp- 
resented  the  case  to  Congress  at  the  last  sesnoo,  the 
defect  would  have  been  supplied,  and  the  Territorjoow 
legally  represented  in  Cengrsas.  It  catmot  be  lot- 
ted that  the  Governor  of  a  Territory  may  by  his  owi 
authority  supply  a  want  or  defect  of  a  law  of  Gonpw, 
on  his  own  opinion  of  a  liberal  conatruction,  expedi- 
ency, or  necessity.  To  sanction  such  an  assumptioi 
of  power,  by  a  vote  of  this  House,  would  set  a  dugQ- 
ous  precedent.  On  this  view  of  the  subject,  the  com- 
mittee submit  the  following  resolution : 

Resolved,  That  the  election  held  for  a  Delegite  to 
Congress  for  the  Indiana  Territory,  on  the  22dof  Mtj, 
1809,  being  without  authority  of  law,  is  void,  andcoB- 
sequently  the  seat  of  Jonathan  J  onnings,  ss  a  Dekgite 
for  that  Territory,  hereby  declared  to  be  vacant 

CONDUCT  OF  THE  BRITISH  MINISTER. 

The  House  again  resolred  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  on  the  resolution  from  the 
Senate,  approving  the  conduct  of  the  Executire 
in  refusing  to  receive  any  further  com rouDicstioDf 
from  Francis  J.  Jackson. 

Mr.  Gold. — It  is  with  much  regret,  sir, that! 
am  constrained,  at  this  time,  to  meet  a  qnestiot 
involving  a  consideration  of  the  merits  or  demer- 
its, and  tne  consequent  approbation  or  disappro- 
bation of  the  Administration  of  the  GovenioeBt 
of  my  country.  It  cannot,  sir,  bat  be  seen,  that 
the  resolutions  before  the  Gommtf  tee  do  coDTot 
this  House  into  a  Council  of  Censors.  Let  tt 
be  remembered,  that  those  with  whom  I  fflaj 
act  on  this  occasion  have  had  no  part  in  briogio; 
this  question  before  the  Hoose.  It  only  remaios, 
sir,  for  us  to  meet  the  question  thus  put  upon  ns. 
in  that  spirit  of  independence  becoming  the  Rep- 
resentatires  of  a  free  people,  and  with  that  solema 
consideration  due  to  the  momentous  subject  of 
peace  or  war,  now  presented  to  the  Ameriean 
people. 

And  here,  sir,  at  the  rery  threshold,  let  me  not 
be  misunderstood.  I  rise  not,  sir,  the  apologist  of 
the  enemies  of  my  country.  I  rise  not,  sir,  the 
advocate  of  Mr.  Jackson,  or  of  his  commercial 
propositions,  as  far  as  they  were  disclosed;  I  dis- 
claim them  as  utterly  inadmissible;  they  ought 
not,  tbev  cannot  prevail.  None  of  these  ifobjects, 
sir,  shall  find  in  me  an  advocate;  nor  shall  the 
decrees  or  Orders  in  Council  of  the  great  Eoro- 
pean  belligerents.  On  the  subject  of  blockade,  I 
hold,  sir,  the  indispensable  necessity  of  as  aenisl 
investment,  so  as  to  create  manifest  danger  to  the 
neutral  in  attempting  to  enter,  in  conformity  viih 
the  rule  established  in  the  treaty  betweeo  Great 
Britam  and  Russia.  Nor,  sir,  will  I  be  Ibood  to 
justify  insult  offered  by  any  foreign  Minister  to 
the  Government  of  mjr  country;  onlf  show  me 
the  evidence  of  such  insult  and  you  bate  rny 
concurrence  in  support  and  vindication  of  the 
Administration.  Here,  sir,  lies  the  question  be- 
tween us ;  does  the  correspondence  of  the  British 
Minister  contain  an  insult  to  Government?  Are 
you  willing  to  involve  this  country,  wliose  boast 
nas  been  her  pacific  policy,  in  war,  on  the  grouiHl^ 
disclosed  in  that  correspondence  1  Mr.  Jacksoois 
charged  with  having  imputed  to  theAdmiDtstra* 
lion  a  knowledge  of  the  defect  of  Mr.  Erskuies 
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powers ;  of  knowing  that  he  was  not  anthorizecl 
to  enter  into  the  arrangement  of  the  19th  of 
April  last. 

In  recurring,  sir,  to  the  stand  taken  by  the  Brit- 
ish Minister  and  the  American  Secretary ,  respect- 
ively, to  the  opposite  propositions  advanced  by 
them  in  their  correspondence  on  this  subject,  we 
find  Mr.  Jaokson  asserting  and  maintaining,  that 
the  despatch  from  the  British  Secretary,  Canning, 
to  Mr.  Er$kine,  of  the  23d  day  of  January  last, 
containing  the  three  conditions,  was  made  known 
to  Mr.  Smith  before  the  arrangement  wins  entered 
into. 

Does  the  American  Secretary  deny  this  posi- 
tion? No,  sir;  he  does  roost  uneqbiyocally,  in 
pages  45  and  87,  admit  that  the  conditions  in  that 
despatch  were  ])resented  to  him.  Here,  then,  sir, 
so  far,  there  is  no  contradiction,  no  possible 
ground  on  which  to  engraft  the  charge  or  insult. 
On  the  part  of  the  American  Secretary,  without 
controverting  this  allegation  of  Mr.  Jackson,  a 
new  and  very  different  proposition  is  set  up,  to 
wit :  that  the  fact  of  Mr.  Erskine  not  being  au- 
thorized to  enter  into  that  arrangement  was  not 
known  to  the  Administration  or  "Government. 

Does  the  British  Minister  contradict  this  ;  does 
he  answer  it  at  all  ?  No,  sir ;  it  is  not  to  be  found 
in  the  correspondence.  But,  sir,  a  resort  is  had 
hy  the  advocates  of  the  resolutions  to  construct- 
ive imputation,  to  the  doctrine  of  presumptions ; 
a  doctrine  at  all  times  dangerous  when  applied  in 
sopport  of  a  criminal  charge,  and  to  be  received 
with  great  caution.  Bounds  must  be  set  to  this 
range  of  presfumption,  for  it  is  a  rule  as  old  as  the 
common  law  of  our  country,  and  as  just  as  it  is 
ancient,  that  odious,  uncharitable,  unfavorable  in- 
tentions are  not  to  be  presumed.  You  are  not  to 
search  with  a  nice,  a  jealous  eye^  to  see  if  words 
maynot  possibl^rbe  understood  in  bad  part.  If 
ibis  rule  is  received  in  administering  justice  be- 
tween individual  and  individual,  with  double 
force  does  it  apply  to  nations ;  to  the  ^reat  issues 
of  peace  and  war ;  to  questions  involving  the  des- 
tinies of  millions;  and  most  emphatically  to  the 
American  nation,  boasting  a  pacific  policy,  and 
professing  to  hold  in  abhorrence  the  mad  systems 
of  the  European  world,  which  involve  nations  in 
war  to  gratify  wounded  pride,  or  satisfy  the  punc- 
tilios of  honor.  If  we  are  now  to  abandon  the 
rule  here  laid  d6wn,  and  pursue  the  course  mark- 
ed out  by  the  resolutions  on  your  table;  if  such 
^roonds  of  suspected  insult  are  to  become  causes 
of  war,  you  must  consent  to  bid  adieu  to  your 
pacific  policy ;  your  eagle  must  cease  to  grasp  the 
olive  branch ;  and  we  must  move  down  the  broad 
way  of  nations^  filling  up  otir  future  history  with 
El  succession  or  warsytind  scenes  of  human  suffer- 
ing. Must  we  forget,  sir,  that  forbearance  and 
moderation,  in  avenging  insults,  is  the  lesson  of 
wisdom?  Must  we  deprive  ourselves  of  that 
consolation  and  support  so  necessary,  when  war 
l^ith  all  its  calamities  shall  overwhelm,  of  refiect- 
ing  that  dur  quarrel  is  just  in  ail  its  parts,  and 
that  no  fault  of  omission  or  commission  lies  at 
our  own  door?  Must  we  put  upon  so  doubtful 
in  issue  the  jastice  of  our  cause  in  the  opinion  of 


foreign  nations  ?  Permit  me  now,  sir,  to  advert 
to  the  documents  before  the  Committee,  and  see 
if  there  be*  any  terms  found  in  the  correspond- 
ence of  the  British  Minister  which  fairly  import 
that  our  Administration  knew  Mr.  Erskine  to  be 
unauthorized  to  enter  into  the  arrangement  in 
question.  The  following  paragraph,  in  a  letter 
of  the  11th  of  October,  (page  31  of  documents,) 
is  adduced  for  this  purpose,  and  to  make  out  the 
charge  of  insult  to  the  Administration : 

<*  Tou  have  not,  in  the  conferences  we  have  hither- 
to held,  distinctly  announced  any  such  complaint,  (of 
the  disavowal  of  the  arrangement,)  and  I  have  seen, 
with  pleasure,  in  this  forbearance,  on  your  part,  an 
instance  of  that  candor,  which,  I  doubt  not,' will  pre- 
vail in  all  our  communications,  inasmuch  as  you  could 
not  but  have  thought  it  unreasonable  to  complain  of 
the  disavowal  of  an  act,  done  under  such  circumstan- 
ces OS  could  only  lead  to  the  consequences  that  have 
actually  followed." 

It  becomes  important,  sir,  here  to  ascertain  what 
circumstances  are  referred  to  in  this  passage;  and 
here  the  Minister  has  not,  in  my  conception,  left 
us  without  a  certain  guide,  but  has,  in  the  para- 
graph immediately  following,  so  explained  him- 
self as  to  repel  all  possible  doubt  of  nis  meaning. 
He  states  that  the  conditions  in  the  despatch  of 
the  23d  of  January,  were,  according  to  Mr.  Bra- 
kine's  report  tp  his  (Government,  made  known  to 
the  American  Secretary,  and,  after  showing  that 
the  arrangement  of  Mr.  Erskine  does  not  corre- 
spond with  those  conditions,  he,  with  a  reference 
to  those  premises,  uses  the  precise  terms  com- 
plained or,  **such  circumstances,''and  from  them 
deduces  the  right  of  disavowal.  As  certainly  as 
the  relative  "such,"  upon  elementary  rules,  refers 
to  its  antecedent,  does  the  Minister  here  explain 
his  tiieaning,  in  using  the  terms  ^  such  circum- 
stances," to  be,  that  theright  of  disavowal  flowed 
necessarily  from  a  defect  of  power  in  Mr.  Erskine 
to  enter  into  the  arrangement.  The  construction 
cannot  be  sustained,  for  a  moment,  that  the  terms 
"such  circumstances,"  as  here  applied,  mean  one 
thing  in  one  place,  and  another  thing  in  another. 
But,  sir.  why  will  you  make  the  Minister  place 
the  rignt  of  disavowal  on  one  ground  and  his 
Sovereign  on  another?  Did  not  the  British  Gov- 
ernment solemnly,  in  the  face  of  Europe,  disavow 
Mr.  Erskioe's  arrangement  upon  the  single  ground 
of  its  being  unauthorized,  without  regard  to  the 
fact  of  the  defect  of  powers  being  known  to  our 
Government?  and  why  will  you  force  the  con- 
struction tt^hieh  tvould  make  the  British  Minister 
superadd  a  further  ground  of  disavowal  in  imput- 
ing to  our  Administration  a  knowledge  of  such 
defect,  which  was  not  assumed  in  the  original  act 
of  disavowal  in  London?  So  far, sir,  from  there 
being  here  any  foundation  for  presuming  that  the 
Minister  intended  to  add  other  and  unnecessary 
ground  for  the  disavowal  to  that  assigned  by  his 
Sovereign,  that  the  inference  is  irresistible  that  he 
intended  to  place  it  on  the  same  ground,  on  the 
same  circumstances,  and  no  other.  The  principle 
of  the  disavowal  adopted,  in  the  first  instance,  by 
the  British  Government  must  be  considered  as  a 
polar  star,  to  guide  us  in  expounding  all  the  sub- 
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sequent  acts  of  the  Minister  on  the  same  subject. 
I  will  only  add,  sir,  on  this  branch  of  the  insuJt, 
that  the  terms  complained  of,  *'  such  circumstan- 
ces," can  never  be  presumed  to  refer  to  any  dis- 
honorable circumstance,  if  there  be  any  innocent 
circumstance  or  fact,  growing  out  of  the  subject, 
which  the  terms  may  embrace.  Need  I  add,  that 
the  defective  powers  of  Mr.  Erskine  present 
themselves,  at  first  view,  as  falling  within  the 
above  terms  of  referepce,  and  that  they  necessa- 
rily lead  to,  and,  in  themselves  alone,  disconnect- 
ed from  every  other  circumstance  whatever,  jus- 
tify the  disavowal  upon  the  established  principles 
of  public  laws?  If  any  one  can  yet  dount,  let  him 
turn  to  this  Minister's  letter  to  Mr.  Smith,  of  the 
23d  of  October,  (page  57  of  the  documents.) 
where  you  will  dnd  Mr.  Jackson,  on  a  formal  call 
of  Mr.  Smith,  states  the  precise  ground  of  the 
disavowal  adopted  by  his  Government ;  of  which 
a  knowledge  of  our  Government  of  want  of  au- 
thority in  Mr.  Erskine  forms  no  part.  Is  it  fair, 
is  it  just,  to  extend  |^eneral  expression^  on  a  sub- 
ject beyond  the  particular  and  fbrraai  explanation 
given  in  the  same  correspondence  on  the  same 
subject  ? 

I  come  now,  sir,  to  what.it  has  been  deemed 
proper  to  set  op,  in  the  body  of  the  resolution  be- 
tore  the  Committee,  as  a  monument  of  British 
insult  to  the  American  nation.. This  is  to  be 
found  in  the  above  letter  of  the  z3d  of  October. 
Every  sentence,  every  line  of  this  ill-fated  letter, 
I  have  carefully  analyzed  and  weighed,  and  I 
have  searched  in  vain  tor  evidence  oi  the  charge 
brought  against  the  British  Minister.  In  the  pre- 
vious debate,  one  gentleman  refers  to  one  part 
and  another  to  another  part  for  the  insult.  If  the 
supposed  offensive  paragraph  had  been  introduced 
into  the  resolution,  it  would  have  saved  much 
embarrassment  to  the  friends  of  the  measure,  and 

fiven  much  satisfaction  to  opponents.  If  there 
e  insult  in  this  letter,  it  lies  too  deep  for  me  to 
fathom.  The  only  passage,  which,  to  a  mind  the 
most  jealous  of  its  honor,  could  be  deemed  sus- 
ceptible of  a  doubtful  construction,  is  the  follow- 
ing: *^  So  far  from  the  terms,  which  he  (Mr. 
*  Erskine)  was  actually  induced  to  accept,  having 
<  been  contemplated  in  that  instruction  (of  the 
'  23d  January.)  he  himself  states  that  they  were 
'  substituted  by  you  in  lieu  of  those  originally 
'  proposed."  It  is  possible,  sir,  to  suspect,  that  it 
was  intended  to  charge  Mr.  Smith  with  using 
improper  means  to  induce  Mr.  Erskine  to  substi- 
tute the  propositions  contained  in  the  arrange- 
ment for  those  in  the  instructions;  but  so  long  as 
fair  and  honorable  means  of  inducement  were 
open  to  the  American  Secretary,  so  long,  sir, 
it  was  his  bounden  duty  to  urge  those  means  in 
every  shape  and  with  all  that  address  and  inge- 
nuitv  for  which  the  diplomatic  theatre  has  been 
at  all  times  so  much  distinguished.  Surely,  sir, 
it  is  a  forlorn  pretence  that  no  means  could  be 
here  imputed  but  such  as  were  unworthy  and  dis- 
honorable. Let  gentlemen  advert  to  the  same 
correspondence,  and  they  will  find  that  Mr.  Jack- 
son himself,  after  referring  to  the  same  conditions 
and  instruction  of  the  23(1  of  January,  invites  the 


I  American  Secretary  to  make  proposals  to  oSei 
a  substitute.  Can  it  be  more  criminal  to  ofer 
substitutes  itx  April  than  in  October,  to  endearof 
to  induce  Mr.  Erskine  to  receive  them,  tluoMr. 
Jackson  ?  And  here,  sir,  let  me  repeat,  thai,  un- 
less there  were  no  means  which  Mr.  Smith  could 
use  to  induce  Mr.  Erskine  to  substitute  thecoodi- 
tioos  agreed  on,  except  such  as  were  improper. it 
is  impossible,  upon  settled  rule  of  construction. to 
sustain  for  a  moment  this  imputed  insult,  itu 
to  be  understood  that  such  means  of  iodacemnt 
as  were  fit  and  proper  only,  are,  under  thegeoen! 
expressions  in  question,  intended.  But,  if  there 
could  be  any  doubt,  on  the  face  of  this  letter. you 
will  find,  by  turning  to  another  letter  of  the  lltii 
of  October,  (page  31  of  documents,)  that  Mr. 
Jackson  could  not,  on  this  point,  intend  iosakis 
he  there  admits  that  it  may  have  been  concluded 
between  Mr.  Smith  and  Mr.  Erskine ;  that  ik 
conditions  substituted  and  agreed  on  were  aa 
eouivalent  for  the  original  conditions  orthe23il 
of  January. 

This  admission  applied  to  all  the  subsequent 
correspondence  on  the  same  point ;  and  if  ilie 
conditions  substituted  were  equivalent,  the  rerr 
foundation  of  the  imputation  is  subverted  ao: 
done  away. 

The  last  letter,  of  the  4th  of  November,  alone 
remains  to  be  considered.  Some  fatal  error  ap- 
pear 9  to  have  attached  itself  to  the  rescluiioa 
throughout .  The  term  ^'  repetition"  is  applied  to 
this  letter,  than  which  nothing  can  be  more  in- 
correct. Whatever  that  part  of  it  may  be  to 
which  this  term  is  applied,  it  is  not  a  repeiiiioo, 
its  true  character  is  a  justification  of  the  preced- 
ing letters;  and  I  am  warranted  insayiog  that  the 
paragraph  in  question  is  couched  in  terras  as  lit- 
tle offensive  as  its  object  would  well  permit.  But 
I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  that,  if  the  preceding  cor- 
respondence was  offensive,  this  as  a  iustificaiioa 
could  not  be  innocent ;  and  yet,  sir,  there  is  a  fit- 
ness and  propriety  in  so  solemn  a  paper  as  tbe 
resolution  before  the  Committee,  in  giving  10 tk 
suMect  its  true  character  and  denomination. 

On  the  subject,  sir,  of  the  circular  of  the  Brit- 
ish Minister,  issued  upon  his  dismission,  which 
the  resolution  embraces  among  the  causes  of  war, 
I  have  but  little  to  offer  tbe  Committee.  That 
paper  is,  in  my  opinion,  justly  subject  to  animad- 
version. A  foreign  Minister  is  to  communicate 
through  the  Government  to  which  he  is  sent  ooly. 
But,  sir,  as  this  note  is  not  in  the  usual  inflaooii- 
lory  language  of  an  address  to  tbe  people,  but 
brief  and  temperate,  it  is  swelled,  by  the  resolu- 
tion under  discussion,  into  a  consequence  and 
character  greatly  above  its  intrinsic  merits.  I  sec 
nothing  in  the  paper  that  should  arouse  America 
to  arms. 

Permit  me  now,  sir,  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Committee  to  some  prominent  points  in  (he  cor- 
respondence on  the  part  of  the  American  Secre- 
tary; that,  seeing  both  sides  of  the  questioa. 
with  the  relative  merits  and  demerits  of  the  cor- 
respondence, we  may  be  enabled  to  pronounce  a 
righteous  judgment.  After  the  British  Gorero- 
ment  had  solemnly  disavowed  the  arrangemefl^ 


853 


HISTORY  OF  CONGRESS. 


864 


December,  1809. 


Qmduct  of  thfi  British  Minister, 


H.  OF  R. 


eotered  iato  here  on  the  19ih  of  April,  as  unau- 
thorized, as  contrary  to  instructions,  we  find  the 
American  Secretary,  in  his  correspondence,  agi- 
tatiog,  at  some  length,  the  question  of  public  and 
private  instructions ;  suggestions  and  suppositions 
ire  introduced  of  different  sets  of  instruction, 
issued  by  his  Sovereign  to  Mr.  Erskine.  The 
same  suggestions  have  found  their  way  into  this 
debate.  Let  gentlemen  pause  and  consider  how 
high  a  charge,  how  reproachful  an  imputation,  is 
here  brought  against  a  foreign  Qovemment. 
Great  Britain  is  represented  as  giving  Mr.  Ers- 
kine Goe  set  of  instructions,  to  snow,  in  extenaOy 
OQ  which  (he  arrangement  entered  into  is  to  be 
disaTOwed ;  and  another  set  to  put  in  his  pocket, 
for  bis  protection  against  his  Qovernment,  which 
would,  if  produced,  warrant  the  arrangement. 
Between  individual  and  individual  such  a  prac- 
tice would  be  pronounced  downright  swindling. 
It  is  a  transaction  in  its  nature  so  fraudulent  and 
base,  that  I  would  not  believe  it  of  any  crowned 
head  io  Europe.  Could  the  breast  of  the  British 
Minister  be  insensible  to  such  an  imputation? 
Aod  is  there  not,  sir,  in  justice,  some  allowance 
to  be  made  to  a  correspondence  under  such  cir- 
eumstances  ?  Whatever  gentlemen  seem  dispos- 
ed to  believe  of  Mr.  Canning  and  Mr.  Jackson, 
they  profess  some  charity  for  Mr.  Erskine,  whose 
moral  character  has  been  respected  by  the  Ad- 
ministration during  the  whole  period  of  his  resi-  { 
dence  io  this  country  ;  we  find  them  appealinp^  to 
him  as  a  witness  for  them  against  Mr.  CaAiing. 
Do  geutlemen  mean  to  charge  Mr.  Erskine  with 
being  the  humble  tool,  the  disgraceful  instrument, 
in  the  hands  of  Mr.  Canning,  to  carry  into  efiect 
this  flagitious  conspiracy,  this  infamous  fraud 
upon  America?  Do  they  mean  to  charge  him 
with  receiving  a  public  instruction  for  our  inspec- 
tion, and  a  private  one  for  suppression,  for  the 
purpose  of  deceiving,  cheating,  and  defrauding 
the  American  people  ?  Will  they  suppose  him 
capable,  in  the  situation  he  stands,  of  consigning 
his  fair  reputation  to  infamy  forever,  by  continu- 
ing to  suppress  instructions,  merely  to  vindicate 
the  political  character  of  Secretary  Canning  ?  In 
this  li^ht,  and  no  other,  do  gentlemen,  by  their 
suppositions  of  difierent  sets  01  instructions  on  the 
same  subject,  place  Mr.  Erskine.  But.  sir,  the 
evidence  before  the  Committee,  aside  from  the 
intrinsic  improbability  of  the  supposition,  forbids 
us  to  indulge  the  suspicion ;  we  ought  not  to  shut 
our  eyes  asainst  that  evidence  and  deceive  our- 
selves.  We  cannot  avoid  seeing  and  believing 
that  the  different  sets  of  instructions,  mentioned 
by  Mr.  Erskine,  are  not  upon  the  same  subject, 
the  Orders  in  Council,  but  upon  difierent  subjects, 
to  wit:  the  orders,  and  the  attack  on  the  Chesa- 
peake. To  this  point  the  despatches  of  the 
American  Minister,  in  London,  particularly  the 
letter  of  the  20th  or  May  last,  to  the  Secretary  of 
State,  communicated  by  the  President  in  his  Mes- 
uge  of  the  18th  instant,  is  conclusive. 

In  the  course  of  this  correspondence,  sir,  we  are 
presented  with  a  reiterated  demand  of  the  Amer- 
ican Secretary  upon  the  British  Minister,  for  the 
reasons  of  the  disavowal ;  a  disavowal  founded 


on  the  simole  ground  of  want  of  authority  in  the 
agent  to  do  the  act  disavowed  ;  a  ground,  sir, 
which  rendered  the  act  intrinsically  void  from 
the  beginning.^   . 

In  such  case,  sir,  are  not  the  reasons  of  the 
disavowal,  the  precise  reasons  of  the  instruction 
to  Mr.  Erskine,  connected  with  the  deviation 
from  that  instruction  ?  Were  not  the  Orders  in 
Council  the  avowed  basis  of  that  instruction,  and 
were  they  not  known  to  all  Europe,  and  not  only 
known  but  severely  felt  in  their  unjust  operation 
upon  neutral  nations  ?  Has  not  this  same  subject 
occupied  our  deliberations,  difiused  itself  through 
all  our  foreign  relations  and  correspondence,  and 
filled  up  almost  every  page  of  our  history  for 
years?  And  yet,  sir,  we  arie  so  ignorant  on  the 
subject  as  to  require  to  be  instructed  anew.  Nor 
was  this,  sir,  a  departure  from  instructions  in  an 
immaterial  point,  but  the  departure  went  to  the 
principle  and  basis  of  a  great  system  of  national 
policy,  resorted  to  for  retaliation  upon  a  belliger- 
ent, but  operating  most  injuriously  upon  America. 
The  necessity  of  powers,  distinct  from  letters  of 
credence,  to  enable  the  Minister  to  enter  into  a 
contract  binding  on  his  Sovereign,  has  been 
placed,  in  my  conception,  upon  unanswerable 
grounds  by  the  honorable  member  from  Connec- 
ticut. Inaeed,  sir,  on  this  point,  authorities  of 
public  law  thicken  on  every  side;  I  will  trouble 
the  Committee  with  but  a  few  references.  To 
show  that  .the  American  Ambasador  in  London 
considered  it  necessary  that  additional  powers 
should  be  granted  to  Mr.  Erskine  to  enter  into 
the  arrangement,  and  that  he  himself  suggested 
this  /necessity  to  Secretary  Canning,  I  refer  the 
Committee  to  Mr.  Pinkney's  despatch  to  his  Qov- 
ernment contained  in  the  last  Message  of  the 
President  (page  5th)  in  which  he  says :  "  I  sug- 
gested (to  Mr.  Canning)  that  it  would  be  well,  in 
case  a  special  mission  did  not  meet  their  appro- 
bation, that  the  necessary  powers  should  be  sent 
to  Mr.  Erskine."  This  was  on  the  22d  day  of 
January,  and  in  pursuance  of  Mr.  Pinkney's  rec- 
ommendation, instructions  were  issued  to  Mr. 
Erskine  on  the  next  day.  Did  not  Mr.  Pinkney 
understand  the  relations  between  the  two  coun- 
tries, and  the  extent  of  Mr.  Erskine's  former 
powers  as  well  as  any  gentleman  of  the  Commit- 
tee ?  I  may  add,  that  he  did  not  deem  it  foreign 
to  his  duty  to  see,  at  the  outset,  that  Mr.  Erskine 
Was  furnished  with  the  necessary  powers. 

Vaitel^  in  his  treatise  on  public  law  (book  2d, 
chapter  12)  says,  in  treating  of  Ministers  Plenipo- 
tentiary, *^  that  to  this  office  we  may  apply  alt  the 

*  rules  of  natural  law,  which  respect  tnings  done 
'  by  commission.  The  rights  of  the  proxy  are 
'  determined  by  the  instructions  that  are  given 

*  him ;  he  must  not  deviate  from  them,  but  every 

*  promise  which  he  makes,  and  within  the  extent 
'  of  his  powers,  is  binding  on  the  constituent.'' 
Here,  sir^  is  a  plain  rule,  founded  in  wisdom  and 
common  to  the  ordinary  transactions  in  life  $  it 
applies  to  merchant  and  factor,  princifjal  and  at- 
torney or  agent,  as  well  as  to  a  Sovereign  and  his 
Minister. 

Grotius  (third  book,  chapter  22d)  observes,  ^  it 


666 


HISTORY  Of  CONGRESS. 


m 


H.  ot  R. 


Conduct  of  the  Briiith  Mtmtter. 


DttCSMtER,  1809. 


'  must  be  considered  on  what  foot  the  agent  was 
'  appointed,  for  if  ordered  to  treat  on  conditions, 
*  he  ought  to  follow  them,  in  dda^lt  of  which  his 
'  act  may  be  disowned." 

In  second  Rutherforth  (section  19)  the  rule  is 
laid  down  :  "  Treaties  bind  the  State  and  Sover- 
eign only  when  the  Ministers  have  been  duly 
authorized  to  make  them,  and  hare  done  nothing 
contrary  to  their  instructions.'' 

•  That  letters  of  credence  are  matters  of  focm, 
and  are  not  considered  as  giving  nower  to  enter 
into  any  binding  stipulation,  I  would  refer  to  the 
same  book,  (page  363,  section  4.) 

It  will  occur  to  the  honorable  member  from 
Kentucky,  (who  first  addressed  the  Committee,) 
on  reflection,  that  the  case  he  alluded  to,  of  a  dis- 
cussion between  Mr.  Pinkney  and  Mr.  Canning 
for  exchanging  the  embargo  against  the  Orders  in 
Council,  falls  precisely  within  the  rule  laid  down 
by  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut,  as  illustrated 
by  reference  to  the. correspondence  between  Mr. 
Jefferson  and  Mr.  Hammond. 

I  observe,  sir,  with  some  surprise,  that  the  ef- 
fects of  the  arrangement  and  disavowal  are  descri- 
bed by  the  strong  term  "  irreparable"  to  the  United 
States ;  whereas,  in  my  humble  opinion,  the  bal- 
ance of  advantage  is  greatly,  as  between  the  two 
countries,  on  the  side  of  America.  It  is  true  that 
Great  Britain  suffered,  butj  is  it  less  true  that 
America  was  half  ruined  by  the  baleful  embargo 
and  its  concomitants  ?  Imagine,  sir,  the  situation 
of  the  Administration  on  the  19th  day  of  April 
last ;  advancing  to  a  precipice  in  full  view;  non- 
intercourse,  buckled  on  with  difficulty,  for  a  few 
months — its  days  were  counted  and  its  sands  num- 
bered ;  the  ensuing  May  session  was  the  term  of 
its  duration.  What  a  humiliating  prospect,  after 
all  the  promises  given  this  country,  that  it  should 
bring  the  great  belligerents  of  Europe  to  our  feet, 
and  all  our  losses  sustained  under  its  operation  ? 
Was  not  every  motive  presented  to  Government 
to  seek,  by  all  honorable  means,  to  remove  non- 
intercourse  by  treatjr  rather  than  leave  it  to  per- 
ish by  the  hands  of  its  authors  ?  Is  it  possible  not 
to  see  that,  in  entering  into  the  arraocement  with 
Mr^  Erskine,  the  interest  of  all,  both  governors 
and  governed,  were  consulted? 

The  happy  effects  are  seen  throughout  the 
community.  The  bankrupt  list  has  greatly  di- 
minished, and  the  relation  of  debtor  and  creditor 
is  much  improved.  We  see  no  longer  the  coin  of 
our  country  flowing  in  copious  streams  to  Mon- 
treal to  purchase  buls  for  remittance  to  Europe ; 
our  produce^  which  was  rotting  in  the  hands  of 
the  farmer,  is  exported  in  place  of  a  remittance 
of  coin.  I  insist,  sir,  we  have  the  best  of  the  bar- 
gain ;  and  I  do  most  willinglv  join  with  the  hon- 
orable member  from  Pennsylvania  in  a  requiem 
to  the  departed  spirit  of  the  embargo ;  I  will  go 
further,  sir,  and  pray  that  the  tutelar  genius  of 
m]r  country  may  watch  the  door,  lest  that  fell 
spirit  should,  by  some  magical  incantations,  be 
afain  raised  to  infest  the  land.  I  congratulate  the 
United  States  on  the  manifestation  of  a  disposi- 
tion, in  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations,  to  suffer  the  remnant  of  this  ruinous 


svstem  to  pass  gradually  into  oblivion ;  wherets, 
if  it  was  so  precious  a  boon,  as  one  would  be  led 
to  suppose,  from  the  above  correspondence,  we 
might  have  expected  the  whole  system  of  com- 
mercial restriction  to  be  reinstated  ia  all  in 
force. 

I  have  a  few  observations  to  bestow  on  the 
agency  of  British  ships,  mentioned  in  the  co^^ 
spondence,  and  I  have  done.  The  condition  oi 
tnis  subject,  in  the  despatch  of  Mr.  Canning  to 
Mr.  Erskine,  of  the  23d  of  January,  has  been 
deemed  insulting,  and  as  presenting  a  strong  fea- 
ture of  hostility  to  this  country.  If  the  pablic 
agents  of  our  own  Government  have  been,inaof 
manner,  accessary  to  this  proceeding,  this  sap- 

fiosed  feature  of  insult  and  hostility  willbegreat- 
y  mitigated,  if  not  destroyed. 

While  I  find  nothing  jn  the  correspondence  d 
those  agents  to  warrant  the  insertion  of  astipala- 
tion  in  a  treaty,  that  American  merchantmen, 
captured  by  British  ships,  in  violating  a  non-in- 
tercourse with  France  should  be  good  nrize,  Ho 
find  that  which  to  Great  Britain,  is  Jittie  if  aoy, 
short  of  an  equivalent,  to  wit :  tnat  the  captured 
would  be  without  complaint  and  remediless.  Tse 
agency  of  British  ships  is  not  to  be  admitted  bf 
precedent  stipulation,  but  to  flow  as  aconseqaeoce 
and,  in  a  manner,  to  produce  to  Great  BriuintU 
the  benefit,  and  to  America  all  the  loss  of  an  ex- 
press stipulation. 

IiV^  conversation  between  Mr.  Pinkney aod 
Mr.  T^anning,  on  the  22d  day  of  January  last,  is 
detailed  in  a  despatch  of  the  former  to  his  Got- 
ernment,  communicated  by  the  President  on  ibe 
18th  instant,  (page  5th  of  the  Message,)  Mr.  Cao* 
ning  presented  this  precise  proposition  in  farorof 
the  afl[ency  of  British  ships  as  above,  to  Mr.  Piok- 
ney  for  his  approbation.  Does  the  American 
Minister,  sir,  take  fire  at  the  proposition  as  higblf 
offensive?  No,  sir,  I  find  no  objection  tbea 
made ;  leaving  an  iiiference  of  implied  assent  to 
be  made. 

In  another  despatch  from  Mr.  Pinkney  to  the 
Secretary  of  State,  of  the  6th  of  June  lasiaod 
communicated  in  the  same  Message,  Mr.  Pinkoey, 
referring  to  a  prejious  conversation,  with  Mr. 
Canning,  expresses  himself  as  follows: 

"  It  will,  I  am  sure,  occur  to  you,  as  the  ftct  ii,  thit 
the  little  which  I  may  have  thrown  out  upon  that  o^ 
casion,  did  not  look  to  the  admission  of  Mr.  Cannini^'i 
object  into  any  stipulation  between  the  two  coantneii 
and  that  I  viewed  it  only  as  a  consequence  that  might 
and  would,  if  France  persisted  in  her  nnjuit  deireti, 
grow  out  of  arrangements  similar  to  those  oiered  by 
us  in  August  last'* 

Our  Minister  complains  that  Mr.  Canningmis- 
Apprehended  him.  The  above  extract  discloses 
the  length  and  breadth  of  that  misapprehension; 
Mr.  Canning  did  not  assent  to  the  agencf  « 
British  ships  as  a  precedent^  but  only  as  a  coose* 
quence.  It  is  impossible,  sir.  not  to  see  that  Mr. 
Canning  has  been  led  into  an  error  in  somed^ 
gree  by  the  agents  of  our  own  Government. 

In  the  communications  between  the  Secretaiy 
of  State  and  Mr.  Erskine  enough  is  found  to  shot 
that  Mr.  Pinkney  had  not  mistaken  the  views « 
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oar  Governmeiit.  Mr.  Erskioe,  when  appealed 
(0,  as  a  proper  source  of  eridence  for  the  Secre- 
tary, replies  as  follows:  (page  20th  of  the  docu- 
meats:) 

**  The  third  condition,  yea  eeitainljF  ^ry  distinctly 
iBfoniMd  me,  could  not  l>e  recognised  by  the  President, 
but,  yoa  added,  what  had  great  weight  in  my  mind, 
that  yoo  did  not  see  why  any  great  imp<»rtance  should 
!)e  attschcd  to  such  a  recognition,  because  it  would  be 
impossible  that  a  citiaen  of  the  United  States  could 
prefer  a  complaint  to  his  Government  on  account  of 
ihe  capture  of  his  Tessel  while  engaged  in  a  trade  ab- 
solutely interdicted  by  thelaws  of  his  country." 

While,  sir,  I  have  found  myself  coostra in ed,  in 
the  foregoing  obaervations,  to  consider  the  corre- 
ipondeoce  of  the  American  Secretary  as  tinc- 
:ured  with  asperity  and  irritating  to  the  British 
MiDister.  I  can  readily  suppose  that  peraonal  col- 
ision  and  strong  impressions  of  injustice  to  this 
;ouotry  might  get  the  better  of  great  personal  ur- 
)aQity  and  courtesy  of  manners. 

I  have,  sir,  with  freedom,  but  with  due  regard,  1 
ifust,  to  the  decorum  of  debate,  submitted  the  rea- 
sons for  which  I  caanotcon^nt  to  attempt  the  dan- 
|[erous  course  marked  out  by  the  resolution  before 
he  Committee;  a  course  which,  without  any 
)ossible  benefit,  may  pyt  in  jeopardy  the  peace  of 
be  country,  may  bring  upon  us  the  greatest  ca- 
amity  that  can  befall  the  nation. 

Mr.  Macom  said  it  appeared  to  him,  the  first 
K)iat  for  consideration  in  the  resolution  ought  to 
le,  \%  it  expedient  f  but  it  seemed  to  him  that 
hose  who  had  taken  part  in  the  debate  bad  look- 
d  at  everything  but  the  resolution ;  and  he  should 
probably  rollow  the  example.  What  good  effect 
rill  the  resolution  have  if  adopted  ?  Will  it  pro- 
luce  unanicaity  at  home,  or  respectability  abroad? 
Vill  it  add  strength  to  the  nation?  Will  it  fill 
be  Treasury  with  money,  or  will  it  convince  the 
irilized  world  that  it  is  their  interest  to  act  justly 
owardus?  No,  sir,  it  will  not  produce  one  of 
hese.  I  am  opposed  to  the  resolution,  not  for  the 
easoos  which  have  been  offered  againat  it,  not  for 
ny  which  can  be  drawn  from  the  documents  be- 
3re  us,  but  because  I  am  opposed  to  addressing 
be  President  of  the  United  States  oA  any  subject 
rhatever.  We  have  nothing  to  do  with  him  in 
ur  legislative  character,  except  in  the  passing  of 
iws,  calling  on  him  for  information,  or  to  im- 
each.  On  the  day  of  the  Presidential  election, 
re,  in  common  with  our  fellow-citizens,  are  to 
ass  on  his  conduct,  and  resolutions  of  this  sort 
n\\  have  no  weight  on  that  day.  It  is  on  this 
round  solelv  that  I  am  opposed  to  adopting  any 
solution  whatever  in  relation  to  the  Executive 
oaduct.  If  the  National  Legislature  can  pass 
^solutions  to  approve  the  conduct  of  the  Presi- 
ent,  may  they  not  also  pass  resolutions  to  ceo- 
iire ;  and  what  would  be  the  situation  of  the 
ountry,  if  we  were  now  discussing  a  motion  to 
equest  the  President  to  recall  Mr.  Jackson,  and 
gain  endeavor  to  negotiate  with  him  ? 

No  doubt  can  be  entertained  but  that,  at  this 
nd  the  last  session,  the  policy  of  passing  appro- 
atory  resolutions  will  have  been  as  well  investi- 
ated  as  ever  any  question  was  in  Congress,  be- 


cauae^  as  well  as  I  r«coUect,  when,  at  the  last  ses- 
sion, It  was  proposed  by  a  resolution  to  approve 
the  conduct  of  the  President,  for  making  the  ar- 
rangement with  Mr.  Erskine,  those  who  support 
the  present  resolution  opposed  that,  and  those 
who  supported  that  expose  this;  so  that  all  the 
talents  of  the  House  seem  to  have  been  employed 
on  each  side  of  the  question  at  the  two  sessions. 
In  fact,  it  appears  to  me,  that  gentlemen  have 
completely  changed  sides.  I  mean  not  by  this  to 
cast  any  imputation  or  reflection. on  any  one.  I 
consider  the  right  of  changing  opinions  a  sacred 
one,  and  that  which  every  man  ought  to  do,  when 
convinced  that  his  opinions  are  erroneous  or 
wrong;  and  it  is  one  of  the  few  rights  of  which 
the  most  tyrannical  Government  cannot  deprive 
us.  Convince  me  that  I  am  wrong  in  opposing 
the  present  resolutions,  and  I,  too,  will  change 
sides. 

The  dismissal  of  a  foreign  Minister  is  no  new 
case  in  the  country.  Genet  was  dismissed.  Yrojo 
was  dismissed,  and  no  bad  consequence  followed, 
and  why  should  any  be  anticipated  because  Jack- 
son has  been  dismissed  ?  I  will  no/  trouble  the 
Committee  with  reading  any  part  of  the  docu- 
ments, they  must  be  tired  of  hearing  parts  of 
them  already,  and  every  member  has  surely  read 
them  with  attention,  beside  the  nation  has  them, 
and  will  decide  on  them,  without  our  assistance ; 
to  me  it  appears,  on  a  fair  examination  of  his  let- 
ters, that  he  was  properly  dismissed  ;  but,  to  the 
resolution — it  will  not  be  denied  that  either 
House  might  pass  an  approbatory  resolution  with- 
out asking  the  concurrence  of  the  other.  Then, 
what  would  be  the  situation  of  the  Government 
or  the  country,  if  one  branch  of  the  Legislature 
was  of  a  different  party  from  the  Executive,  and 
the  branch  agreeing  with  the  Executive  should 
pass  an  approbatory  resolution ;  might  we  not 
from  our  Knowledge  of  the  intolerant  spirit  of 
party  expect  the  other  branch  to  pass  one  to  cen- 
sure ?  ]3ut,  suppose  both  branches  opposed  to  the 
Executive,  and  they  pass  joint  resolutions  against 
him,  what  then  oecomes  of  the  Executive? 
Strong  as  it  is,  with  all  its  patrona^e^  it  must  fall. 
No  Executive  could  maintain  itself  m  this  situa- 
tion. This  state  of  things  would  agitate  every 
part  of  the  nation  and  snake  the  Union  itself; 
and  this  Government  is  so  organized,  that  it  is  not 
impossible  but  all  this  may  happen.  This  House 
is  elected  for  two  years,  the  Senate  for  six,  and 
the  President  for  four.  If  ever  it  should  happen, 
I  fear  you  would  not  only  have  no  President,  but 
no  Feperal  Government.  This  would  be  a  very 
different  case  from  that  which  took  place  when 
Congress  repealed  i|  law,  because  it  was  opposed 
by  a  part  of  the  nation ;  that  opposition  was  used 
as  an  argument  to  abake  the  firmness  of  the  Na- 
tional Legislature,  and  it  succeeded.  I  have,  since 
I  had  a  seat  in  the  House,  heard  a  great  deal  about 
foreign  influence;  I  never  believed  much  in  it, 
but  if  events,  like  those  I  have  mentioned,  should 
ever  take  place,  then  you  may  look  for  foreign 
influence. 

Permit  me  here  to  notice  an  argument  of  the 
gentleman  from  Connecticut,  (Mr.  Dana,)  rela- 
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tive  to  the  disavowal  by  the  British  GovernmeDt. 
If  the  groand  he  assumes  be  true,  his  argument 
is  unaaswerable.  If  I  mistake  him,  I  wish  he 
would  correct  me,  because  I  hare  no  desire  to  do 
it;  i  understood  him  to  say  that  Mr.  Erskine  had 
no  full  power  to  do  what  he  did.  and  that  the  Ad- 
ministration ought  or  must  have  known  it.  I  be- 
lieve, sir,  it  is  as  difficult  to  decide  what  an  ac- 
credited Minister  may  do,  under  his  letter  of 
credence,  and  what  would  require  a  new  or  full 
power,  as  it  is  to  distinguish  the  lines  which  sep- 
arate the  shades  of  color.  All  the  gentleman's 
arguments  went  to  show  that  a  full  power  was 
necessary  to  form  a  treaty.  This,  I  mean  not  to 
deny ;  but,  he  assumed  as  a  fact  that  the  arrange- 
ment made  in  April  last  was  a  treaty.  I  deny 
that  it  was  a  treaty ;  if  it  was  a  treaty,  how  does 
it  happen  that,  at  the  last  session  of  Congress, 
neither  the  gentleman  himself  nor  any  one  else 
in  this  House  said  a  word  about  its  being  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate  ?  Every  one  knows  that  a  treaty 
cannot  be  made,  under  the  Constitution,  without 
the  consent  of  that  body.  I  am  not  diplomatist 
enough  to  say  to  what  class  of  public  agreements 
the  disavowed  arrangement  properly  belongs  ; 
Mr.  Erskine  called  it  an  arrangement,  and  Mr. 
Jackson  an  agreement ;  and  I  challenge  any  man 
to  say  it  was  a  treaty,  and  ought  to  have  been 
laid  before  the  Senate  by  the  President^  If  a  full 
power  was  necessary  to  the  conclusion  of  the  ar- 
rangement, where  was  the  sagacity  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Connecticut  last  Spring,  when  he  was 
so  desirous  of  voting  thanks  to  the  President,  for 
having  made  this  very  arrangement?  In  this 
House,  it  is  well  known  that  I  was  as  much  op- 
posed to  the  motion,  last  Spring,  as  I  am  now  to 
this,  and  intended  to  have  delivered  my  senti- 
ments upon  it,  but  was  prevented  by  the  House 
not  deciding  on  it.  Why  did  not  the  gentle- 
man then  come  forward,  and  tell  us  that  this 
boasted  arrangement  was  all  nothing?  For  in 
the  whole  correspondence,  which  was  then 
laid  before  us,  there  is  not  a  word  about  full 
powers ;  in  fact  the  British  Grovernment,  in  the 
disavowal,  has  not  made  this  objection ;  nor 
has  it  called  the  arrangement  a  treaty ;  both  Gov- 
ernments, and  every  man  in  both  countries,  un- 
derstood it  to  be  not  a  treaty,  but  only  an  agree- 
ment, by  which  the  United  States  engaged  to 
withdraw  the  operation  of  a  certain  law  as  to 
Great  Britain,  provided  Great  Britain  would 
withdraw  her  Orders  in  Council;  both  engaeed 
to  do  certain  things,  and  the  United  States  fairly 
performed  their  part.  If  the  President  was  to 
blame,  the  blame  does  iiot  begin  with  him,  it  be- 
gins with  Congress,  because  Congress  passed  the 
law  which  authorized  him  to  do  as  he'did.  He 
was  authorized  to  suspend  the  operation  of  the 
non-intercourse  act,  provided  France  or  Great 
Britain  should  do  certain  things.  If  the  arrange- 
ment be  a  treaty,  then  Congress  passed  a  law  to 
authorize  the  President  to  make  a  treaty ;  and  if 
Congress  can  constitutionally  pass  a  law  to  au- 
thorize the  President  to  make  a  treaty,  my  lips 
are  sealed  on  this  point — to  use  a  modern  phrase, 
they  are  hermetically  so  forever.    But  Congress ' 


did  no  such  thing ;  the  arrangement  was  mide 
under  the  law,  and  not  under  the  Constitmiooal 
power  to  make  treaties.  If  the  President  was  to 
blame,  or  was  not  authorized  to  do  what  he  did. 
the  last  session  was  the  proper  time  to  have  oIh 
jected  ;  but,  instead  of  objections  of  any  kiod,&o 
man  in  or  out  of  Congress  discovered  that  the 
British  Minister,  Erskine,  had  not  full  power.  It 
truth,  if  this  objection  be  good,  we  ought  notthea 
to  have  said  "  well  done"  to  the  Executive;  not 
only  we,  but  every  man  in  the  nation  said  to  hisi 
"  well  done."  If  the  British  (Government  had  not 
disavowed  the  arrangement  and  the  President  and 
Mr.  Jackson  differed,  we  never  should,  in  my  opis- 
ion,  have  heard  a  word  about  this  want  of  foil 
power  in  Erskine,  it  would  not  have  been  thought 
of. 

I  confess,  sir,  I  have  been  most  egregiously  dis- 
appointed, since  the  debate  on  the  resolatiou 
commenced.  I  did  not  believe  before,  that  there 
was  a  man  in  the  nation  who  thought  the  Ad- 
ministration hostile  to  an  amicable  a^'ustmeotof 
all  our  disputes  with  Great  Britain,  or  who  coold 
read  Mr.  Jackson's  fim  letter  without  feel iog the 
insult  offered  in  that.  In  that  letter  he  intended 
either  to  insult  the  Administration,  to  laugh  at  it, 
or,  if  you  please,  to  humbug  it.  His  appeal  b 
nothing  compared  to  his  first  letter.  Instead  of 
appealing  to  the  people,  suppose  the  President 
had  refused  the  arrangement  offered  by  Mr.  Ers- 
kine, and  he  had,  in  an  appeal  to  the  people,  stated 
the  offer  and  the  refusal  ?  Should  we  have  had 
motions  to  approve  the  conduct  of  the  President? 
No,  not  one ;  all  would  have  declared  that  the 
Administration  was  hostile  to  negotiation  with 
England ;  every  one  would  have  been  as  much 
displeased  with  the  refusal,  as  they  were  pleased 
with  the  arrangement ;  and  so  pleased  were  all 
parties,  that  all  seemed  to  claim  the  President ;  it 
seemed  to  be  almost  a  dispute  in  the  House  to 
which  of  the  two  great  parties  he  belonged;  and 
if  he  had  not  concluded  the  arrangement,  both 
parties  would  probably  have  disclaimed  him,  one 
saying  they  never  expected  any  good  from  him, 
and  the  other  that  they  always  entertained  doubts 
of  him.  If  the  Administration  were  unwiliiog, 
as  has  been  said,  to  settle  our  disputes  with  Eng- 
land, why  make  the  agreement  with  Mr.  Erskine, 
especially  if  they  knew,  as  the  gentleman  from 
Connecticut  has  told  us  they  did,  that  he  had  no 
full  power  ?  If  this  assertion  of  the  gentleman 
proves  anything,  it  proves  an  over  anxietf  in  the 
Administration  to  settle  our  disputes  with  Great 
Britain  ;  and,  if  they  have  erred,  they  have  erred 
from  this  over  anxiety. 

This  debate,  I  fear,  will  have  a  most  unfortu- 
nate effect  on  the  nation;  it  has,  more  than  once, 
put  me  in  mind  of  two  men  who  should  be  pres- 
ent when  the  house  of  a  third  was  burning,  who, 
instead  of  assisting  him  to  save  his  property  were 
endeavoring  to  call  his  attention  from  the  fire,  to 
some  unimportant  circumstance— such  as,  look, 
ybnder  is  a  Jack-o'-lantern,  or  a  star  shooting  r- 
they  were  willing  to  amuse  the  man  with  trifles, 
but  not  to  aid  him  in  putting  the  fire  oql  So, 
with  us;  anything  will  do  to  debate  on,  that  will 
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ike  off  the  atteDtioQ  of  the  natioii  from  the  great 
aestioD  which  it  ought  to  consider.  One  says, 
imith  is  wroDg  and  Jackson  is  right ;  another 
lat  Jackson  is  wrong  and  Smith  is  right.  Is 
lis  calling  the  attention  of  the  nation  to  this  petty 
aarrel^  for  so  I  call  it,  in  comparison  with  other 
rils  inflicted  on  as  ?  Is  it  equal  to  the  attack  on 
le  Chesapeake  1  Is  it  equal  to  the  impressment 
r  oar  seamen  ?  Is  it  equal  to  the  French  de- 
rees  and  British  Orders  in  Council,  which  vio- 
ite  all  our  neutral  rights?  Or,  is  it  equal  to 
'ranee,  paying  no  sort  of  regard  to  her  treaty 
rith  us?  It  is  pointing  the  eyes  of  the  nation  to 
ackson  alone.  How  comes  it  to  pass  that  the 
uoleoce  of  this  Minister  makes  so  much  noise  in 
lis  House,  when  that  of  D'Yrmo  made  none, 
ad  that  of  Genet  very  little  ?  To  me  this  is  in- 
oDceirahle. 

A  gentleman  from  Rhode  Island  (Mr.  Pottbr,) 
rho  made  a  very  elegant  speech,  said  that  the 
rhole  dispute  between  the  two  great  parties  was 
hai  of  the  ins  and  the  outs,  a  contest  who  should 
are  the  loaves  and  fishes.  If  it  really  be  so,  I 
are  been  very  unfortunate,  having  been  here  a 
9Dg  time,  and  have  not  got  either  loaf  or  fish.  I 
0  DOt  doubt  but  the  gentleman  believes  it,  as  he 
tated,  nor  can  I  doubt  what  he  says  concerning 
is  own  party ;  he  knows  them  better  than  I  do ; 
od  I,  therefore,  must  believe  him  as  to  them. 
lut,  sir,  the  men  who  were  in  the  opposition  in 
ae  year  1798,  did  not  want  places,  and  they  af- 
irward  proved  it  by  their  acts.  As  soon  as  they 
ot  into  power,  they  put  down  four  or  five  hun- 
red  sDUg  places,  by  repealing  the  laws  under 
rbich  they  existed ;  if  those  in  power  now  pos- 
iss  the  same' principles  with  the  opposition  of 
le  year  1798,  they  do  not  want  places. 

The  gentleman  almost  warmed  me  up  to  the 
rar  pitch,  when  he  talked  about  the  insults  we 
ad  received,  and  the  wrongs  we  had  suffered,  for 
16  last  fifteen  years;  if  he  had  laid  a  declaration 
f  war  on  the  table^  I  am  not  sure  but  I  should, 
om  the  impulse  or  the  moment,  have  seconded 
le  motion ;  indeed,  I  began  to  think  he  had  such 
motion  in  view.  As  for  myself,  I  feel  no  hesita- 
OQ  in  saying,  that  I  had  rather  wait  longer,  and 
ren  depend  on  chance,  than  to  declare  war  at 
)is  time. 

To  my  mind,  the  cause  of  the  disavowal  is  as 
lear  as  the  noon-day  sun.  The  embargo,  which 
lie  gentleman  from  New  York  (Mr.  Golo)  has 
rought  into  the  debate,  produced  the  arrange- 
)eot,  and  the  repealing  of  it  the  disavowal.  At 
be  last  session,  I  bad  notes,  with  which  I  thought 
could  then  defend  the  emiNirgo,  and  made  seve- 
&l  attempts  to  dq  it,  but,  somehow  or  other,  was 
Iways  prevented.  I  was  then  willing  to  have 
ndertaken  it  against  talents  a  hundred  to  one  my 
uperior.  Gentlemen  may  laugh,  but  it  is  cer- 
liDly  truie  that,  by  repealing  the  embargo,  they 
are  their  party  a  severe  blow,  and  did  tbecoun- 
ry  great  injury.  The  reoeal,  too,  was  not  made 
otil  the  House  had  declared  that,  to  repeal  the 
mbargo  and  not  go  to  war,  would  be  submission ; 
lotwithstanding  all  this,  on  the  question  to  au- 
thorize the  President  forthwith  to  issue  letters  of 


marque  and  reprisal,  only  seventeen  voted  in  the 
affirmative.  The  British  Government  sent  Mr. 
Oakley  here  with  instructions,  under  the  firm  be^^ 
lief,  as  I  conceive,  that  the  embargo  was  in  force, 
and  had  Mr.  Erskine,  after  receiving  the  instruc- 
tions, instead  of  obeying  them,  as  he  did,inform« 
ed  his  Government  of  the  great  change  which 
hud  taken  place  here^  he  would  not,  I  belie ve, 
have  been  disgraced,  but  ennobled.  The  instruc- 
tions were  sent,  under  the  belief  that  the  embargo 
was  in  force.  When  they  arrived,  the  embargo 
was  ^iven  up,  and  the  noo -intercourse  act  was 
substituted  in  its  place,  and  not  war.  The  em- 
bargo and  non -intercourse  united,  would  have 
been, like  Samson  and  his  hair,  invincible;  but 
the  non*intercourse  alone,  is  not  worth  the  hair 
after  being  cut  from  the  head  of  Samson.  It  has 
had  the  effect  expected — it  has  operated  upon 
ourselves,  and  nobody  else,  and  scarcely  on  our- 
selves— for  no  one,  I  believe,  regards  it.  I  have 
seen  letters  from  England,  written,  as  I  was  told, 
by  respectable  men,  which  stated  that  the  people 
of  England  could  not  have  stood  the  embargo 
three  months  longer,  and  that  they  were  deter* 
mined  to  stabd  it  as  long  as  possible ;  because,  if 
they  yielded  to  it,  we  obtained  a  victory  in  a  way 
that  would  always  put  them  in  our  power.  The 
nation  was  prepared  to  continue  the  embargo 
agreeably  to  the  votes  of  this  House.  We  had 
made  the  stand,  and  ought  to  have  adhered  to  it. 
We  then  solemnly  pledged  ourselves  to  the  na- 
tion, but  we  did  not  mind  that;  we  unpledged 
ourselves  with  great  ease,  and  I  am  unwilling 
now  to  make  any  pledge  to  the  Executive  what- 
ever. 

In  my  digressive  way,  I  will  go  back  to  the 
resolution.  I  dislike  it  on  account  of  the  lan- 
guage ;  to  say  the  ieast  of  it,  it  is  too  rough.  One 
State  paper  excepted,  and  all  the  rest  iusued  by 
the  Government,  have  added  to  the  American 
character.  The  man,  whoever  he  may  be,  that 
dislikes  Mr.  Jefferson  most,  as  a  statesman,  can- 
not but  feel  pride  When  he  reads  his  corre- 
spondence with  Genet  and  Hammond ;  his  lan- 
guage, always  polite  and  correct,  constantly  put- 
ting them  down  by  refuting  their  arguments.  I 
may  be  mistaken,  but  I  really  consider  the  resolu- 
tion a  sort  of  public  manifesto.  If  I  was  to  vote 
for  a  thing  of  the  kind,  I  should  wish  it  to  be 
strong,  but  not  rough  or  rude.  It  is  not  often  that 
I  undertake  to  give  advice,  but  I  cannot  forbear 
recommending  to  the  House,  if  they  mean  to  pass 
the  resolution,  to  commit  it  to  a  select  committee, 
to  put  it  in  a  different,  and,  I  will  add,  a  better 
dress;  though  I  should  not  be  able  to  do  this  my- 
self, I  am  sure  it  could  be  done.  It  appears  to 
have  been  copied  nearly  from  a  precedent  in  the 
Journals  of  the  English  House  of  Commons,  and 
of  no  late  date.  If  such  language  was  then  fash- 
ionable in  England,  I  hope  it  is  not  now  here.  I 
know  it  may  be  said,  that  I  often,  in  debate,  speak 
roughly  of  the  belligerents  and  their  agents,  but 
then  I  speak  to  my  brethren,  and  not  to  them.  I 
wish  never  to  see  a  Slate  paper  under  any  Ad- 
ministration that  may  not  add  new  lustre  to  the 
American  name,  and  that  the  world  may  say  the 
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style  of  the  men  of  1776  is  not  banislied  from  the 
United  States. 

It  is  a  littie  remarkable,  that  this  qneation  about 
fall  powers  has  ne?er  been  started  before,  either 
in  this  country  or  Eng^land.  When  Mr.  Pink- 
ney  was  instructed  to  make  an  offer  of  the  repeal 
of  the  embargo,  provided  the  British  QoTernment 
would  withdraw  their  Orders  in  Council,  he  was 
not  asked  for  his  instructions  or  full  power;  his 
authority  was  not  doubted.  If  between  us  and 
the  English  there  should  be  a  departure  from  the 
strict  rules  of  diplomatic  etiquette,  may  it  not  rea- 
sonably be  imputed  to  this  circumstance,  that  we 
speak  the  same  lanenage,  and  of  course  there  inay 
be  more  ease  and  less  form  generally  in  our  dip- 
lomatic intercourse,  than  among  nations  not  speak- 
ing the  same  languag[e  ? 

Whether  Mr.  Brskine  had  competent  powers  or 
not,  is  a  question  between  him  and  his  Grovern- 
ment,  with  which  we  have  nothing  to  do.  He  told 
the  Executive  he  had  authority  to  make  the  ar- 
rangement, and  the  Executive  was  bound  to  believe 
him.  I  put  this  question  to  the  gentlemen :  Sup- 
pose the  Executive  had  not  believed  him.  or 
that  the  Executive  had  told  him  his  instructions 
were  not  sufficient  to  make  the  arrangement,  and 
had  declined  all  negotiation  for  either  cause,  what 
would  have  been  said?  Surely  this:  that  here 
was  a  fair  offer  to  adjust  a  part  of  our  disputes, 
and  the  accredited  Minister  was  not  believed ;  or 
that  it  was  refused  on  a  matter  of  form«-^  mere 
point  of  etiquette. 

What  is  it  that  makes  it  necessary  for  the 
House  to  pass  the  resolution  ?  The  dismissal  of 
Jackson  cannot  be  the  reason,  although  it  appears 
to  me  from  his  letters  that  he  did  not  come  here 
with  any  friendly  intentions.  The  style  of  his 
letters  sufficiently  shows  this.  It  will  not  be. 
said  for  this  we  ought  to  pass  the  resolution.  It 
seems  to  me  in  asking  for  passports  to  protect 
him  from  the  insults  of  the  people,  he  has  con- 
tinued bis  insult.  Genet  and  D'Yrujo  were  dis- 
missed— they  asked  for  d4  passports.  I  beg  of 
the  members  to  compare  his  letters  with  the  let- 
ters of  any  other  Minister,  and  they  will  be  satis- 
fied I  have  not  mistaken  their  meaning,  especially 
the  first,  with  any  first  letter  written  by  any  Min- 
ister in  the  world.  But  his  letters,  indecent  as 
they  are,  ought  not  to  induce  the  House  to  adopt 
the  resolutoin. 

It  has  been  said,  that  the  Administration  were 
unwilling  to  settle  our  disputes  with  Great  Brit- 
ain. In  my  conscience,  sir,  I  firmly  believe,  and 
I  judge  only  from  their  transactions,  that  they  are 
not  onlv  willing  but  anxious  to  settle  our  disputes 
with  all  the  world.  If  we  had  an  ambitious  mili- 
tary man  in  the  Presidential  house,  it  might  be 
thought  that  he  would  not  be  willing  to  have  our 
disputes  settled,  but  rather  to  increase  them ;  that 
he  might  thereby  get  armies  and  naviei  to  fol- 
low the  steps  of  Csssar,  of  Cromwell,  or  of  Bona* 
parte.  Examine  the  Message  of  the  President  of 
the  29th  ult.  to  Congress,  in  which  he  informs 
us  that  Jackson  had  been  dismissed,  and  you  will 
not  find  a  single  expression  in  it,  (hat  looks  as  if 
he  was  not  sincerely  desirous  to  settle  our  differ-  | 


ences  with  all  the  world ;  if  there  be  such  sq  ex- 
pression I  will  thank  gentlemen  to  point  it  out 
After  mentioning  the  disavowal,  and  the  breakiag 
off  of  the  negotiation,  does  he  not  plainly  tell  you, 
that  he  is  still  for  another  attempt  to  settle  by 
negotiation  ?  Every  part  of  the  Message  breathes 
a  spirit  friendly  to  the  peaceable  settlement  of  all 
our  disputes ;  according  to  my  vnderstaodiog  it 
speaks  of  nothing  but  peace;  not  a  word  to  be 
found  in  it  advising  a  warlike  attitude;  do  ad- 
vice to  increase  the  army  or  navy.  It  is  strange, 
indeed,  after  reading  such  a  message,  it  should 
be  thought  that  there  was  a  hostility  in  the  Ad- 
ministration  to  an  amicable  settlement  with  Greit 
Britain. 

Sir,  I  am  well  aware,  that  upon  thisquestioal 
may  appear  to  some  in  an  awkward  situation,  bt- 
cause  I  dislike  the  resolution,  and  amnotdissaiif- 
fied  with  the  conduct  of  the  Executive  tow»rii> 
Mr-  Jackson.    Be  it  as  it  may,  so  long  as  I  hate 
a  seat  in  this  House,  I  liever  will  give  a  tgk 
which  my  judgment  does  not  approve.    There u 
no  view  of  this  resolution  that  pleases  me;  if  u 
be  meant  as  a  new-fashioned  answer  to  the  Mes* 
sage  of  the  President,  I  object  to  it ;  because  laa 
unwilling  to  answer  it  any  way.    In  1801,  vbea 
the  changre  in  the  Administration  took  place,  all 
were  so  tired  of  answers  that  no  one  made  a  mo- 
tion to  answer  the  Message.    If  it  be  meant  for  a 
declaration  of  war,  1  object  to  it,  because  it  does 
not  mention  ourgreatest  causes  of  complaioi;  u 
seems  to  leave  them  out,  merely  to  bring  Mr. 
Madison  and  Mr.  Jackson  into  view.    If  war  be 
meant,  let  gentlemen  come  out  boldly  and  say  so; 
give  us  a  project  for  it  in  plain  terms  that  all  cas 
understand.    I  have  believed  (and*I  hope  io  Cd 
I  am  mistaken,  for  no  man  is  more  desirous  of 
peace  than  I  am)  from  the  time  of  the  attack  oa 
the  Chesapeake,  that  before  our  differences  are 
settled  with  England  we  should  be  compelled  iq 
go  to  war  with  hier;  for  one  I  would  put  it  off  as 
long  as  possible.    It  will  be  remembered  that  the 
embargo  was  supported  as  the  only  means  to  keep 
us  out  of  war,  and  as  a  sure  means  to  bring  Great 
Britain  to  fair  terms ;  and  I  still  believe,  u  ooch 
as  I  do  that  we  shall  all  die,  if  it  bad  beeo  con- 
tinued three  months  longer,  we  should  hare  set- 
tied  every  dispute  with  the  English  GoveroiDeoL 
The  conversations  of  Mr.  I^inkney  and  Mr. 
Canning  communicated  by  the  President  to  the 
House  at  their  request,  have  been  brought  ioio 
the  debate.  Unfortunately  for  the  gentleman  from 
New  York,  (Mr.  Golo,)  who  mentioned  the  em- 
bargo, he  read  a  part  of  them.    I  am  wiliiog  to 
rest  the  policy  of  that  measure  on  that  com- 
munication, and  on  Mr.  Canning's  cooversaiioo 
about  it.    Every  time  he  talks  with  Mr.  Piak&ey, 
the  embargo  is  mentioned ;  in  fact  it  seems  to  be 
the  first  and  the  last  word  with  him.    Though  I 
nuy  not  be  willing  to  acknowledge  him  as  good 
authority  on  the  laws  of  nations,  no  one  can 
doubt  that  he  is  not  good  author! tjf  that  the  em- 
bargo pinched  England  very  sorely.    If  there  be 
a  man  clear  of  party  feeling,  let  him  read  thecoa- 
versations  between  Mr.  Pinkney  and  Mr.  Caa- 
ning,  and  if  he  does  not  decide  that  the  mhvf 
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was  a  bitter  pill  to  Mr.  GaoDiflg,  I  am  gnrfttly 
mistaken.  That  we  anffered  a  little  unier  the 
embargo  was  Defer  denied;  but,  adopt  what 
measure  yoo  will,  that  will  have  half  the  effect 
on  Eoglaad  that  that  had,  aod  we  shall  suffer 
twice  as  mach  under  it  as  we  did  under  that— in 
truth,  our  little  sufferings  under  it  w^re  over,  and 
it  had  begun  to  operate  in  Great  Britain,  when  it 
was  repealed.  A  little  perseverance  would  have 
brought  the  British  Ministry  to  terms. 

The  gentlemen  who  differ  with  roe,  not  as  to 
Jie  rote  on  the  resolution,  but  to  the  conduct  of 
iie  Executive,  have  all  declared  that  they  would 
lot  submit  to  the  British  Orders  in  Council,  nor 
vould  they  treat  on  the  terms  proposed  by  the 
British  Government ;  not  one  of  them,  except  the 
rentleman  from  Rhode  Island,  (Mr.  Pottbr,) 
alked  like  fighting,  and  not  one  of  them  told  us 
vbat  he  was  willing  to  do.  They  will  not  sub- 
nit  10  the  Orders  in  Council,  nor  treat  on  the 
erms  proposed.  When  the  abominable  transit 
luiy  was  attempted  to  be  put  on  us,  the  same 
leclaralions  were  made,  and  I  believed  them.  I 
lerer  have  believed  that  an  American  would  be 
ase  enough  to  pay  that  duty.  There  is  no  great 
ihange  from  that  plan  now.  Almost  all  the 
ountries  with  which  we  carried  on  commercial 
Diercourse,  and  by  which  we  were  enabled  to 
Ajr  Great  Britain  for  her  manufactures,  are  now 
iockaded.  It  is  true,  you  may  trade  to  £ogland, 
)ooaparte's  decrees  to  the  contrary  notwithstand- 
Qg;  but  you  cannot  go  anywhere  else  without 
be  consent  of  Qreat  Britain. 

All  have  said  they  would  not  submit,  as  well 
hose  who  opposed  the  embargo  from  the  first,  as 
lose  who  repealed  it.  I  have  heard  so  much 
lid  about  not  submitting,  that  I  am  really  aoz- 
us  that  the  gentlemen  should  come  boldly  out 
nd  (ell  us  what  they  will  do  $  if  they  will  not  do 
lis,  they  ought  to  quit  talking  about  the  embargo. 
^hen  the  ship  is  in  danger  every  hand  ought  to 
eat  the  pump,  and  it  is  no  inquiry  how  she  got 
Uo  danger,  but  to  get  her  out  of  danger.  Sup- 
ose  your  house  set  on  fire,  will  you  ask  for  help 
)  discover  who  did  it  ?  Or  will  you  endeavor  to 
u(  it  out  as  soon  as  possible,  and  then  inquire  who 
td  it?  That  the  nation  has  many  difficulties  to 
ruggle  with  cannot  be  denied  j  and  no  one  will 
?ree  that  he  had  any  hand  in  producing  a  single 
ae  of  them.  Is  it  enough  for  us  not  to  have  aided 
I  producing  them  ?  To  me  it  seems  not.  It  is 
te  easiest  thing  in  nature  to  say  what^you  will 
n  do,  but  it  is  quite  different  to  say  what  you 
ill  do. 

Before  I  sit  down,  I  must  ask  the  gentlemen  for 
le  proof,  that  the  Bzecutive  is  unwilling  to  set- 
e  our  disputes  with  Great  Britain  by  Triendly 
^gotiation.  The  assertion  has  astonished  me. 
is  Message  of  the  29th  November,  is  to  my  mind 
>mplete  proof  to  the  contrary;  his  not  treating 
ith  Jackson  is  no  proof,  because  the  gentlemen 
emselves  would  not  have  treated  with  him  on 
e  terms  proposed ;  his  sending  him  away  is  no 
oof,  because  he  has  declared  himself  ready  to 
sat  with  any  other  agent  that  the  British  Gov- 
nment  may  appoint.  Jackson  I  believe  camCf 
llthCoN.2dSi:ss.— 23 


like  Rose,  to  settle  no  dispute  whatever,  and  if  no 
one  would  consent  to  treat  with  him  on  the 
ground  proposed  by  Mr.  Canning,  what  use  could 
there  be  in  his  staying  here?    I  cannot  conceive 
any  at  a n.    Fot  one,  I  sincerely  wish  that  no  for- 
eign Minister  were  ever  to  pot  his  foot  ou  our 
shore,  unless  sent  for  some  special  and  particular 
purpose,  and  to  return  immediately  after  he  had 
completed  his  business,  and  so  with  our  Ministers. 
I  had  rather  give  one  $50,000  for  a  trip  of  this 
kind  than  $9,000  a  year  to  reside  at  a  foreign 
Court.    If  Mr,  Jackson  was  authorized  to  do  any 
thing,  it  was  to  reiterate  proposals  which  had 
been  rejected,  and  which,  he  must  have  known 
before  he  left  England,  would  be  again  rejected. 
However  it  seems,,  instead  of  making  proposals  to 
satisfy  us  for  the  wrongs  and  injuries  done  to  us, 
he  politely  waited  for  the  Administration  to  make 
proposals  to  him.    The  caseiof  the  Executive 
and  Jackson  has  been  compared  to  common  life--> 
an  unfortunate  comparison.    I  am  sure  no  case 
in  private  life  can  be  found,  where  the  iigured 
party  was  told :  Give  your  terms,  after  you  have 
done  this,  I  am  willing  to  talk  to  you  about  them. 
The  tJnited   States  are  the  injured  party,  and 
Great  Britain  ought  in  justice  to  make  the  pro- 
positions for  accommodation.    However,  I  would 
not  myself  stand  on  this,  so  that  we  could  any 
how  have  our  differences  fairly  settled.    Carry 
this  individual  comparison  to  a  single  case,  that 
one  man  should  without  provocation  give  another 
a  blow  in  the  face — ought  the  man  who  received 
the  blow  to  ask  pardon  1  if  he  did,  every  man  in 
the  world  would  think  him  a  very  great  fool,  or 
something  worse.    The   British   have  attacked 
your  unprepared  frigate,  killed  and   impressed 
your  seamen,  when  there  was  no  war  between 
yoo,  and  they  have  issued  against  you  the  most 
abominable  proclamation  that  ever  disgraced  a 
civilized  Gh>vernment ;  and  now  they  tefi  you,  for 
all  these  injuries  and  wrongs,  we  are  ready  to 
hear  all  you  have  to  say,  but  will  not  promise 
to  do  anything.    The  letters  of  Mr.  ^mith  and 
Mr.  Jackson  are  before  the  nation,  and  the  nation 
will  pass  judgment  upon  them,  and  that  judg- 
ment will  be,  in  my  opinion,  that  the  Adminis- 
tration has  been  moderate  enough.    Many  will, 
no  doubt,  wonder  that  Mr.  Jackson's  first  letter 
was  passed  over  in  silence.     It  surely  is  the 
most  insulting — the  other  onljr  repeats  the  insult 
of  the  first;  it  would  seem  as  if  the  Administra- 
tion had  not  read  the  first.  There  is  no  danffer  that 
Great  Britain  will  take  the  dismissal  of  Jackson 
in  dudgeon.    She  well  knows  that  neither  the 
present  nor  the  past  Administration  has  th« small- 
est inclination  to  go  to  war  with  her — if  they  had, 
they  have  had  a  hundred  times  the  cause  to  do 
it  that  another  Administration  had  for  the  quasi 
war  with  France,  and  which  war  I  believe  was 
first  regularly  declared  by  the  Federal  Government. 
I  ask  gentlemen  to  say  whether  this  is  not  sol 
When  speaking  of  the  embargo,  a  little  while 
past,  I  forgot  to  notice  that  the  embargo  prices 
had  been  complained  of.  They  were  one  third  bet- 
ter than  those  of  the  quasi  war,  and  the  quasi  war 
was  not  given  up  on  account  of  the  low  price  of 
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our  produce.  The  embargo  began  to  pioch  Eu- 
rope 80  hard,  and  the  prices  of  our  produce  had 
got  80  high,  that-  more  than  $30,000  was  made  on 
some  of  the  first  cargoes  of  tobacco,  which  went 
out  after  it  was  repealed.  The  C6mmittee  will,  I 
hope,  pardon  me  for  so  uf(en  touching  on  the 
embargo.  I  beliere  I  am  the  only  roan  on  the 
floor,  who  has  always  4>een  willing  to  defend  it 
and  stick  to  it,  through  good  and  throuf^h  evil 
report ;  and  so  far  am  I  now  from  giving  up, 
chat  I  am  willing  again  to  try  it,  provjded  the 
House  would  adhere  to  it,  until  we  had  a  fair 
experiment  of  its  effects.  If  the  late  Administra* 
tion  were  desirous  of  war,  wh^  try  the  embargo  ? 
If  the  present  are  desirous  of  it,  how  does  it  hap- 
pen the  Message  ha^  not  a  word  about  war  in  it? 
The  real  truth  is,  that  Great  Britain  does  not 
want  to  treat  with  us.  If  she  did,  she  mi^bt  at 
any  time,  by  doing  justice,  settle  every  dispute 
between  us.  What  motive  can  an  honest  and  up- 
right Chief  Magistrate  have  in  this  free  country 
to  wish  for  war,  (and  Qod  forbid  that  we  should 
have  one  of  any  other  character) — his  fame  must 
be  linked  to  his  Administration;  if  the  country 
be  prosperous  and  happ^,  his  fame  will  be  great 
and  lasting.  What  at  this  moment  would  giv^e  the 
President  the  greatest  fame?  and  he.  Tike  all 
other  men  must  value  it.  Need  ^  I  look  back  to 
the  arrangement  made  last  Spring  to  discover, 
when  all  parties,  from  the  most  red  hot  Democrat 
to  the  maddest  Federalist,  were  crying  out  to 
him — well  done !  Settling  all  our  disputes  with 
the  European  belligerents,  would  give  him  a 
fame,  that  would  last  as  long  as  freedom  should 
be  respected. 

Sir,  the  people  in  the  Southern  States  have 
often  been  charged  with  a  wish  to  go  war  with 
England.  The  charge  has  always  been  un- 
founded. That  they  have  felt  great  resentment 
at  the  vile  treatment  we  have  received  from  both 
France  and  England,  is  undoubtedly  true.  How 
any  man  could  think  they  wanted  war,  only  for 
the  sake  of  war,  is  unaccountable  to  me.  They 
are  an  agricultural  people,  and,  if  you  please^  a 
slave-holding  people;  agriculture  and  domestic 
manufactures  are  their  pursuits,  and  they  want  no 
protecting  duties  to  encouraee  or  aid  them  to 
make  their  homespun.  If  tliese  people  really 
want  war  only  for  the  sake  of  war,  thev  must  be 
either  mad  or  fools.  Every  man  in  tne  House 
knows  that  they  are  not  in  a  situation  to  catch 
by  privateering  the  fat  London  ships  or  the  rich 
India  ships.  But,  if  they  actually  wanted  war, 
how  happens  it,  that  in  the  year  1805,  when  the 
table  wHs  overloaded  with  petitions  from  the  peo- 
ple of  the  large  towns  in  the  Middle  and  the  uast- 
em  States,  declaring  that  they  could  not  live 
under  the  British  Orders  in  Council  then  in  force, 
sand  which  were  not  half  equal  to  what  we  have 
since  felt,  that  they  withstood  a  torrent  which 
would  have  drove  the  nation  into  a  war  with  this 
▼erv  England?  How  an  opinion  so  entirely 
without  foundation  should  have  gained  credit  is 
indeed  wonderful.  The  face  of  the  country,  the 
population,  and  the  pursuits  of  the  people,  oii^ht 
to  have,  convinced  every  man  that  the  opinion 


was  erroneous.  If  we  wanted  war  and  the  Presi- 
dent wanted  it  with  Great  Britain,  it  is  strange 
that  no  attempt  was  ever  made  to  get  it. 

Permit  me.  before  I  sit  down,  once  more  ^ost 
seriously  to  recommend  it  to  the  House,  to  re- 
commit the  resolution  to  a  select  commitiee; 
though  I  could  not  myself  improve  the  language, 
I  am  sure  it  could  be  done — it  might  be  made 
quite  as  strong  ait  it  is  without  anything  roagh 
in  it.  I  consider  the  character  of  the  nitioD  io 
some  measure  implicated  by  the  style  of  the  reso- 
lution ;  at  least  let  it  be  such  as  one  ^entlemu 
would  use  to  another ;  it  is  too  much  like  that  of 
Mr.  Jackson's  letters,  a  style  which  if  used  Ib 
some  countries  from  one  man  to  another,  migbc 
produce  a  little  pinking.  I  have  no  more  tosaj, 
and  return  the  Committee  my  thanks  for  their 
attention. 

The  Committee  rose  at  half  past  three,  reported 
progress,  and  obtained  leave  to  sit  again ;  and  the 
House  adjourned  till  Tuesday  next. 


Tuesday,  December  26. 

Two  other  members,  to  wit:  from  Masnchih 
setts,  Benjamin  Pickman,  jr.;  and  from  Virginia 
William  A.  Burwell;  appeared,  and  took  their 
seats  in  the  House. 

Mr.  Johnson,  from  the  Committee  of  Claimi 
to  whom  was  referred  the  petition  of  sundry  io- 
habitants  of  Knox  county,  State  of  Kentuckf, 
presented  a  bill  for  the  relief  of  William  White 
and  others ;  which  was  read  twice  and  committed 
to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  Friday  next. 

Mr.  Smilie,  from  the  committee  appointed  oa 
the  fourteenth  instant,  on  the  petition  of  William 
Linnard,  presented  a  bill  to  increase  the  compeo- 
sation  of  the  military  agent  for  the  Middle  D^ 
partment;  which  was  read  twice  and  committed 
to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  Monday  next. 

Mr.  PoiNDBZTBR  presented  a  memorial  of  tbe 
convention  of  the  representatives  of  tbe  people 
residing  east  of  Pearl  river,  on  the  waters  of  the 
Tombigbee,  Alabama,  Chickasawbay,  and  Mt^ 
bile  rivers,  in  the  Mississippi  Territory,  prayioe 
that  the  act  of  Congress  appointing  an  additioDU 
Judge  in  the  said  Territory,  for  the  Washiogtoa 
district,  m^y  be  repealed,  and  that  a  division  of 
the  said  Territory  may  be  made,  under  soch  tt^' 
ulations  as  may  appear  expedient  and  proper.—  . 
Referred  to  the  committee  appointed,  on  the  sixth  I 
instant,  on  the  petition  of  sundry  inhabitaots  east 
of  Pearl  river,  in  the  Territory  aforesaid.        ,  | 

Mr.  Morrow,  from  the  Committee  on  Poblie 
Lands,  presented  a  bill  to  extend  the  time  for  lo* 
eating  Virginia  military  land  warrants,  and  for 
returning  the  surveys  thereon  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  Department  of  War:  which  was  read  tvies 
and  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  oo 
Monday  next. 

EZRA  THURBER. 

Mr.  JoBNSON,  from  the  Committee,  of  Cltiosi 
made  a  report  on  the  petition  of  Ezra  Thorberj 
which  was  read,  and  referred  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  on  Monday  next. 
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The  report  is  as  follows : 

That  it  is  stated  by  the  petitioner,  that  the  collector 
f  ths  district  of  Champlain  applied  to  him  for  the  use 
f  his  house,  situate  in  the  village  of  Champlain,  New 
fork,  for  the  purpose  of  stationing  there  a  guard  to 
Qt  the  embargo  laws  in  force ;  that,  on  the  7th  of 
Ipril,  1609,  the  house  w^  consumed  by  Are  by  the 
arelenness  of  the  sailors  m  the  revenue  service,  who 
ken  occupied  it,  by  order  of  the  said  collector ;  and 
Tidence  is  taken  to  prove  the  facta;  and  he  claims  the 
alue  of  the  house  so  consumed. 

Without  adverting  to  the  testimony  in  this  case,  the 
ommittee  are  of  opinion  that,  in  principle,  the  Uni* 
id  States  cannot  be  liable  for  the  acta  of  sailors  in  this 
istance ;  and  it  is  unnecessaiy  to  advert  to  a  principle 
rhich  would  exempt  the  United  States  from  damages 
ccafdoned  by  citizens  or  sailors,  unless  such  damage 
riginated  in  the  performance  of  the  duty  imposed  up- 
n  BQ^  persons  by  the  authority  of  the  United  States, 
'he  committee,  therefore,  recommend  the  following 
Molotion : 

Resolved,  That  the  prayer  of  the  petitioner  ought 
ot  to  be  granted, 

CONDUCT  OP  THE  BRITISH  MINISTER. 

The  House  again  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
litiee  of  the  Whole  on  the  joint  resolution  from 
ie  Senate  approving  the  conduct  of  the  Ezecu- 
ive  in  refusing  to  receive  any  further  communi- 
ation  from  Francis  James  Jackson. 

Mr.  FiSK. — As  the  coarse  this  debate  has  taken 
mbraces  a  view  of  the  relations  between  this 
ountry  and  England,  and  from  that  circumstance 
erives  much  of  its  importance,  I  shall  not  be 
eemed  out  of  order  in  entering  into  an  ezamioa- 

00  of  the  conduct  of  the  British  Government 
) ward 8  this  country  for  some  years  past. 

I  shall  not  commence  this  examination  by  de- 
laring  that  I  have  neither  British  partialities  or 
'reoch  prejudices,  or  that  I  have  no  other  object 

1  vie^  but  the  welfare  of  my  country ;  such  as- 
irances  equally  apply  to  every  topic  of  discus- 
on  within  these  walls,  and  seem  to  imply  a  doubt 
f  the  speaker's  motives.  From  a  view  of  the 
rstem  pursued  by  England  towards  this  country 
>r  the  last  ten  or  fifteen  years,  it  must  clearly 
[)pear  that  her  object  is  to  embarrass,  cripple, 
od  destroy  our  commerce.  She  has  been  pro- 
ressing  in  this  system,  until  she  has  nearly  ef- 
cted  the  object  of  her  wishes.  She  commenced 
f  interrupting  our  colonial  trade,  interpolating 
ew  principles  into  the  laws  of  nations.  Our 
lercbaots,  alarmed  at  this  outrage  upon  their 
ghts,  this  destruction  of  their  property,  remon- 
rated  against  it,  and  petitioned  the  Grovernment 
)  interpose  for  their  relief.  Our  Minister  com- 
iains  to  the  British  Government,  he  is  answered 
nly  by  new  and  extended  aggressions.-  Not  sat- 
fied  with  interrupting  this  branch  of  onr  trade, 
ley  blockfiuie,  not  onlv  our  foreign  markets,  but 
tir  own  ports  are  infested  with  their  frigates, 
'ur  eyes  are  made  to  witness  their  depredations 
I  our  own  waters.  I  need  hardly  mention  the 
induct  of  the  Cambrian,  or  notice  the  multiplied 
iptores  made  on  our  coast  for  violating  these 
ominal  blockades.  These  things  seem  to  be  no 
»oger  remembered.   In  their  day  they  occasioned 


some  uneasiness.  Again,  we  complained  of  the 
violation  of  our  rights,  and  our  injuries  have  been 
redressed  by  the  attack  upon  one  of  our  national 
ships,  the  Orders  in  Council,  and  the  continued 
impressment  of  our  seamen.  Averse  to  war,  we 
have  remonstrated,  and  endeavored  to  negotiate^ 
until  there  remains  no  hope  of  an  adjustment  by 
negotiation. 

But  Mr.  Monroe's  Treaty  has  been  serertl 
times  mentioned  in  this  debate,  and  the  gentle* 
man  from  Connecticut  (Mr.  DanX;  said  that  it 
was  a  great  question  whether  that  treaty  ought 
not  to  have  been  submitted  to  the  Senate  for  their 
consideration  and  ratification.  Independent  of 
the  conditional  ratification  of  that  instrument  on 
the  part  of  the  British  Government,  it  was  too 
exceptionable  ever  to  be  received  and  acknowl- 
edged as  a  national  compact  by  the  Ameriean 
people  By  that  treaty,  we  were  required  to 
abandon  the  navigation  of  the  river  St.  Law- 
rence, to  guarantee  to  the  British  the  right  of 
navigating  the  Mississippi.  We  were  to  have 
no  other,  but  a  direct  trade  to  the  East  Indies. 
And,  as  it  respects  the  West  India  trade,  why,  in- 
asmuch as  the  parties  could  not  agree  respecting 
it;  provision  was  to  be  made  for  settling  that  at  a 
future  period,  and  in  the  mean  time,  each  party 
should  enjoy  their  riehts  to  it !  And  as  to  the 
spoliations  and  depredations  made  upon  our  prop- 
erty, about  which  our  mere  hah  ts  had  so  loudly 
complained,  that  question  was  settled  by  a  sweep- 
ing clause,  declaring  that,  for  all  unjust  captures 
*^  hereafter"  to  be  made,  we  should  be  indemni- 
fied. These  are  articles  which  I  believe  no  gen- 
tleman on  this  floor  would  be  willing  to  subscribe. 
Yet,  we  are  told  this  treaty  ought  to  have  been 
seriously  considered,  and  some  there  are  who 
have  even  contended  that  we  ought  to  have  ac- 
cepted and  ratified  it.  I  cannot  believe  th|tt  this 
is  the  opinion  of  any  American,  who  has  atten- 
tively perused  it.  But,  if  there  are  any  who  be- 
lieve that  the  British  Government  were  willing 
to  treat  with  us,  a  perusal  of  this  treaty  will  con- 
vince them  that  it  was  only  upon  terms  which 
required  the  almost  unqualified  surrender  of  our 
commerce  into  their  bands.  These  degrading 
terms  could  require  no  hesitation  to  determine 
the  proper  course  to  be  pursued.  And  that  wasi 
immediately  to  return  it,  or  a  prompt  avowal  that 
it  would  not  be  ratified  by  our  Government. 
Great  Britain,  upon  this,  determines  to  make  yon 
feel  both  her  resentment  and  her  power.  A  wan- 
ton attack  is  made  upon  one  of  our  public  ships 
in  our  own  waters,  bv  the  same  orders,  no  doubt, 
which  directed  the  bombardment  of  Constanti- 
nople and  Copenhagen.  An  act  so  outrafeons, 
that  it  occasioned  a  universal  burst  of  inaigna- 
tion  and  resentment  from  the  American  people, 
in  a  tone  that  prevented  even  the  British  Mints- 
try  from  openly  avowing  it,  or  attempting  to  jus- 
tify it.  As  this  attack  was,  by  that  Government, 
declared  to  be  unauthorized,  we  had  a  right  to 
expect  honorable  reparation.  We  were  assured* 
that  a  Minister  would  be  sent  here  for  the  express 
purpose.  At  length,  Mr.  Rose  arrives,  what 
does  he  offer  ?  honorable  reparation  ?    No.    In- 
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the  conversatioos  which  he  bad  com  man  ica  ted  to 
Mr.  CaDDiDg;  in  which  there  is  nothing  to  justify 
the  assertion  of  the  British  Minister,  that  it  was 
understood  in  England,  from  these  conversations, 
that  the  conditions  mentioned  in  the  despatch 
would  be  acceptable  to  this  country.  Mr.  Madi- 
80D  is  represented  to  have  stated,  ^'that  every 
'  opinion  which  he  entertained  respecting  the  best 
'  interests  of  his  country,  led 'him  to  wish  that  a 
I  good  understanding  should  take  place  between 
'  Great  Britain  and  the  United  States,  and  that  he 
'.  thought  that  theobvious  advantages  which  would 
'  thereny  result  to  both  countries  were^  sufficient 
'  pledge  of  the  sincerity  of  his  sentiments."  Mr. 
Brskine,  after  stating  the  time  when  this  conver- 
sation took  place,  adds :  "  But  I  never  considered 
'  that  Mr.  Madison  meant,  that  the  Government 
'  of  the  United  States  would  pledge  themselves 

*  beyond  the  proposition  respecting  the  embargo 

*  as  above  stated,*'  and  as  propose^  to  the  British 
Government,  in  August,  1808,  ''  because  that  was 

*  the  extent  of  the  power  of  the  President  by  the 

*  Constitution  of  the  United  States."  It  was  not 
to  be  expected  that  the  British  Minister  would 
require  what  the  President  had  no  power  to  give, 
a  pledge  for  the  course  Congress  would  pursue 
in  relation  to  the  two  countries.  But  provision 
was  made  by  law  for  suspending  the  non-inter- 
course law  as  related  to  England,  upon  the  revo- 
cation of  her  Orders  in  Council,  so  far  as  they 
affected  our  neutral  rights.  About  this  first  point 
there  could  be  no  difficulty ;  and  as  to  the  second 
point,  Mr.  Erskine  gives  the  following  explan- 
ation : 

^  In  the  course  of  a  private  interview.  I  had  with  Mr. 
Gallatin,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasary,  he  intimated 
that  the  non-intercourse  law,  which  was  then  likely  to 
he  passed  by  the  Congress,  might  be  considered  as  re- 
moving two  very  important  grounds  of  difference  with 
Great  Britain,  viz :  the  non-importation  act,  as  appli- 
cable to  her  alone ;  and  also  the  President's  proclama- 
tion, whereby  the  ships  of  Great  Britain  were  excluded 
from  the  ports  of  the  United  States,  while  those  of 
Trance  were  perpaitted  to  enter ;  but  that,  by  the  non- 
intercourse  law,  both  Powers  were  placed  on  the  same 
footing.  He  did  not  pretend  to  say  that  this  measure 
had  been  taken  from  any  motives  of  concession  to 
Great  Britain ;  but  as,  in  fact,  those  consequences  fol- 
lowed, he  conceived  they  might  be  considered  as  re- 
moving the  two  great  obstacles  to  a  conciliation. 

**  He  adverted  also  to  the  probability  of  an  adjust- 
ment of  another  important  point  in  dispute  between 
the  two  countries,  as  he  knew  that  it  was  intended,  by 
the  United  States,  to  abandon  the  attempt  to  carry  on 
a  trade  with  the  colonies  of  belligerents  in  time  of  war, 
which  was  not  allowed  in  time  of  peace,  and  to  trust 
to  the  being  permitted,  by  the  French,  to  carry  on  such 
trade  in  peace,  so  as  to  entitle  them  to  a  continuance 
«»f  it  in  time  of  war." 

Is  there,  sir,  anything  in  this  explanation  that 
justifies  the  belief,  that  we  were  ^'willing  to  re- 

*  nounce,  during  the  present  war,  the  pretension 

*  of  carrying  on,  in  time  of  war,  M  trade  with 
'  the  enemies'  colonies,  from  which  we  were  ex- 
'  eluded  during  peace?"  So  far  from  it,  that  an 
intimation  is  given  of  an  expectation  that  the 
French  would  permit  us  to  carry  on  such  trade 


in  peace,  which  would  entitle  us  to  cootiooe  it  in 
time  of  war.  But,  in  order  that  no  doubt  sboold 
remain  upon  this  point,  Mr.  Erskine  feels  uo  hes- 
itation in  declaring  that  he  supposed  Mr.  GallatJQ 
alluded  to  the  trade  from  the  colonies  of  belliger- 
ents, direct  to  their  mother  country,  or  to  the 
ports  of  other  belligerents,  because  the  right  to 
such  trade  had  been^the  point  ill  dispute.  The 
right  to  carry  on  a  trade  from  the  coloDies  of  bel- 
ligerents, to  the  Unged  States  had  never  been 
called  in  question.  Yet,  by  the  second  coodiiioo 
of  the  despatch,  we  are  to  renounce  all  traden 
time  of  war,  and  we  are  told  that  this  has  beea 
proposed,  because  our  Government  were  wiliio^ 
to  assent  to  it.  The  fact  we  see  is  directly  the 
reverse.  These  conditions  were  required  to  be 
recognised  by  us  as  preliminaries  to  an  arTaDg^ 
ment,  and,  for  the  same  reason  as  before  urged, 
that  we  consented  to  do  so.  But  Mr.  Erskine, ia 
this  same  letter,  says : 

"  That  he  never  received  any  assurances  fh>m  the 
American  Government,  that  they  would  pledge  thca- 
selves  to  adopt  the  conditions  specified  in  Mr.  Cu- 
ning's  instructions,  as  preliminaries,  nor  did  he  etef 
hold  ont  such  an  expectation  to  His  Majesty*!  Gof- 
emment" 

He  would  not  dare  to  make  this  asseriioo,  if  it 
be  unfounded,  because  the  British  GroverDtnest, 
having  his  communications,  would  not  fail  to 
contradict  it,  if  incorrectly  stated.  We  have  seeo, 
then,  that,  as  to.  the  two  first  conditions,  oor  Got- 
ernment  had  never  consented  to  recogniie  the 
second  in  any  manner,  nor  either,  as  prelimiDi- 
ries ;  and  that,  Mr.  Erskine  had  so  stated  it  to  the 
British  Government. 

Now,  let  us  hear  what  he  says  about  the  third 
condition: 

**  As  to  the  third  condition  reforred  toby  yoQ,fpe» 
fied  in  Mr.  Canning's  instructions,  I  have  oolj  to  n- 
mark,  that  I  never  held  any  conversation  irith  the 
members  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States  rIk- 
tive  to  it,  until  my  late  negotiation,  or  had  ever  laea- 
tioned  the  subject  to  His  ^fajesty's  Government;  it 
having,  for  the  first  time,  been  presented  to  my  con- 
sideration, in  Mr.  Canning's  despatch  to  me  of  th«  ^ 
of  January,  in  which  that,  idea  is  suggested,  and  ii 
stated  to  have  been  assented  to  by  Mr.  Pinkney." 

Sir,  the  history  of  this  third  condition  majr  be 
worthy  of  some  further  consideration,  for  the  pnr- 
pose  of  showing  the  ^^  spirit"  of  the  British  Mia* 
istry.  Mr.  Canning,  the  author  of  this  conditioo, 
first  proposes  it  to  Mr.  Pinkney  in  LondDD,  on 
the  22d  day  of  January  last,  and  Mr.  F'luiwr, 
so  far  from  assenting  to  it,  tells  him,  as  we  find 
by  his  letter  of  the  23d  of  June,  that  it  would 
never  be  admitted  into  a  stipulation;  yet,  Mr. 
Canning  tells  Mr.  Erskine  that  Mr.  Piokoey  had 
assented  to  it;   "and  he  flattered   himselt  ihit 

*  there  would  be  no  difficulty  in  obtaining  a  dis- 

*  tinct  and  official  recognition  of  these  coodiiioQi 

*  from  the  American  Government !"  But  let  QS 
see  what  Mr.  Canning  says  to  Mr.  Piokoey  upon 
this  point,  after  the  disavowal.  In  the  extract  of 
Mr.  Pinkney's  letter,  dated  the  23d  of  Juoe,  Mi. 
Pinkney  observes: 

«  Upon  the  third  conditioui  I  said  a  very  few  wordf* 
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[  restaled  what  I  had  thrown  oat  upon  the  matter  of 
it,  in  an  informal  converaation  in  January,  and  ex- 
preMed  my  regret  that  it  ihould  have  been  miaappre- 
tiended." 

**  Mr.  Canning  immediately  aaid  that  he  was  him- 
lelf  of  opinion,  that  the  idea  upon  which  that  condition 
tarns,  could  not  well  find  its  way  into  a  stipulation  ; 
that  he  had,  nevertheleaa,  belieTed  it  proper  to  propose 
the  condition  to  the  United  States ;  that  he  should  have 
been  satisfied  with  the  rejection  of  it.*' 

On  seeing  the  despatch  published,  as  it  was  by 
a  call  of  Parliament  in  Ma^,  Mr.  Ptniipey  could 
not  but  feel  surprised  to  nod  it  contained  such 
to  entire  miarepresentatioo  of  his  opinions  and 
conversations;  he  therefore  takes  occasion  to  ex- 
piess  his  rei^ret  that  he  should  have  been  mis- 
apprehended. 

Mr.  Canning  does  not  pretend  that  he  had  mis- 
onderstood  him,  or  that  Mr.  Pinkney  harl  ever 
assented  to  this  condition,  but  confirms  Mr.  Pink- 
ney's  statement,  by  saying  that  he  was  himself 
aware  that  this  condition  could  not  be  admitted 
into  a  stipulation,  and  he  was  willing  it  should 
be  rejected.    Yet,  sir,  the  despatch  requires  a  dis- 
tinct and  official  recognition  of  this  condition. 
And  there  we  are  told,  that  the  arrangement  was 
disavowed,  because  made  without  this  official  re- 
cognition.   But  Mr.  Pinkney  was  not  less  sur- 
prised at  the  statement  of  his  opinion,  than  were 
the  President  and  Secretaries  at  the  entire  mis- 
statement of  their  conversations  with  Mr.  Erskioe. 
Oo  seeing  the  despatch,  no  time  is  lost  in  calling 
open  Mr.  Brskine  for  an  explanation.    He  readily 
and  very  candidly  gives  it,  and  declares  that  he 
oever  had  communicated  to  the  British  Govern- 
ment such  con  versa  tiona  aa  were  stated  by  Mr. 
6.  Canning  in  the  despatch.    The  Secretary  of 
State  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  state  the 
substance  of  the  conversations  they  had  held  with 
Mr.  Erskineon  the  subject,  and  this  statement 
corresponds  with  that  which  Mr.  Erskine  tells  us 
he  made  to  his  Government.    We  then  discover 
a  misstatement  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Canning,  as 
respects  the  second  condition.    For  it  appears 
ihat  the  conversations  related  to  the  direct  trade, 
from  the  colonies  of  a  belligerent  to  the  mother 
coQQtry,  and  for  this  obvious  reason,  that  this 
was  the  point  in  dispute,  a  very  different  thing 
from  ^all  trade,"  which  is  mentioned  in  the  sec- 
ond condition.   But  let  us  recur  once  more  to  the 
extract  from  Mr.  Pinkney's  letter  of  the  23d  of 
Jape,  and  hear  what  Mr  Canning  says  upon  this 
polar.    Mr.  Pinkney,  after  reciting  the  very  con- 
clusive arguments  which  he  had  urged,  to  %how 
that  this  condition  was  of  no  importance  to  Great 
Britain,  adds,  as  follows : 

"  Mr.  Canning  admitted  that  the  second  condition 
had  no  necessary  connexion  with  the  Orders  in  Coun- 
cil; arid  he  intimated  that  they  would  have  been  con- 
tent to  leave  the  subject  of  it  to  future  discussion  and 
'ningement.  He  added,  that  this  condition  was  in- 
Krted  in  Mr.  Brskine's  instructions,  because  it  had 
appeared  from  his  own  report  of  conversations  with 
^cial  persons  at  Washington,  that  there  would  he  no 
luffieohy  in  agreeing  to  iu" 

The  leaaon  he  assigna  for  inserting  tliis  condi* 


tion,  is  equally  fallacious  and  unfounded^  as  that 
he  offers  for  inserting  the  third.  Both  of  which 
conditions,  he  admits^  are  of  no  importance  to 
Great  Britain  ;  the  third,  he  was  willing  should 
be  rejected ;  the  subject  of  the  second,  they  would 
have  been  content  to  leave  to  future  discussion 
and  arrangement.  Why,  then,  is  an  official  re^ 
cognition  of  these  conditions  required,  and  the  not 
obtaining  it  made  a  pretence  for  the  disavowal?* 
The  answer  is  obvious ;  we  had  yielded  our  re- 
strictive system,  and  Great  Britain  found  her  in- 
terest in  disavowing  the  arrangement,  and  she  is 
left  without  the  semblance  of  reason  or  argument, 
to  palliate  the  perfidious  act.  No  explanation  ia- 
attempted  to  be  given  to  our  Minister  in  Londoo.^ 
A  show  of  displeasure  is  manifested  at  the  con- 
duct of  Mr.  Erskine,  by  his  immediate  recall,  and 
a  mere  pretence  of  negotiating  with  us  is  kept 
up,  by  the  appointment  of  a  successor.  But, 
when  the  name  of  this  successor  was  known  here, 
there  was  but  little  ground  of  hope  that  the  object 
of  his  mission  was  to  negotiate  with  us.  But,  not- 
withstanding our  Groverninent  had,  after  the  disa- 
vowal, and  prior  to  the  arrival  of  Mr.  Jackson, 
seen  the  gross  attempt  of  Mr.  Canning^  to  render 
the  prominent  members  of- our  Admmistratioa 
the  authors  of  the  inadmissible  and  odious  con- 
ditions contained  in  the  despatch  to  Mr.  Brskine, 
and  after  the  rude  intimations  to  Mr.  Pinkney, 
that  this  new.Mioister  came  not  on  a  special  mis- 
sion; such  was  the  forbearance  of  our  Govern- 
ment, and  such  their  desire  for  an  honorable  ad- 
justment of  our  differences  with  that  nation,  that 
no  time  was  lost  in  receiving  and  accrediting  Mr. 
Jackson  as  the  successor  of  Mr.  Erskine. 

Having  given  an  honorable  reception  to  this 
Minister,  our  Government  had  a  right  to  expect 
that  he  would  assign  or  attempt  to  assign  some 
plausible,  at  least,  if  not  solid  and  satisfactory 
reasons,  for  His  Majesty's  disavowal  of  the  ar- 
rangement entered  into  with  Mr.  Erskine,  and 
that  he  would  propose  a  substitute.  Justice  and 
honor  required  that  Government  to  do  this  with 
frankness  and  promptitude.  That  this  should  be 
done,  was  not  only  expected,  but  made  a  point 
with  our  Government,  and  I  trust  and  believe 
that  it  will  be  made  a  point,  and  insisted  on  by 
the  people  of  this  country.  We  are  the  injured 
party,  and  Great  Britain  the  acknowledged  ag- 
gressor, admitting  we  are  entitled  to  reparation 
for  the  injuries  she  has  done  us,  making  an  agree- 
ment to  satisfy  us,  which  we  observe,  and  tulfil 
with  good  faith  on  our  part,  and  which  she  re- 
fuses to  perform.  Shall  we  not  demand  some 
explanation  of  her  conduct,  and  some  substitute 
for  the  agreement  she  has  violated  1  No  one  will 
say  this  is  unreasonable.  Our  attention  is  turned 
to  Mr.  Jackson,  as  the  organ  of  his  Government, 
who  is  to  cotnmunicate  to  us  this  explanation, 
and  to  offer  this  substitute.  But  how  egregiously 
are  we  disappointed !  Instead  of  explanations,  we 
meet  with  recrimination ;  instead  of  argument, 
abuse ;  instead  of  satisfaction  for  past  injuries,  we 
are  jeeringly  told  that  he  has  no  proposals  to  make. 
Finding  such  was  the  temper,  and  such  the  lan- 
guage, of  this  new  negotiator,  the  Secretary  of 
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43tate,  with  ^reat  propriety,  apprizes  him  that  his 
^ommuDications  mast  be  id  toe  written  form. 

And  now,  sir,  from  this  written  form,  which  is, 
I  am  confident,  without  a  precedent  or  parallel 
in  the  history  of  diplomacy,  it  is  not  very  diffi- 
•cult,  however  dJKagreeable  it  may  be,  to  discover 
that  the  sole  object  and  intent  of  Mr»  Jackson, 
was  to  insalt  the  American  Government.  A 
brief  examination  of  the  correspondence  will  war- 
rant this  assertion.  What  is  the  first  language 
we  find  in  his  first  letter  ?  Petulant  and  recrim- 
inating. Protesting  against  the  proceeding  of 
our  Qovernment,  as  unprecedented,  in  requiring 
his  communications  to  be  in  writing :  affecting 
to  view  *4t  as  a  violation,  in  his  person,  of  the 
most  essential  rights  of  a  public  Minister."  He 
approaches  the  subject  of  the  disavowal,  by  insin- 
uating that  our  Government,  from  a  knowledge 
of  the  circumstances  under  which  the  arrange- 
ment was  concluded,  could  have  expected  no 
other  result,  than  a  refusal,  on  the  part  Of  his  Gov- 
ernment, to  ratify  it.  His  language  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  is,  ^*  you  could  not  but  have  thought 
*  it  unreasonable  to  complain  of  the  disavowal  of 
'  an  act,  done  under  such  circumstances,  as  could 
'  only  lead  to  the  consequences  that  have  actually 
'  followed."  What  circumstances  ?  He  has  not 
mentioned  them.  Such  as  were  known  to  our 
Government — our  Government  knowing  the  basis 
upon  which  (he  arrangement  was  made,  had  no 
reason  to  expect  it  would  be  ratified,  and  there- 
fore are  to  be  made  parties  to  the  disavowal,  which 
excfudes  all  pretence  of  complaint.  And,  in  the 
same  letter,  page  32.  he  enters  into  a  train  of  rea- 
soning to  prove  that  his  position  was  correct.  He 
labors  to  establish  the  fact  so  material  to  his  pur- 
pose, thai  our  Government  knew  the  instructions 
under  which  Mr.  Erskine  acted.    For  he  says: 

**  Mr.  Erskine  then  reports,  fferbatim  et  BtrUUim^ 
your  observations  upon  each  of  the  three  conditions, 
and  the  reasons  which  induced  yon  to  think  that  othen 
might  be  subetiUited  in  lieu  of  them.  It  may  have  hfen 
concluded  between  you,  that  these  latter  wore  an  equi- 
valent for  the  original  conditions ;  but  the  very  act  of 
substitution  evidently  shows  that  those  original  condi- 
tions were,  in  fact,  very  explicitly  communicated  to 
yon,  and  by  vou,  of  course,  laid  before  the  President 
for  his  consideration." 

Here  we  see  Mr.  Jackson  assuming  premises, 
for  the  purpose  of  establishing  a  conclusion  that 
he  determines  to  make.  A  substitute  is  one,  act- 
ing for  another,  and,  without  attempting  to  show 
that  other  conditions  were  substituted,  he  pro- 
ceeds to  show  what  the  act  of  substitution  would 
grove ;  but  he  ought  first  to  show  this  acL  before 
e  draws  his  conclusions.  But  he  contents  him- 
self with  this  peculiar  mode  of  reasoning,  and 
declares — 

"  That  he  need  hardly  add,  that  the  diiSSsrence  be- 
tween these  conditions  and  those  contained  in  the  ar- 
rangement of  the  18th  and  19th  of  April,  is  sufficiently 
obvious,  to  require  no  elucidation ;  nor  need  I  (he  adds) 
draw  the  conclusion,  which  I  consider  as  admitted  by 
all  absence  of  complaint  on  the  part  of  the  American 
€loTernment,  viz :  that,  under  such  drcumstanees,  His 
Majesty  had  an  undoubted  and  incontrovertible  right 
to  disavow  the  act  of  his  Minister." 


Are  we  to  take  thia,  which  is  neither  rcasoa  aor 
argument,  hot  a  perversion  of  both,  as  a  satisfs^ 
tory  explanation  .of  the  disavowal  ?  No,  sir,  Mr. 
Jackson  seems  unwilling  to  leave  it  here.  Heii 
not  satisfied  with  his  own  conclusions,  bot  he  I 
proceeds  to  add,  in  page  33: 

'^  It  is  my  duty,  sir,  solemnly  to  dedare  to  yon,  inJ, 
throni^  you,  to  the  President,  that  the  desp^ch  froa 
Mr.  Csnning  to  Mr.  Ciskine,  which  yon  have  made  tU 
basis  of  an  official  coirespondence  with  the  latter  Min- 
ister, and  which  was  read  by  the  former  to  the  Anwii- 
csn  Minister  in  Loudon,  u  the  only  despatch  bywhid 
the  conditions  were  prescribed  to  Mr.  Erskine  for  tfai 
conclusion  of  an  arrangement  with  this  country,  on  tb 
matter  to  which  it  relates.'* 

Here  Mr.  Jackson  adroitly  substitutes  for  tbe 
three  conditions,  the  ^^  despatch,"  which  contained 
the  instructions  and  conditions,  and  tells  the  Sec- 
retary of  State,  and,  "through  him^  the  Presi- 
dent,^' that  ^^you,"  intending  tbe  President  aod 
Secretary  of  state,  have  made  that  detptOck  liic 
basis  (»f  the  arrangement  with  Mr.  Erskine.  It 
is  his  duty,  he  says,  to  make  thia  declaration.  If 
it  was  his  duty,  it  could  only  be  so,  becaose  be 
was  so  instructed.  And,  i(  will  be  remembered. 
that  Mr.  Canning  informed  Mr.  Pinkney,  that  the 
successor  of  Mr.  Erskine  would  be  charged  witi 
"observations"  to  our  Government,  upon  this 
point.  Here,  then,  we  have  the  observatioDs  be 
IS  instructed  to  make.  In  the  next  paragraph  of 
this  letter,  he  proceeds  to  say  to  the  Secreurj  of 
State : 

**  If  sir,  it  be  your  intention  to  state  that  no  expln- 
ation  whatever  has  been  given  to  the  American  Gov> 
ernraent,  of  the  reasons  which  indnoed  His  Msjotfto 
disavow  the  act  of  my  predeoessor,  I  must,  in  that  cs«, 
observe  that,  in  the  instructions  convoying  to  him  Hii 
Majesty's  intentions,  those  reasons  were  veiy  foUyasd 
forcibly  stated ;  and  if  he  has  nol  transmitted  them  to 
you,  I  can  only  attribute  it  to  the  peculiar  delicacjiiid 
embarrassment  of  his  situation,  and  be  might  the  moic 
reasonably  be  led  to  that  reliance  on  it,  as  a  foil  sod 
ample  communication  was  also  made  upon  the  sob- 
ject,  by  His  Majesty's  Secretary  of  State  for  Fordga 
Affiiin,  to  Mr.  Pinkney." 

Let  us,  for  a  moment,  look  at  the  prevarication 
to  which  the  British  Ministers  resort.  Upon  the 
disavowal  being  made,  Mr.  Pinkney  is  ioformed, 
by  Mr.  Canning,  that  an  explanation  will  begirea 
by  tbe  successor  of  Mr.  Erskine.  This  successor 
tells  our  Government,  that  Mr.  Erskine  was  in- 
structed to  explain  ;  aod  if  he  has  not,  it  was  be- 
cause a  "  full  and  ample"  communicatioo  wis 
made  upon  the  subject  by  His  Majesty's  Secre- 
tary for  Foreign  Affairs,  to  Mr.  Pinkney.  Id  Loo- 
don  we  are  referred  to  Washington,  and  here  we 
are  directed  to  London,  for  the  explanatioa  or 
reasons  of  this  disavowal. 

Mr.  Jackson,  in  page  34^  continues: 

**  As  to  the  expectation  entertained  here,  that  the 
explanation  of  His  Majesty's  share  in  this  traasseaon 
should  be  made  through  me,  I  might  content  mjaeif 
with  simply  observing,  thst  I  was  not  provided  wiib 
instructions  to  that  effect,  because  it  was  known  that 
the  explanation  in  question  had.  already  been  grren." 

I     And  in  page  35,  th«  sane  lettor  adda: 
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**  I  tty  this,  in  r«gud  to  thft  origiBAl  notificAtioii  of 
E»  Majeslj*8  determinatiMi,  uid  of  the  motivM  of  it, 
which,  being  elreedj  mede,  it  could  not  he  rapposed, 
in  London,  thst  a  repetition  of  them  woald  be  expected 
from  me ;  and,  c»f  conne,  no  endt  case  hat  been  Ibre- 
•een  in  mj  instnictione." 

Is  DOt  this  an  attempt  to  shuffle  the  qoeetion  out 
of  si^ht  ?    First,  we  ar\e  told,  that,  as  we  knew 
Mr.  Erskine's  instructions  did  not  authorize  the 
arrangement,  no  explanation  of  the  disavowal 
would  be  given;  then,  it  is  said,  this  explanation 
has  been  already  ^iven,  and  a  repetition  could 
QOt  be  expected.    But,  let  lis  pursue  Mr.  Jackson 
apoD  this  point,  until  bequita  it,  and  see  if  we 
caa  discover  anything  hut  a  disposition  to  perse- 
vere in  insolence  towards  our  Government.    The 
Secretary  of  State,  in  his  lettej:  of  the  19lh  of 
October,  addressed  to  Mr^,  Jackson,  informs  him, 
that  the  President  expectCNl  a  formal  and  satisfac- 
torjr  explanation  of  the  reasons  for  the  refusal  of 
His  Britannic  Majesty  to  carry  the  arrangement. 
made  with  Mr.  Erskine,  into  effect;  and  that  be 
persisted  in  that  expectation,  and,  in  the  opinion, 
tiiat  there  had  been  given  no. explanation,  which 
coald  be  deemed  adequate,  either  as  to  the  mat- 
ter or  the  mode.    Mr.  Smith  assures  him,  in  this 
letter,  page  47,  that  the  declaration,  '<  that  the 
'  despatch  from  Mr.  Canning  to  Mr.  Erskine^  of 
'the  23d  of  January,  is  the  only  despatch  by 
'  which  the  conditions  were  prescribed  to  Mr.  Ers- 
'  kine  for  the  conclusion  of  an  arrangement  on 
'  the  matter  to  which  it  relates,"  was  then^  for 
the  first  tioQe,  made  to  this  Qovernment.    And 
^  that,  if  that  despatch  had  been  communicated 
*  at  the  time  of  the  arrangement, or  if  it  had  been 
'  knowQ  that  the  propositions  contained  in  it.  and 
'which  were  at  first  presented  hy  Mr.  Erskine, 
'  were  the  only  ones  on  which  he  was  authorized 
[  to  make  an  arrangement,  the  arrangement  would 
'not  have  been  made."    This  declaration  expli- 
citly negatives  the  fact,  which  Mr.  Jackson  had 
attempted  to  affirm  by  inference,  that  the  "in* 
structions"  under  which  Mr.  Erskine  made  the 
arrangement,  were  known  to  our  Qovernment. 
The  Secretary  of  State  then  proceeds  to  say,  page 
fifty-four : 

'*  I  conclude,  sir,  with  pressing  on  your  candid  at- 
tention, that  the  least  which  the  Freaident  could  have 
looked  for,  in  consequence  of  the  disavowal  of  a' trans- 
action, such  as  was  concluded  by  your  predecessor,  and 
ctrried  faithfully  into  efiect  by  Uiis  Govemment,  was 
ui  eiplanation  from  yours  of  the  disaTOwal,  not  through 
the  Miniater  disavowed,  but  through  his  auccessor ;  an 
explanation,  founded  on  reasons  strong  and  solid  in 
themselYes,  and  presented  neither  Teibally  nor  vague- 
ly, but  in  a  form  comporting  with  the  occasion,  and 
^th  the  respect  due  to  the  character  and  the  good 
£uth  of  the  dttappointed  party." 

Now,  let  us  see,  sir,  how  Mr.  Jackson  answers 
this.  In  his  letter,  of  the  23d  of  October,  addressed 
to  the  Secretarv  of  State,  he  first  observes,  page 
^,  that  he  shall,  **  without  loss  of  time,  transmit 
'  Mr.  Smith's  letter  lo  his  Court,  where  the  va- 
^  rious  and  important  eonsiderations  which  it  em- 
braces, will  receive  the  attention  due  to  them." 
rasing  over  this  paragraph,  With  one  remark, 


that  it  is  a  declaration  incompatible  with  the  idea, 
that  he  who  makes  it  has  full  power  to  treat.  I 
will  proeeed  to  what  Mr.  Jackson  adds,  upon  the 
point  of  explanation : 

**  It  could  not  enter  into  my  view,  to  withhold  from 
yon  an  explanation,  merely  beicause  it  had  been  already 
given,  but  because,  having  been  so  given,  I  could  not 
imagine,  until  informed  by  you,  that  a  repetition  of  it 
would  be  required  at  my  Iwnda.  I  am  quite  certain 
that  Hie  Majesty's  Gkyvernraent,  having  complied  with 
what  was  considered  to  be  the  substantial  duty  imposed 
upon  it  on  this  occasion  would,  had  this  been  foreseen, 
have  added  to  the  prooft  of  conciliatory  good  faith  al- 
ready manifested,  the  farther  complacency  to  the  wishes 
of  the  United  Stetes  of  adopting  the  form  of  communi* 
cation  most  agreeable  to  them,  and  of  giving,  through 
me,  the  explanation  in  question.  I  have,  therefore,  no 
hesitation  in  informing  you,  that  His  Majesty. was 
pleased  to  disavow  the  agreement  conctuded  between 
you  and  Mr.  firskine,  because  it  was  concluded  in  vi- 
olation of  that  gentleman's  instructions,  and  altogether 
without  authority  to  subscribe  to  the  terms  of  it  These 
instructions,  I  now  understend  by  your  letter,  as  well 
as  from  the  obvious  deduction  which  I  took  the  liberty 
of  making  in  mine  of  the  11th  ijtisUnt,  were,  at  the 
time,  in  substance,  made  known  to  you ;  no  stronger 
illustration,  therefore,  can  be  given  of  the  deviation 
from  them  which  occurred,  than  by  a  reference  to  the 
terms  of  your  agreement." 

Mr.  Jackson  here  more  explicitly  declares  what 
he  had  before,  in  a  circumlocutory^  manner,  insin- 
uated ;  not  barely  that  Mr.  Erskine  bad  violated 
his  instructions,  which  was  a  question  between 
himself  and  his  Goverumeut,  and  not  a  sufficient 
reason  for  the  disavowal,  but  that  these  instruc- 
tions were  known  at  the  time  of  the  arrangement 
by  our  Government.  If  Mr.  Jackson  did  not  vio- 
late the  rules  of  diplomatic  decorum,  when  he  first 
made  this  insinuation,  he  is  without  excuse  for 
his  diplomatic  rudeness,  in  presenting  it  in  the 
more  serious  form  of  assertion,  after  he  was  in- 
formed by  our  Government  tnat  Mr.  Er^kioe's 
instructions  were  not  known  here.  But  we  have 
not  yet  reached  the  end  of  the  correspondence 
upon  this  point.  In  the  letter  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  to  Mr.  Jackson,  dated  1st  November,  page 
66,  he  remarks — 

"  I  abstain,  sir,  from  making  any  particular  animad- 
versions on  several  irrelevant  and  improper  allusions 
in.  your  letter,  not  at  all  comporting  with  the  professed 
disposition  to  adjust,  in  an  amicable  manner,  tne  difler- 
ences  unhappily  subsisting  between  the  two  countries. 
But  it  would  be  improper  to  conclude  the  few  observa- 
tions to  which  I  purposely  limit  myself,  without  advert- 
ing to  your  repetition  of  a  language  implying  knowl- 
edge, on  the  part  of  this  Government,  that  the  instruc- 
tions of  your  predecessor  did  not  authorize  the  arrange- 
ment formed  by  him.  After  the  explicit  and  peremptory 
assertion  that  this  Government  had  no  such  knowledge, 
and  that,  with  such  knowledge,  no  such  arrangement 
would  have  been  entered  into,  the  view  which  you  have 
again  preaented  of  the  subject,  makes  it  my  duty  to 
apprise  you  that  such  insinuations  are  inadmisftble  in 
the  intercourse  of  a  foreign  Minister  with  a  Govern- 
ment that  understands  what  it  owes  to  itself." 

A  language,  mild,  dignified,  and  forbearlDg. 
evincing  a  sincerity  for  negotiation,  and  a  pfttieiut 
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perseverance,  not  to  be  exhausted  even  by  sneers 
and  sarcasms,  unless  they  conveyed  the  direct  and 
detestable  charge  of  falsehood.  Is  this  met  with 
a  corresponding  conciliatory  disposition,  on  the 
part  of  the  British  negotiator  ?  No.  sir.  And  I 
regret  that  the  answer  is  so  obvious  and  conclusive 
in  the  negative.  In  the  conclusion  of  his  letter, 
addressed  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  dated  4th 
November,  page  72,  we  find  him  obstinately  per- 
severing in  his  offensive  insinuations  and  un- 
founded assertions.  His  own  language  is  the  best 
evidence  of  his  fixed  determination  to  treat  our 
Government  with  insolence.    It  is  as  follows : 

'*  You  will  find  that,  in  mj  correspondence  with  you* 
I  have  carefully  avoided  drawing  conclusions  that  did 
not  necessarily  follow,  from  the  premises  advanced  by 
me,  and,  least  of  all,  should  I  think  of  uttering  an  insin- 
uation, where  I  was  unable  to  substantiate  a  fact  To 
facta,  such  as  I  have  become  acquainted  with  them,  I 
have  scrupulously  adhered ;  and,  in  so  doing,  t  must 
continue,  whenever  the  good  faith  of  His  Majesty's 
Government  is  called  in  question,  to  vindicate  its  honor 
and  dignity  in  the  manner  that  appears  to  me  best  cal- 
culated for  that  purpose." 

He  avows,  that  the  conclusions  he  had  drawn 
were  correct,  that  his  insinuations  could  be  sub- 
stantiated by  facta,  and  that  he  should  adhere  to 
the  assertions  he  had  made.  This  is  his  meaning, 
for,  in  the  preceding  paragraph,  he  says:  "But, 
'  as  to  the  propriety  of  my  allusions,  you  must 

*  allow  me  to  acknowledge  only  the  decision  of 

*  my  own  Sovereign,  whose  commands  I  obey, 
^  and  to  whom  alone  I  consider  myself  responsi- 
'  ble."  What  language,  sir,  could  be  more  inso- 
lent and  affronting  than  this?  It  contains,  not 
only  an  insinuation,  but  a  reiteration,  of  the  de- 
testable charge,  that  our  Government  were  guilty 
of  a  falsehood.  If  the  Executive  had  continued 
the  correspondence  after  this,  it  would  have  de- 
graded itself  and  the  country. 

There,  then,  remained  no  other  course  to  be 
pursued  more  proper  than  the  one  taken  by  the 
kxecutive,  to  refuse  to  receive  any  further  com- 
munications from  the  Minister,  and  inform  his 
Government  of  his  offensive  conduct.  This  course 
I  approve.  This  part  of  the  resolution  has  my 
approbation. 

If,  sir,  there  would  remain  any  doubt,  after  ex- 
amining those  parts  of  the  correspondence  which 
I  have  already  noticed,  that  Mr.  Jackson  has  in- 
sulted our  Government,  and  that  he  designed  so 
to  do,  I  would  ask  the  attention  of  the  Commit- 
tee to  what  he  says  respecting  the  Orders  in 
Council,  the  affair  of  the  Chesapeake,  and  the 
object  of  his  mission  to  this  Government.  These 
are  subjects  of  importance,  of  great  moment,  and 
interest  to  the  country,  subjects  to  which  the  .at- 
tention of  the  nation  is  at  present  directed.  I 
may,  therefore,  sir,  be  excused,  in  turning  again 
to  the  correspondence,  to  hear  what  this  new 
Minister  has  to  say  in  relation  to  them. 

In  the  tetter  of  Mr.  Jackson  of  the  11th  of 
October,  page  38,  of  the  printed  documents,  we 
find  a  paragraph,  touching  the  Orders  in  Coun- 
cil, which  cannot,  I  think,  be  mistaken.  It  is  in 
tkke  following  words : 


"  The  effect  of  this  new  order  is  to  relieve  the  sys- 
tem under  whidi  the  former  orders  were  inued,  from 
that  which  has  always  been  represented  in  this  coon- 
try  as  the  most  objectionable  and  offensive  part  of  it, 
the  option  given  to  neutralit  to  trade  with  the  enemiei 
of  Great  Britain  through  British  ports  on  payment  of 
a  transit  duty.  This  was  originally  deviied  and  in- 
tended OS  a  mitigation  of  what  is  certsdnl  v  more  cor- 
rect but  more  rigid  in  principle,  the  total  and  unqusli- 
fied  interdiction  of  all  trade  with  the  enemy.  C, 
however,  this  mitigation  was  felt  as  an  aggrsTstbo, 
and,  as  has  been  sometimes  warmly  asserted,  as  ta 
insult,  that  cause  of  complaint  is  now  entirely  re- 
moved. By  the  Order  in  Council  of  the  36th  of 
April,  1609,  all  trade  with  France  and  Holland,  and 
the  ports  of  Italy,  comprehended  under  the  denomma- 
tion  of  the  Kingdom  of  Italy,  is  simply  prohibited  al- 
together. No  option  is  afibrded,  and  consequently  do 
transit  duty  is  required  to  be  paid.  In  another  respect, 
the  Order  in  Council  of  the  26th  of  April  roust  be  ad- 
mitted to  he  more  restriotive  than  these  of  November, 
1807." 

Sir,  let  me  now  ask,  if  in  this  paragraph  of 
studied,  labored  invective,  it  is  possible  foraoy 
one  who  understands  the  English  langasge  to 
perceive  anything  but  insoltl  What,  sir,  after 
this  country  bad  suffered  so  much  by  these  orders, 
and  complained  so  loudlv  against  them,  because 
they  excluded  a  portion  or  our  trade,  and  shackled 
the  remainder  with  a  transit  duty!  are  we  to  be 
told,  that  we  are  relieved  by  *^  simply  prohibiiiog 
the  trade  altogether?"  Not  only  told  thi5,bm 
required  to  receive  the  declaration  as  the  unei- 
ceptionable  language  of  friendly  negotiation! 
No,  sir,  this  is  too  much.  The  Executive  woold 
have  been  justified,  I  have  no  doubt,  by  the  peo- 
ple, if  it  had  peremptorily  refused  to  receive  aoy 
further  communications  than  this  first  letter  frooi 
Mr.  Jackson.  That  it  did  not  so  refuse,  is  oolf 
to  be  attributed  tg  the  sincere  and  strong  desire 
of  the  Government,  to  have  an  amicable  adjust* 
ment  of  our  differences  with  England. 

By  adverting  to  the  preceding  part  of  this  let- 
ter, in  which  Mr.  Jackson  mentions  the  affair  of 
the  Chesapeake,  we  find  he  is  not  instructed  to 
make  reparation  for  that  outrage,  hut  upon  terms 
that  would  be  humiliating  and  disgraceful  to  (bis 
country.  Our  Government  is  required  formally 
to  revoKe  the  proclamation,  which  has  long  sioce 
been  done  away,  to  stipulate,  in  fact,  to  purchase 
the  proffered  reparation.  The  seamen  to  be  re- 
stored must  not  oe  either  natural  born  subjects  of 
His  Majesty,  or  deserters  from  His  Majesty's 
service. 

Weil,  sir,  as  they  were  claimed,  and  forcibly 
taken  as  natural  born  subjects  or  deserters,  of 
course,  by  the  terms  of  this  stipulation,  none 
would  be  restored.  We  are  required,  after  this 
length  of  time  haa  passed,  now  to  receire  that 
sort  of  reparation  which  goes  directly  to  justify 
the  attack. 

When  we  look  for  the  object  of  Mr.  Jack.Ws 
mission,  we  find  throughout  all  his  letters,  I  need 
not  refer  to  any  in  particular,  that  he  has  no  sub- 
stitute to  propose  for  the  arrangement  made  wita 
Mr.  Erskine,  fulfilled  by  oar  Government  m 
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Tiobted  by  his;  that  he  has  do  proposals  to  make 
us,  which  might  lead  to  a  treaty ;  he  is  only  au- 
thorized to  receive  and  discuss  proposals.  We 
must  be  thus  placed  in  the  attitude  ol  the  offend* 
ing  oatioD.  Is  this  to  be  eodured?  Sir,  after 
the  many  injuries  we  have  suffered,  are  we  to 
acknowledge  ourselves  in  the  wrong,  subscribe  to 
a  falsehood,  by  offering  proposals  of  redress  to 
the  offender?  Such  disgrace  is  without  prece- 
dent in  the  annals  of  diplomacy.  And  nothing 
but  the  spirit  of  insolence  would  have  induced 
the  British  Minister  to  make  such  intimations  to 
the  American  Government.  How  would  the 
British  Government  have  met  such  treatment 
from  our  Minister?  Suppose  we  had  murdered 
a  few  of  His  M^jesty^s  subjects,  seized  and  con- 
fined four  or  five  thousand  more,  obstructed  the 
navigatioD  of  the  river  St.  Lawrence,  plundered 
their  property  to  the  amount  of  fifty  or  sixty 
millions  of  dollars,  of  which  His  Majesty  com- 
plained ;  entered  into  an  arrangement  for  making 
reparation,  which  he  observed  with  good  faith, 
but  which  we  bad  perfidiouslv  violated ;  and  after 
all  this,  seat  a  Minister  to  tell  that  nation  that  he 
bad  no  proposals  to  make,  that  his  instructions 
were  '^prospective,"  and  to  charge  their  Ministry 
with  falsehood  ?  The  Minister  who  should  thus 
trifle  with  that  Government,  would  be  instantly 
dismissed,  if  not  ordered  to  leave  the  country. 

Why  disavow  the  arrangement  so  far  as  it  re- 
lates to  the  affair  of  the  Chesapeake?    It  is  not 
denied  but  Mr.  Erskine  acted  in  pursuance  of  his 
authority  upon  this  point.    And  when  we  are 
told  that  be  violated  his  instructions,  that  reason 
does  not  apply  to  this  part  of  the  case,  if  it  were 
admissible.    The  cause  of  the  disavowal  is  to  be 
foQDd  only  in  the  monopolizing  system  of  that 
Government.    That  system,  which  Mr.  Jackson 
tells  us,  was  *'  deliberately  adopted  and  acted  upon, 
'in  just  and  necessary  retaliation  of  the  unpre- 
*  cedeotpd  modes  of  hostility  resorted  to  by  the 
'enemy."    A  system,  justified  only  by  the  pre- 
tence, that  it  is,  "  to  set  bounds  to  that  spirit  of 
eocroachment   and    universal  dominion  which 
would  bend  all  things  to  its  own  standard."    But, 
sir,  we  are  not  to  be  told  at  this  day,  that  the  ob- 
ject of  the  present  war  on  the  part  of  Great 
Britain,  is  resistance  to  the  spirit  of  encroach- 
ment.   It  is  a  contest  for  cdmmercial  profits. 
Suppose  we  were  to  declare  war  against  the  Dey 
of  Algiers  because  his  subjects  would  not  ex- 
change their  present  form  of  Government  for  one 
like  ours.    Gould  we  expect  to  be  justified  in  the 
eyes  of  the  world,  in  appealing  to  the  necessity 
of  this  war  as  an  excuse  for  violating  the  rights 
9l  Other  nations?    No.  sir,  the  pretence  would 
be  insolent,  especially  when  offered  to  the  in- 
jured.   Yet  we  are  required  to  take  this  as  a  sat- 
isfactory reason  for  British  blockades.  Orders  in 
Council,  and  depredations  upon  our  property  I 

Sir,  if  further  evidence  would  be  necessary  to 
prove  the  insolence  of  this  Minister  to  our  Gov- 
^oment,  it  is  to  be  found  in  his  letters  delivered 
by  Mr.  Oakley  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  dated 
the  13th  of  November.  In  the  first  of  these  notes, 
Mr.  Oakley  is  desired  to  state  to  the  Secretary  of 


State  **that  Mr.  Jackson  had  been  grossly  insulted 
by  the  inhabitants  of  Hampton,  in  the  abusive 
language  held  by  some  of  them  to  several  officers 
bearing  the  King's  uniform,"  that  special  pass- 
ports were  indispensable  to  his  safety.  ^^  that  this 
was  the  more  necessary,  because  the  language  of 
our  newspapers  had  a  tendency  to  excite  the  peo- 
ple to  commit  violence  upon  his  person."  Not 
satiisfied  with  the  insolence  he  had  offered  to  the 
Executive,  he  extends  it  to  the  people.  Such  is 
the  barbarous  state  of  American  manners,  that 
he  shall  be  destroyed  by  the  hand  of  violence, 
unless  the  Government  extends  to  him  their  spe- 
cial protection  !  The  object  of  the  next  note  is  to 
reiterate  the  offensive  charge  "for  which  he  had 
been  dismissed."  '^  He  bad  seen  with  much  re- 
*  gret  that  facts  which  it  bad  been  bis  duty  to 
^  state,  had  been  deemed  a  sufficient  motive  for 
^  breaking  off  an  important  negotiation."  The 
term  "facts"  is  selected,  and  several  times  re* 
peated  in  this  note,  for  the  purpose  of  repeating 
the  insult  to  the  Government.  The  plain  £n- 
fflish  of  this  note  is,  if  you  are  offended  at  what 
Mr.  Jackson  has  said,  he  now  repeats  the  asser- 
tions in  the  strongest  terms  the  language  affords! 
And  yet,  sir,  do.  we  hear  gentlemen  declare,  that 
they  cannot  perceive  any  insult  in  all  this!  And 
they  call  upon  us  to  prove  the  charge  contained 
in  the  resolution. 

Sir,  if  more  evidence  be  necessary,  it  is  to  be 
found  in  the  letter  headed  "  Circular,"  which,  un* 
der  false  and  fallacious  disguises,  is  an  appeal  to 
the  people,  and  supports  the  assertion  contained 
in  the  resolution.  And  this  is  a  part  of  that  Min- 
ister's conduct,  upon  which  the  Executive  has 
expressed  no  opinion,  and  upon  which  I  think 
this  House  bound  by  the  duty  we  owe  to  our- 
selves and  our  country,  to  express  an  opinion* 
An  appeal  by  a  foreign  Minister,  from  the  decia* 
ion  of  the  Executive,  to  the  people,  merits  the 
severest  reprehension.  If  this  be  not  an  appeal 
to  the  people,  what  is  it  ?  Is  it  the  usual  course 
of  diplomacy  for  Ministers  to  inform  Consuls  of 
the  particulars  relating  to  their  attempts  at  nego- 
tiation, and  authorize  the  publication  of  such  m- 
formation  ?  No,  sir.  It  is  unprecedented.  This 
publication  could  not  be  with  this  view,  because 
the  statement  it  contains  is  both  "false  and  falla- 
cious." It  is  false,  in  asserting  that  the  nego- 
tiation was  broken  off,  because  he  had  stated 
facts.  It  is  fallacious,  in  holding  out  the  idea, 
that  our  Government  were  offended  at  his  stating^ 
first, "that  the  three  conditions  forming  the  sub- 
stance of  Mr.  Erskine's  original  instructions  were 
submitted  to  the  Secretary  of  State."  Secondly, 
that  Mr.  Jackson  knew,  that  that  instruction  was 
the  only  one  iu  which  the  conditions  were  pre- 
scribed to  Mr.  Erskine.  Our  Government  did 
not  dismiss  him  for  stating  these  facts ;  but  for 
repeating,  after  he  was  apprized  that  the  jdeclara- 
tion  was  inadmissible,  that  our  Government  knew 
that  the  despatch  of  the  23d  of  January  con- 
tained the  only  instruction  to  Mr.  Erskine  under 
which  he  made  the  arrangement.  A  very  differ- 
ent thing  from  the  declaration,  that  Mr.  Jackson 
knew  it  contained  the  only  instructions.    Yet,  he 
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says,  he  could  not  imagriae  that  offence  would  he 
taiceD  at  his  stating  these  facts,  and  adhering  to 
them,  as  none  could  be  intended.  Attempting,  under 
this  false  and  fallacious  statement,  to  make  an 
impression  upon  the  American  people,  that  our 
Government  were  offended  and  had  broken  off 
an  important  negotiation  without  cause.  An  act 
of  atrocity,  for  which,  I  think,  he  should  be  or- 
dered out  of  thd  country. 

Sir.  I  have  now  waded  through  the  correspond- 
ence of  this  "  important  negotiation,''  in  which  we 
have  seen  everything  but  a  disposition  to  treat 
with  our  Government  upon  any  of  the  points  in 
relation  between  the  two  countries.  The  whole 
of  Mr.  J.'s  conduct,  from  his  first  letter  to  the 
end  of  his  circular  appeal  to  the  people,  is  irrita- 
ting and  insolent.  Are  we,  then,  silently  to  sub- 
mit to  be  thus  trifled  with,  and  treated  with  con- 
tempt? fhe  British  plunder  your  property, 
blockade  your  markets,  hover  in  your  waters,  at- 
tack your  national  ships,  murder  a  part  of  the 
men  and  capture  others;  impress  your  fetlow- 
cilizeos,  disavow  their  solemn  engagements,  and 
send  a  Minister  to  insult  your  Government,  and 
then  appeal  to  the  people  to  justify  him,  and  Con- 
gress pass  all  this  over  in  silence !  Sir,  I  trust 
the  spirit  of  the  nation  is  not  yet  so  low.  If  it 
is,  well  may  we  exclaim.  '*  How  are  the  mighty 
fallen  !"  The  genius  of  liberty  has  fled  from  the 
country,  and  the  spirit  of  patriotism  forsaken  the 
nation. 

No,  sir,  our  pacific  policy  has  at  length  brought 
us  to  the  '*ne  plus  uUra^^  to  the  utmost  point  of 
forbearance.  We  have,  while  negotiating  with 
that  nation,  been  plundered  of  more  property 
than  would  maintain  a  war,  that  should  avenge 
our  wrongs.  Our  attention,  by  repeated  aggres- 
sions, is  drawn  from  former  injuries,  and  in  cbn- 
tempiating  the  present  we  seem  to  have  forgotten 
the  past.  But,  sir,  will  you  forget  the  sufferings 
of  your  captured  seamen?  Your  seamen,  whose 
constancy,  whose  valor,  and  whose  enterprise,  are 
themes  of  just  and  patriotic  exultation  to  every 
American,  and  afford  a  subject  of  admiration  to 
the  world,  call  upon  you  for  relief  and  protection. 
They  are  not  only  captured  and  imprisoned,  but 
have  been  murdered,  their  blood  has  tinged  your 
waves,  while  they  have  been  engaged  in  the  ser- 
vice of  their  country^  and  reposing  their  confi- 
dence in  the  protection  of  their  Government. 
These  wrongs  are  neither  redressed,  nor  avenged. 
We  are  amused  from  year  to  year  with  new  Min- 
isters, and  new  documents,  but  reparation  is  nei- 
ther made  or  promised.  Sir,  we  have  had  enough 
of  this,  enough  of  tl^ese  documents  almost  to  make 
a  shroud  for  our  national  sovereignty.  If  we  are 
to  get  nothing  better,  let  thesie  be  converted  into 
cartridges,  to  assert  our  rights  and  avenge  the 
injuries  we  have  suffered.'  And  I  confess,  sir, 
that  the  prospect  before  us  seems  to  promise  no 
alternative,  but  degrading  submission  or  manly 
resistance.  We  have  made  an  attempt  to  resist 
by  a  restrictive  system,  which  failed  in  its  object, 
for  want  of  union  and  energy.  We  have  seen 
that  measure  opposed  by  legislative  resolves, 
tending  to  invite  insurrection  and  legalize  rebeii- 


ioD  ;  by  processions  and  the  toUiog  of  bells,  for 
the  loss  of  liberty,  under  the  pretence  of  support- 
ing  the  Constitution.  But  rebellion  and  tretfoa 
are  always  undertaken  with  patriotic  pretences. 

«  Did  not  great  Jnlins  bleed  ibr  jnstioe'  nkel 
What  villain  touched  his  body  that  diid  stab, 
And  not  for  jostioe  t" 
While  upon  this  subject,  let  me  refer  gentle- 
men to  the  doctrines  they  preached  ten  yean  ago. 
I  will  turn  to  the  Journals  of  the  first  session  of 
the  sixth  Congress,  and  read  an  extract  from  u 
answer  presented  by  this  House  to  the  Presi- 
dent's speech.    It  is  as  follows:  ^  That  any  por- 
'  tion  of  the  people  of  America  ahould  permit 
'  themselves,  amidst  such  numerons  blessings,  to 
'  be  seduced  by  the  arts  and  misrepreseotatiooi 
'  of  designing  men  into  an  open  resistance  of  a 
^  law  of  the  United  States,  cannot  be  heard  wiik- 
'  out  deep  and  serious  reeret ;  under  a  Constitutios 

<  where  the  public  buruens  can  only  be  imposed 
'  by  the  people  themselves,  for  their  own  benefit, 
'  and  to  promote  their  own  objects,  a  hope  might 
^  well  have  been  indulged,  that  the  general  inle^ 
'  est  would  have  been  too  well  understood,  aod 

<  the  general  welfare  too  highly  prized,  to  have 
'  produced  in  any  of  our  citizeds  a  disposition  to 

<  nazard  so  much  felicitv  by  the  crinitnal  effort  of 
^  a  part  to  oppose  with  lawless  violence  the  will 
'  of^the  whole."  This,  sir,  is  sound  doctrine;  it 
should  have  been  enforced  in  1908,  upon  those 
who  advocated  it  in  1799? 

Our  divisions  among  ourselves,  and  our  opposi- 
tion to  onr  own  laws,  are  magnified  to  our  rivals 
and  our  enemies.  It  was  triumphantly  said  ia 
England,  that  America  was  in  a  state  of  iosor* 
rection,  resisting  the  operation  of  Ihetrowniaws. 
There  was  too  much  truth  in  the  assertion.  Yoi 
suffered  the  harmless  rattle-box  of  opposition  to 
assume  the  power  of  thunder,  to  eanse  yoor 
Government  to  tremble,  and  to  break  up  yoor 
great  system  of  national  measures.  The  storm 
is  passed.  It  should  have  been  braved.  Yoa 
ought  to  have  made  the  experiment,  and  to  bare 
demonstrated  to  the  world  that  your  Gkivernmeot 
has  energy  sufficient  to  make  its  lawa  respected. 
Nineteen-twentieths  of  the  people  woirid  have 
supported  you.  Bdt  such  was  the  apparent  eoa- 
dition  of  the  ship  of  State,  swinging  from  her 
moorings,  that  neighboring  vessels  hauled  off  to 
gaze  at  her  distress. 

Hence  the  disavowal  of  Mr.  Brskine's  arraage- 
ment.  His  instructions  were  calculated  for  ibe 
meridian  of  the  embargo.  But,  before  the  iotel- 
ligence  of  his  arrangement  reached  his  Govern- 
ment, they  were  informed  that  we  had  receded 
from  the  patriotic  stand,  which  had  induced  them 
to  approach  us  with  offers fornegotiatioo.  These 
considerations  admonish  us  of  the  necessity  of 
union  and  energy  among  ourselves ;  and  I  bad 
hoped  they  would  have  produced  an  unanimoos 
vote  upon  the  resolution  before  us.  But  gentle- 
men have  apprized  us  of  their  oppoaition.  And, 
sir,  I  will  beff  the  indulgence  of  the  Committee, 
while  I  briefly  examine  some  of  the  argumeats 
gentlemen  have  offered  to  justify  the  vote  they 
intend  to  give  against  this  resolution. 
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The  geotleman  from  Rhode  Island  (Mr.  Pot- 
tbr)  has  told  03  that  he  was  Dot  friendly  to  ap- 
probatory resolntioos,  and  luis  referred  the  Com- 
mittee to  the  disposition  this  House  made  of  a 
resolution  approriaff  the  President's  condact  last 
Spriojir.    That  resoaitioo  was  very  different  from, 
this.    That  contemplated  the  expression  of  the 
ipprohaiioa  of  this  Hoose,  at  the  President's 
disehar^ii^  with  frankness  and  promptitude,  a 
doty  pointed  out  to  him,  bv  an  express  law.    To 
votes  of  that  sort,  I  shall  always  be  opposed. 
Bot  the  resolution  now  before  us  is  designed  to 
express  the  opinion  of  Congress  upon  the  eon- 
doct  of  a  foreign  Minister  in  this  country  both  as 
it  relates  to  the  Gbvernment  and  the  people  whom 
we  represent.    If  we  believe  that  be  has  insulted 
the  nation,  shall  we  pass  his  coodoot  over  in  si- 
lence, especially  when  the  history  of  ic  is  com- 
manicated  to  this  House  by  the  Executive  with 
his  Message?    No,  sir ;  I  think  the  welfare  of  the 
nation  requires,  that  Congress  should  express  an 
opinion  upon  this  subject.    But,  sir,  I  did  not 
expect  to  hear  objections  to  this  mode  of  pro- 
ceeding come  from  that  side  of  the  House.   This 
course  was  not  opposed  by  the  gentlemen  in  the 
opposition,  when  thejr  were  in  the  majority.    I 
beg  leave  to  call  their  attention  to  the  Journals 
of  the  second  seAton  of  the  5ih  Coomss,  and  to 
in  extract  from  an  address  of  the  House  to  the 
President,  in  these  words :  ^  Our  abhorrence  ean- 
'  not  be  too  strongly  expressed  of  the  intrigues  of 
'  foreign  agents  to  alienate  the  affections  of  the 
'  lodians,  and  to  rouse  them  to  acts  of  hostility 
'  against  the  United  States.    No  means  in  our 
'  power  should  be  omitted  of  providing  for  the 
'  ftoppression  of  such  cruel  practices,  and  for  the 
'  adequate  punishment  of  their  atrocious  authprs." 
This  authority  answers  that  part  of  the  gentle- 
man's objection.    He  tells  us  that  addresses  have 
rained  one  President.    Sir,  I  differ  from  the  ^eii- 
tleman  upon  this  point;  one  President  was,  it  is 
true,  abandoned  by  his  party,  but  it  was  because 
he  preferred  negotiation  to  war,  then  the  favorite 
measure  of  his  political  friends,  of  the  gentle- 
men who  then  declared,  that  to  treat  was  dis- 
graceful to  this  nation,  but  who  now  seem  to 
prefer  submission  to  war.    Then  they  were  will- 
ing to  meet  the  calamities  of  war,  now  they  tell 
as  a  war  would  ruin  the  country.    But  the  gen- 
tleman has  told  us,  that  the  opposition  in  this 
country  is  only  a  question  between  "  the  outs  and 
ios."    Sir,  '*  there  needs  no  ghost  come  from  the 
grave  to  tell  us  that,"  especially  after  what  fell 
frooi  a  ffentleman  on  that  side  of  the  House  in 
debate  last  Spring.    But,  however  this  may  be 
the  object  with  some  zealous  pariisans,  it  is  net 
the  question  with  the  people,  their  wish  is  to 
have  the  Qovernment  well  administered.    And, 
sir,  let  OS  for  a  moment  change  the  scene*    Sup- 
pose the  outs  had  been  in  for  several  years  past, 
what  would  have  been  their  administration  ?    Ii 
the  gentleman's  declaration  be  correct,  and  I  am 
Dot  disposed  to  question  the  truth  of  it.  they  must 
^ve  pursued  the  same  measures,  which  have 
been  adopted:  for  their  only  objection  is,  that 
tbey  were  not  the  authors  of  those  iaeasures. 


And  I  understand  the  arguments  of  the  gentle- 
men in  the  opposition  now  go  to  approbate  the 
course  the  Government  has  pursued  for  some 
years  past.  They  would  not  go  to  war.  at  least 
since  1801.  It  is  a  calamity,  of  which  they  can- 
not think,  but  with  horror.  They  would  not 
submit,  they  declare,  and  as  they  would  not  have 
been  able,  by  treaiing^  to  have  made  the  belliffe- 
rents  respect  the  laws  of  nations  and  the  rigats 
of  neutrals,  they  would  have  adopted  as  the  only 
remaining  policy,  that  which  the  Administration 
has  pursued.  That  opposition  should  be  made 
to  the  administration  of  our  Oovernroent  ought 
not  to  surprise  us  more  than  it  should  to  hear  of 
a  ship  encountering  adverse  winds  in  navigating 
the  ocean;  but  there  are  certainly  times  and 
measures  which  ought  to  command  union  and 
energy..  And  we  are  told  by  the  gentlemen  that 
war  will  unite  us.  But,  sir,  are  we  to  wait  to 
see  the  enemy  landing  upon  our  shores,  unfurling 
their  banners,  hear  them  beat  to  arms,  and  pro- 
claim to  the  disaffected  invitations  to  join  in  the 
attack,  before  we  will  unite  in  rallying  round  the 
standard  of  our  own  Government  ?  I  nad  hoped, 
and  I  will  still  hope,  that  we  are  not  yet  so  lost 
to  a  sense  of  what  concerns  the  honor  and  safety 
of  our  common  eountrv. 

But,  sir,  we  are  told  by  a  gentleman  from  Con- 
necticut, (Mr.  Dana.)  who  opposes  this  resolu- 
tion, that  although  he  might  vote  for  a  resolution 
to  approbate  the  conduct  of  the  Executive,  he 
would  be  cautious  of  censurioff,  because  it  might 
be  productive  of  injury  to  the  country.  Will 
not  opposition  to  this  resolution  in  effect  censure 
the  Executive,  and  approve  the  conduct  of  the 
British  Minister  ?  I  am  unable  to  view  it  in  any 
other  liffht.  That  gentleman  is  also  opposed  to 
the  resolution,  because  it  affects  the  reputation  of 
the  British  Minister?  Sir,  while  gentlemen  are 
so  tender  of  his  reputation,  will  they  forget  the 
character  of  the  Executive  of  tbeir'own  Govern- 
ment ?  Mr,  Jackson  ought  to  have  remembered 
that  he  came  not  only  with  a  character,  but  to  a 
character,  and  to  a  character  not  to  be.  trifled 
with  and  disgraced  by  him  or  his  nation. 

But  this  resolution  amounts  to  a  declaratioa, 
that  we  intend  to  sustain  our  Government  against 
the  British,  says  that  gentleman.  Is  it  for.  this 
he  opposes  it?  If  this  were  the  sole  object  of 
the  resolution,  no  considerations  of  expediency 
ahould  induce  me  to  oppose  it.  I  trust  there  is 
no  hesitation  among  the  American  people  upon 
this  point.  They  are  ready  to  sustain  their  Gov- 
ernment agaiast  the  British.  They  have  done  it 
OBce  with  success.  And  if  it  shall  become  neces- 
sary, they  would  exhaust  the  last  cent  of  their 
treasure,  and  the  last  drop  of  their  blood,  before 
they  would  submit  to  British  insolence  and  out- 
rage. And  although  the  gentleman  reminds  t]s 
pf  the  exhausted  state  of  the  Treasury,  that  is 
neither  sufficient  cause  for  submission  or  of 
alarm.  The  genius  of  our  Government  does  not 
confine  our  resources  to  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment, they  are  to  be  found  with  the  people,  and* 
will  be  ready  when  required. 

But,  sir,  the  principal  argument  of  the  gentle- 
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maD  from  Comiecticat,  upon  which  he  ffrouods 
his  opposition  to  this  resoiation,  if  I  anderstand 
biro,  is,  that  to  have  authori2ed  the  arrangemeot 
made  by  Mr.  Erskine,  a  general  letter  of  credence 
was  not  sufficient,  a  Aill  power  was  requisite, 
that  our  Government  ought  to  have  required  a 
copy  or  sight  of  this  full  power,  and  not  having 
done  so,  they  had  mistaken  their  duty,  which 
justified  the  disavowal  of  the  arrangement.  Sir, 
this  argument  goes  very  wide  of  the  question  be- 
fore us,  which  is,  whether  the  insinuations  and 
charges  against  our  Government  are  insolent; 
not  on  what  ground  that  Government  made  the 
disavowal.    But  the  argument  of  the  gentleman 

J  laces  this  upon  a  different  basis  from  what  Mr. 
ackson  or  Mr.  Canning  have  attempted  to  put 
it.  In  recurring  to  the  letter  of  Mr.  Jackson, 
addressed  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  4th  of  No- 
vember, page  71,  Mr.  Jackson  says:  '^ Never  did 

*  I  imagine,  or  anywhere  attempt,  to  rest  the  right 
'  of  disavowal  UfXNi  that  circumstance.  Indubi- 
'  tably  his  agreement  would  nevertheless  have 

*  been  ratified,  had  not  the  instructions,  which  in 
'  this  case  took  the  place  of  a  full  power,  been 
'  violated."  Mr.  Jackson  here  gives  a  conclusive 
answer,  I  think,  to  the  gentleman's  argument. 

But  that  gentleman  has  told  us,  he  opposes  the 
resolution,  because  he  considers  it  a  war  meas- 
ure. If  every  act  of  Congress,  which  has  been 
denominated  a  war  measure,  by  gentlemen  on 
that  side  of  the  House,  was  in  fact  such,  we 
should  have  been  at  war  long  since.  They  at- 
tempted to  give  this  character  to  the  non-impor- 
tation act,  the  non-intercourse,  and  the  purchase 
of  Louisiana.  It  is  a  sort  of  standing  name, 
with  which  they  christen  almost  every  measure 
they  oppose.  It  has  become  so  common,  that  it 
is  Aeither  novel  or  alarming.  But  if  war  shall 
result  from  the  expression  of  our  opinion  upon 
this  question,  let  us  prepare  to  face  the  foe.  Al- 
though I  cannot  so  consider  it,  I  confess  I  can  see 
but  little  prospect  of  treating  with  Great  Britain 
but  with  the  sword.  But  shall  this  House  be 
deterred  from  adopting  these  resolutions^  because 
it  may  displease  Great  Britain?  No,  sir,  I  trust 
that  we  are  not  yet  prepared  to  yield  to  the  influ- 
ence of  this  consideration.  If  British  resent- 
ment is  to  be  apprehended,  the  path  of  our  duty 
is  plainl>[  marited  before  u?.  Provide  arms  and 
ammunition  for  the  militia,  complete  your  unfin- 
ished fortifications,  erect  such  others  as  may  be 
deemed  necessary,  equip  and  call  into  service 
that  portion  of  your  Navy  now  in  ordinary,  and 
thus  give  that  direction  to  the  energies  of  the 
nation  which  the  times  may  require.  And  when 
we  are  told  to  count  the  cost  of  war,  let  us  re- 
member the  price  of  our  independence  and  the 
worth  of  liberty. 

Sir,  I  will  not  detain  the  Committee  by  at- 
tempting to  answer  all  the  objections  gentlemen 
have  urged  against  these  resolutions.  I  may, 
however,  be  permitted  to  say,  in  answer  to  an 
honorable  colleague  of  mine,  who  for  two  days 
favored  the  Committee  with  his  remarks,  (Mr. 
Emott,)  that  I  think  he  has  exactly  misconceived 
the  intentions  of  both  Governments,  and  ia  twice 


mistaken:  First,  in  believing  that  the  Brititk 
Government  were  willing  to  treat  with  us;  sad, 
secondly,  in  supposing  that  our  Gbvernmeat 
have  not  been  anxious  to  settle  by  negotiation  all 
the  points  in  difference  between  the  two  natioos. 
If  gentlemen  fall  into  this  two-fold  error,  it  may, 
in  some  degree,  account  for  their  not  being  able, 
as  tbev  declare,  to  perceive  anything  like  insolt 
in  the  letters  of  Mr.  Jackson.  When  the  Bxe^ 
utive  of  my  country  solemnly  afllrms  a  fact,! 
will  not  permit  myself  to  wander  in  the  field  of 
conjecture,  in  search  of  an  apology  for  a  foreign 
Minister,  who  has  insolently  contradicted  it. 

Another  honorable  colleague  of  mine,  (Mr. 
Gold,)  condemniuj^  the  modem  mode  of  block- 
ading by  proclamation,  only  declaring  his  oppo- 
sition to  the  Orders  in  Council,  and  assuring  os 
that  he  would  not  have  submitted  to  the  condi- 
tions  required  by  the  despatch  from  Mr.  Canning 
to  Mr.  Erskine,  expresses  his  surprise  that  th< 
British  should  be  charged  with  disavowing  the 
arrangement,  for  the  purpose  of  continuing  tbeir 
depredations  upon  our  property.  This,  he  sajs, 
would  be  downright  swindling,  of  which  that 
Government  would  not  be  guilty.  Sir,  whei 
gentlemen  undertake  to  exercise  their  charity  for 
the  conduct  of  the  British  towards  us,  let  not  the 
outrages  they  have  committed  be  forgotten.  Tbe 
definition  of  the  term  swindling,  informs  oa  that 
her  Orders  in  Council,  and  her  blockading  At- 
crees,  have  given  to  swindling  the  sanction  of  a 
**  system  of  great  national  policy."  To  retaliate 
on  the  enemy  is  a  false  pretence  for  their  captures 
of  neutral  propertv. 

Both  of  my  colleagues  have  urged  as  a  con- 
sideration aeainst  the  passage  of  this  resolouon^ 
thal^it  is  to  lead  to  an  immediate  war.  anereot 
for  which  the  State  of  New  York  is  not  pr^ 
pared.  I  am  not  insensible  of  the  sitnatioD  of 
the  State  of  New  York.  I  know  that  in  tbe 
event  of  war,  that  State  has  much  to  risk;  bat  I 
also  know,  that  her  spirit  is  too  independent  aad 
patriotic  ever  to  trucxle  to  the  insolence  of  any 
foreign  Power.  But  why  will  gentlemen  coa- 
tempiate  war  as  the  inevitable  result  from  tbe 
passage  of  this  resolution  ?  Let  them  look  at 
the  correspondence^  the  resolution,  the  state  of 
our  country,  the  situation  of  England,  and  her 
hostile  acts  toward  us,  and  then  teil  as  if  war  be 
the  result,  who  will  have  been  the  aggressor,  and 
what  the  causes.  No  one  will  pretend  that  in 
the  whole  of  the  correspondence  before  us,tbere 
is  to  be  found  the  appearance  even  of  a  disposi- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  British  Government  to 
treat  with  this  country.  Are  we  then  to  sabmit 
to  all  the  injuries  we  have  sustained  without  tbe 
hope  of  redress ;  nor  dare  to  express  the  opinion 
we  entertain  upon  the  insolence  and  outrage  we 
experience  ?  If  so,  the  American  spirit  has  aban- 
doned our  country.  But,  sir,  if  the  British  Gor- 
ernment  shall  not  immediately  recall  tbe  Minis* 
ter,  whose  conduct  has  occasioned  the  discussion, 
I  venture  to  say,  there  will  be  manifested  throogb- 
out  this  nation  a  spirit  of  indignation  and  re- 
sentment, which  it  becomes  us,  as  the  represent- 
ativee  oif  the  people,  and  the  guardians  of  tbdr 
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ights,  neither  to  stifle  or  impair  by  our  debates 
ind  divisioDs  in  this  House.  And  I  regret,  sir,  to 
live  witnessed  so  much  debate  and  opposition 
ipon  this  occasion ;  I  had  hoped  the  question 
vould  have  been  taken  without  delav  or  divis- 
OQ.  I  was  unwilling  to  add  to  the  time,  or  de- 
Hite,  this  question  had  occupied,  and  I  certainly 
irould  not,  if  I  could  have  seen,  as  I  wished,  a 
vospect  of  deciding  it  without  further  debate. 

It  is  not  a  party,  nut  a  great  national  question, 
in  which  all  are  are  equally  Interested.  The 
consequences  of  division. may  be  disastrous  to 
3Qr  country.  Unless  we  can  unite  on  subjects 
3f  great  national  concern,  our  liberties  are  des- 
tined to  speiedy  ruin.  Can  we  so  frequently  and 
feelingly  lament  the  fate  of  other  nations,  whose 
di?isioos  and  distractions  have  proved  tneir  de- 
struction, and  not  take  warning  ourselves  ? 

As  well  might  you  go  "stand  upon  the  beach 
and  bid  the  main  nood  to  'bate  his  usual  height," 
as  (0  entertain  the  hope  of  negotiating  with  the 
temper  which  has  been  manifested  by  the  Brit- 
ish Government  towards  this  country  for  years 
past.  Our  cause  is  just,  our  means  are  inde- 
pendent -,  let  our  union  be  perfect,  and  we  shall 
then  give  a  proper  direction  to  the  energies  of  the 
nation,  command  respect,  and  not  add  another  to 
the  list  of  ruined  republics. 


Weonesdat,  December  27. 

The  Speaker  presented  to  the  House  a  petition 
of  Peter  Landais,  praying  to  be  allowed  and  paid 
his  share  of  prize  money  m  three  vessels  captured 
by  him,  in  the  Revolutionary  war,  while  ct)m- 
mander  of  the  United  States'  frigate  Alliance. — 
Referred  to  the  Committee  of  Claims,  and  ordered 
that  the  petitioner  have  leave  to  lay  copies  of  his 
said  petition  on  the  tables  of  the  members. 

Mr.  BuRWELL  presented  a  petition  of  the  dele- 
gates of  the  people  of  several  settlements  East  of 
Pearl  river,  m  the  Mississippi  Territory,  praying 
for  a  division  of  the  said  Territory. — Referred  to 
the  committee  appointed,  on  the  sixth  instant, 
on  the  petition  of  sundry  inhabitants  of  the  dis- 
trict East  of  Pearl  river,  in  the  Territory  afore- 
said. 

Mr.  Newtoii,  from  the  Committee  of  Com- 
merce and  Manufactures,  presented  a  bill  author- 
izing the  discharge  of  William  Hawkins  from 
his  imprisonment ;  which  was  read  twice  and  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  Monday 
neit. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Poinoexter, 

Reiolvedy  That  a  committee  be  appointed  to  in- 
quire into  the  expediency  of  allowing  an  addition- 
al Jadge  to  the  Mississippi  Territory,  to  reside 
in  the  county  of  Madison,  and  to  have  the  same 
^wers  with  those  granted  by  law  to  the  Judge  of 
Washington  county,  in  said  Territory. 

Ordered,  That  Mr.  Poindextbr,  Mr.  Seaver, 
Mr.  Bdrwell,  Mr.  Heister,  and  Mr.  Smelt,  be 
appointed  a  committee,  pursuant  to  the  said  res- 
olution. 

Mr.  Morrow  presented  a  petition  of  sundry 
inhabiuots  of  the  State  of  Ohio,  praying  that 


the  provisions  of  the  '^  Act  to  extend  the  time  of 
payment  for  the  Public  Lands  of  the  United 
States,"  and  that  certain  rights  of  pre-emption 
may  be  extended  to  them. — Referred  to  the  Uom- 
mittee  on  the  Public  Lands. 

Mr.  Bdrwell  presented  a  memorial  of  William 
Lambert,  of  the  State  of  Virginia,  accompanied 
with  a  number  of  astronomical  calculations,  re- 
lating to  the  establishment  of  a  first  meridian  of 
the  United  States,  at  the  permanent  seat  of  the 
General  QoTernment,  and  praying  that  such  pro- 
ceedings may  be  had  therein  as  to  Congress  shall 
appear  wise  and  expedient. — Referred  to  the  Com* 
mittee  of  Commerce  and  Manufactures. 

A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Nicholson,  that 
the  House  do  come  to  the  following  resolutions : 

Reaohfed^  That  a  select  committee  be  appointed  to 
inquire  into  the  expediency  of  making  permanent  pro- 
vision by  law  for  constructing  public  canals  and  roads, 
and  -for  the  general  establishment  of  seminaries  for 
education,  throaghout  the  United  States ;  and  that  they 
have  leave  to  report  thereon  to  this  House. 

Reached,  That  the  same  committee  be  instructed  to 
inqnire  into  the  best  means  of  providing,  by  law,  per- 
manent funds  for  the  accomplishment  of  theee  objects, 
and  that  they,  in  like  manner,  have  leave  to  report 
thereon  to  this  House. 

The  resolutions  were  read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on 
the  table. 

A  message  from  the  Senate  informed  the  House 
that  the  Senate  have  passed  a  bill,  entitled  "  An 
act  to  authorize  the  surveying  and  making  certain 
roads  in  the  State  of  Ohio,  as  contemplated  by 
the  Treaty  of  Brownstown,  in  the  Territory  of 
Michigan ;"  to  which  they  desire  the  concurrence 
of  this  House. 

CONDUCT  OF  THE  BRITISH  MINISTER. 

The  House  asain  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  on  the  resolution  approving 
the  conduct  of  the  Executive  in  refusing  to  hold 
further  communication  with  Francis  J.  Jackson. 

Mr.  MiLNOR  said,  he  would  have  been  well 
satisfied  if  this  question  had  not  been  brought 
before  the  House ;  not  because  he  was  disposed 
in  any  way  to  question  the  rip;ht  of  the  Execu- 
tive to  dismiss  a  foreign  Minister  for  insolence 
or  misbehaviour;  not  because  he  believed  that 
resolutions  •  approbatory  of  the  conduct  of  the 
President  were  improper;  but  because  he  had 
unhappily  seen  that  this  resolution  had  been  pro- 
ductive of  a  division  of  sentiment,  and  would  not 
pass  through  the  House  by  an  unaninious  vote. 

On  questions  of  general  policy,  said  Mr.  M., 
where  particular  projects  are  brought  forward  for 
the  consideration  of  the  House,  it  is  the  riprht 
and  duty  of  every  member  to  investigate  for  him- 
self, to  judge  of  the  propriety  or  impropriety  of 
the  measure  proposed,  and  to  give  his  vote  ac- 
cordingly. Every  member  is  at  full  liberty  to 
decide  for  himself.  Nor  am  I  about  to  question 
the  right  of  members  to  decide  for  themselves  on 
this  question.  But  I  consider  the  present  mate- 
rially difi>rent  in  its  nature  from  questions  of 
general  policy ;  and  however  gentlemen  may  feel, 
althougn  they  may  have  some  doubts  as  to  the 
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policy  of  tbe  conduct  of  the  Goveroment,  yet 
whenever  a  dispute  arises  between  the  Admin- 
istration and  a  foreign  Government,  unless  the 
conduct  of  our  Executive  be  so  clearly  adverse 
to  the  interests  of  our  country  that  it  cannot  be 
sanctioned,  the  dignity  of  our  country  and  the 
dictates  of  ?ouod  policy  require  that  it  should  re- 
ceive our  undivided  support.  True,  sir,  I  heard  a 
gentleman  (Mr.  Gardenier)  say  the  other  day, 
that  he  was  waiting  to  receive  evidence  upon  this 
question ;  that  he  had  not  made  up  his  mind  and 
did  not  mean  to  do  so  till  he  heard  both  sides  of 
the  question.  Probably  the  gentleman  may  be 
correct  in  his  notions ;  but  I  cannot  boast,  upon  a 
question  of  this  nature,  that  I  am  so  cool,  so  dis- 
passionate, so  completely  clear  of  all  prejudice, 
as  to  feel  myself  a  perfect  blank,  as  it  were,  open 
to  any  impressions  to  be  made  on  it  by  the  evi- 
dence which  may  appear.  In  all  questions  on 
which  the  Administration  and  constituted  au- 
thorities of  the  nation  are  in  opposition  to  foreign 
insolence,  I  acknowledge  that  aiy  impressions  are 
ia  favor  of  my  Government ;  and  it  will  require 
Yery  strong  evidence  indeed  to  induce  me  to  give 
a  vote  against  them.  In  the  case  before  me,  I  am 
free  to  ^ay  that,  after  giving  it  tb«  fullest  consid- 
eration of  which  I  am  capable,  ray  judgmeat 
coincides  with  my  feelings  in  saying  that  the  Ex- 
ecutive Government  has  acted  correctly.  Other 
gentlemen,  whose  patriotism  I  cannot  permit 
myself  to  doubt,  have  declared  that,  on  examin- 
ing the  correspondence,  thev  have  not  been  able 
to  discover  the  insult  offered  to  <he  Government. 

I  confess,  sir,  as  I  have  never  felt  any  difficulty 
in  ascertaining  in  what  part  of  the  correspondence 
the  insult  lay,  and  as  the  procedure  appears  per- 
fectly clear  to  me,  I  have  felt  somewhat  astonish- 
ed that  other  jrentlemen  have  viewed  it  in  a  dif- 
ferent light.  But  this  is  onlv  another  proof  that 
on  subjects  of  importance  there  will  always  be 
difference  of  opinion  between  those  honestly  de- 
sirous of  dciding  correctly.  Although,  the  doc- 
uments on  this  subject  have  been  repeatedly 
referred  to,  and  quotations  copiously  made,  I  shall 
find  it  necessary  again  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  Committee  to  them,  but  shall  make  the  qao« 
tations  as  short  as  possible,  not  desiring  to  tire 
the  patience  of  the  Committee. 

Mr.  Jackson,  in  his  first  letter,  says :  "  You 
'  have  not,  in  the  conferences  we  have  hitherto 
'  held,  distinctly  announced  any  such  complaint 

*  (of  the  disavowal;)  and  I  have  seen  with  plea- 
'  sure)  in  this  forbearance  on  your  part,  an  instance 

*  of  that  candor,  which  I  doubt  not  will  prevail 

*  in  all  our  communications,  inasmuch  as  you 

*  could  not  but  have  thoufi;ht  it  unreasonable  to 

*  complain  of  the  disavowal  of  an  act  done  under 
^  such  circumstances  as  could  onlv  lead  to  the 
^  consequences  which  have  actually  followed." 
One  of  the  gentlemen  from  New  York  who  have 
spoken  (Mr.  Gola)  stopped  here,  after  reading 
this  passage,  to  inquire  what  were  the  circum- 
stances to  which  the  British  Envoy  here  alluded, 
which  he  said  were  detailed  in  the  succeeding 
paragraph,  which  is  as  follows : 

*'  It  was  not  known  when  I  left  England,  whether 


Mr.  Erskine  had,  according  to  the  liberty  sUoved 
him,  communicated  to  you  in  extenao  his  ong:iDal  in- 
structions. It  now  appears  that  he  did  not  Bat,  is 
reverting  to  his  official  correspondence,  and  particu- 
larly to  the  despatch  addressed  on  the  20th  of  April, 
to  His  MajestyV  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Al&in, 
I  find  that  he  there  states,  that  he  had  nibniitted  to 
your  consideration  the  three  oonditioni  specified  ii 
those  instructions,  as  the  groundwork  of  an  arrBng^ 
ment  which,  according  to  information  received  fm 
this  country,  it  was  thoagfat  in  Englaad  might  be 
made,  with  a  prospect  of  great  mntnal  advantage,  lit. 
Erskine  than  reparts  verbatim  tt  taiatim  your  ohMrf» 
tions  upon  each  of  the  three  conditions,  and  thereaiooi 
which  induced  yon  to  think  thatotheia  mights  be  nb* 
titnted  in  lien  of  them.  It  may  have  been  condode^ 
between  you,  that  these  letters  were  an  equivaleot  ibr 
the  original  conditions,  but  the  very  act  of  subabtatioo 
evidently  shows  that  those  original  conditions  wen, 
m  fact,  very  explicitly  communicated  to  you,  and  bj 
you  of  course  laid  before  the  President  for  his  ooniider- 
ation.  I  need  hardly  add,  that  the  difiereuce  betweca 
these  conditions  and  those  contained  in  the  arrangefQeol 
of  the  18th  and  19th  April,  is  sufficiendy  obviooa  to  re- 
quire no  elucidation ;  nor  need  I  draw  the  condoflOD, 
which  I  consider  as  admitted  by  all  absence  of  com- 
plaint on  the  part  of  the  American  Government,  lii: 
that,  under  sneh  circumstances,  His  Majesty  haduoa- 
doubted  and  incontroveitiUe  right  to  disavow  the  td 
of  his  Minister.'' 

The  gentleman  from  New  York  took  consider- 
able pains  to  show  us  that  the  meaninz  of  the 
words  ''such  circumstances"  was  applicable  to  the 
expressions  contained  in  this  paragraph.  la^ree 
with  the  gentleman  that  such  is  the  case;  but  I 
know  not  how,  by  some  kind  of  argument  wbtch 
I  was  unable  exactly  to  comprehend,  tbe  gvQll^ 
man  slipped  round  what  I  deem  the  oSensiTc 

Sart  of  the  paragraph,  and  concluded  that  Mr. 
ackson  had  only  meant  to  siate  that  tbecoodi' 
tions  contained  in  the  instructions  were  proposed 
to  Mr.  Smith.  After  having  said  that  it  coji\i 
not  be  thought  unreasonable  to  disavow  sd  ar- 
rangement concluded  under  such  circumstaoces, 
Mr.  Jackson  says :  ^*  It  may  have  been  coQdudt^*! 
'  between  you  that  these  latter  were  an  equivaleot 
'  for  the  original  conditions ;  but  the  very  act  of 

*  substitution  evidt^ntly  shows  those  original  cod- 

*  ditions  were  in  fact  very  explicitly  coQimaoi- 
^  cated  to  you,  and  by  joa  of  course  laid  before 

*  the  President  for  his  consideration."  Wbai 
does  he  mean  by  the  very  act  of  substitutiop?  Is 
not  this  one  of  the  •'circumstances"  to  which  he 
alludes?  ''Nor  need  I  draw  the  conclusion." be 
adds  '*  which  I  consider  as  admitted  by  all  ab- 
'  sence  of  complaint  on  the  part  of  the  Americao 
'  Government,  viz:  that  under  such  circamsiaoces 
'  His  Majesty  had  an  undoubted  and  iocontroTer^ 
'  tible  right  to  disavow  the  act  of  his  Minister. 
To  me  there  can  be  nothing  more  plain  and  ex- 
plicit than  the  insinuation  contained  in  this  par- 
agrapb,  that  the  Administration  of  this  Govern- 
ment were  fully  acquainted  with  the  powers  ot 
Mr.  Erskine.  His  lano^uage,  in  common  termJ. 
is  this:  It  may  have  been  concluded  between 
you  two  to  substitute  the  arrangement  made  for 
that  authorized  by  the  instructions;  and  ioas* 
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nach  as  yon  made  a  bargsin  which  tou  koew 
)ar  agent  was  not  aaihorized  to  maxe,  aad  in 
vbich  you  .overreached  as,  it  mast  be  uareasoa- 
iblein  you  to  complain  of  the  disavowal  of  it. 
rhis  is  the  plain  mcaaiog  of  his  language — and 
fet  gentlemen  are  unable  to  see  the  iosuli ! 

Iq  his  next  letter  Mr.  Jackson  repeats  the  in 
liaaation — he  says :    *^  I  have,  therefore,  no  hes- 
itation in  iaforoiing  you,  that  His  Majesty  was 
Ceased  to  disavow  the  agreement  concluded 
It  ween  you  and  Mr.  Erskine,  because  it  was 
eoocluded  in  violation  of  that  gentleman's  in- 
stroctions,  and  altogether  without  authority  to 
subscribe  to  the  terms  of  it.    These  instructions, 
I  DOW  understand  by  your  letter,  as  well  as  from 
tbe  obvious  deduction  which  I  took  the  liberty 
of  making  in  miaa  of  the  11th  instant,  were  at 
tbe  time,  in  substance,  made  known  to  you ;  no 
stronger  illustratioa,  therefore,  can  be  given  of  the 
'  deviation  from  them  which  occurred,  than  by  a 
reference  to  the  termsof  your  agreement."  Here, 
ir,  Mr.  Jackson,  fearful  lest  the  Secretary  of 
^te  should  not  have  noticed  his  insinuation  in 
be  letter  of  the  11th,  is  determined  immediately 
ocall  his  attention  to  it,  to  repeat  the  insinuation 
D  such  a  way  that  Mr.  Smith  should  not  again 
Disunderstaud  him.   "These  instructions  I  now 
understand,  by  your  letter,  as  well  as  by  the  ob- 
Tious  deduction  which  I  took  the  liberty  of  mak- 
ing in  mine  of  the  11th  instant,  were  at  the  time 
in  substance  made  known  to  you.    No  stronger 
iliusiraiion^  therefore,"  says  he,  "can  be  given 
of  the  deviation  from  them  (Mr.  Erskine's  in- 
structions) which  occurred,  than  by  a  reference 
to  the  terms  of  your  agreement."    That  is  to 
ay,  addressing  Mr.  Smith :    ^*  You  have  know- 
ngly  induced  Mr.  Erskioe  to  deviate  from  his 
BsiructioDs,  of  which  you  were  fully  apprized. 
rhis  obvious  deduction  I  took   the  liberty  of 
nakiog  in  mine  of  the  eleventh  instant,  and  now 
epest ;  and  it  is  not  necessary  to  eive  you  any 
Moer  reason  for  the  disavowal  of  the  arranf^ 
sent  than  the  strong  illustration  of  oompanng 
t  with  the  instructions  in  relation  to  it."    It  is 
^possible  to  apply  to  this  extract  any  other 
neaning  than  this.    He  savs  in  effect  to  Mr. 
iimith  "  you  knew  very  well  the  event  of  Mr. 
Snkioe's  instructions,  and  therefore  I  need  only 
^fer  you  to  the  deviation  from  them  as  a  rea« 
«n  for  tbe  disavowal." 

Mr.  Jackson  having  repeated  the  insult  in  such 
«rms,Mr.  Smith  found  it  necessary  to  notice  it ; 
tod  he  called  Mr.  Jackson's  attention  to  it  in  his 
^ftter  of  November  1,  as  follows : 

"I abstain,  su>,  from  making  any  particular  animad- 
'^ODB  on  Mveral  irrelevant  and  improper  allusions 
A  your  letter,  not  at  all  comporting  with  the  profassed 
b^Kwition  to  adjust  in  an  amicable  manner  the  difier- 
iDces  unhappily  snbaating  between  the  two  ooontiies. 
Bot  it  would  be  improper  to  condade  the  few  observa- 
inu  to  which  I  purposely  limit  myself,  without  ad- 
trtiog  to  your  repetition  of  a  language  implying  a 
Uiowledge  on  the  part  of  this  Government  that  the 
Astractions  of  your  predecessor  did  not  authorize  the 
^^^aAgement  formed  hy  him.  Afler  the  explicit  and 
^emptory  asseveration  that  this  Government  had  zio  | 
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spck  knowledge,  and  that  with  such  a  knowledge,  UA 
such  arrangement  would  have  been  entered  into,  the 
view  which  you  have  again  presented  of  the  subject, 
makes  it  my  duty  to  apprize  you,  that  such  insin- 
uations are  inadmissible  in  the  intercourse  of  a  for- 
eign Minister  with  a  Government  that  understands 
what  it  owes  to  itself." 

Now,  sir,  we  will  suppose,  for  argument's  sake, 
that  Mr.  Jackson  had  really  not  intended  to  offer 
an  insult  to  the  Administration  in  his  letters  of 
tbe  11th  or  23d  of  October.    If  such  were   the 
(act,  what  ought  to  have  been  the  conduct  of  Mr« 
Jackson  on  receiving  this  iotimation?     He  is 
told  "  we  have  understood  your  language  to  con* 
^  vey  i|n  insinuation  that  the  arrangement  waa 
'  entered  into  with  a  knowledge  on  our  part  tha( 
^  Mr.  Erakine's  powers  were  incompetent,  w-hich 
*  we  conceive  grossly  insulting  to  us  as  the  Ad* 
'  sainis^tion  of  the  country."    Should  not  Mr-^ 
Jackson,  if  he  not  did  really  mean  the  insinua* 
tion  witn  which  the  Administration  charged  him; 
was  it  not  his  incumbent  duty,  to  have  gone  into 
an  explanation — to  have  said  to  the  Secretary  of 
State  ''you  have  misunderstood  my  meaaingt 
I  did  not  mean  any  such  charge,  but  to  state  a 
plain  and  simple  fact,  that  Mr.  Erskine's  in« 
structions  did  not  authorize  the   arrangement 
entered  into-  by  him."    If,  sir,  Mr.  Jaukson  had 
come  forward  in  a  manly  and  open  maoneir,  aa 
he  ought  to  ha.ve  done,  with  an  avowal  of  this 
kind,  there  would  have  been  no  collisions  with 
the  Administration  on  this  subject.    It  was  evi- 
dently the  wish  of  the  Administration  that  Mr. 
Jackson  should  exculpate  himself,  and  the  express 
insinuation  is  pointed  out  at  which  offence  was 
taken,  that  he  might  have  au  opportunity  to  ex- 
plain it  away.    What  was  his  conduct  ?   Did  h« 
attempt  an  explanation  1    Did  lie  atten^it  any 
kiud  of  apology  ?    On  the  contrary,  he  repeated 
it  in  a  manner,  in  my  opinion,  still  ou^e  violent 
than  in  the  first  instance.    In  his  letter  of  the  4th 
of  November,  he  says :  ''You  will  fiad  that  in  my 
'  correspondence  with  you,  I  have  carefully  avoid- 
'  ed  drawing  conclusions  that  did  not  neoessarilsr 
'  follow  from  the  premises  advanced  by  me,  and 

*  least  of  all  should  I  think  of  uttering  an  insinua- 
'  tion  where  1  was  not  able  to.  substantiate  a  (act. 
'  To  facts  such  as  I  have  become  acquainted  with 
'  them  I  have  scrupulously  adhered,  and  in  so  do- 

*  in^  I  must  continue,  whenever  the  good  faith  af 

*  His  Majesty's  Government  is  called  in  question, 
'  to  vindicate  its  honor  and  dignity  in  the  man*- 
'  ner  that  appears  to  me  best  calculated  for  the 
'  purpose."  • 

Alluding  to  a  caution  Mr.  Smith  had  giv«a 
him,  understanding  clearly,  as  he  must  have  douiS, 
that  our  Government  conceived  themselves  to  be 
insulted  by  insinuations,  having  it  fully  and  fair* 
ly  laid  open  to  his  view,  instead  of  disavowing  it, 
he  says :  *^  least  of  all  should  I  think  of  uttering  an 
insinuation  where  I  was  not  able  to  substantiate 
a  facL"  Sir,  Mr.  Jackson  not  only  repeated  the 
insult,  but  avowed  his  determination  to  persevere 
in  it,  declaring  that  be  must  continue  in  so  doinj;. 
What  could  our  Government  do  under  such  cir- 
cumstances, but  declare  that  they  would  hold  no 


899 


HISTORY  OP  CONGRESS. 


900 


H.  OF  R. 


Ckmduci  of  the  British  MimMter. 


Dbcbmbsb,  1809. 


further  commanication  with  him  ?  Was  there  a 
possibility  that  our  AdroinistratioD,  without  de- 
grading themselves  in  the  eyes  of  their  constitu- 
entSj  and  in  the  opinion  of  the  world,  could  con- 
tinue a  corres-pondence  with  a  man  who  acted  in 

.  this   way  ?    If  they  had,  sir,  I  from  my  heart 
should  have  despised  them  for  it. 

But,  sir,  the  resolution  has  been  objected  to  on 
the  ground  that  it  is  about  to  precipitate  us  into 
a  war,  that  there  is  something  warlike  in  its  as- 
pect. If  there  be,  I  confess  I  am  at  a  loss  to  com- 
prehend it.  A  dispute  has  arisen  between  a  for- 
eign Minister  and  the  Administration  of  this 
Government.  The  latter,  from  a  respect  for 
itself  and  for  the  dignity  of  the  nation,  thought 
it  necessary  to  dismiss  the  Minister.  The  nation 
from  whom  the  Minister  came  may  possibly  con- 
sider this  as  a  justification  of  war ;  but  the  light  in 
which  they  may  view  it  will  depend  essentially 
upon  the  course  of  policy  which  they  mean  to 
pursue.  Ifthey*are  disposed  to  go  to  war  with 
us,  they  would  not  want  pretexts,  if  this  bad  ne- 
ver occurred.  If,  on  the  contrary,  they  conceive 
that  their  true  policy  consists  in  peace  and  amity 
with  us.  thev  will  condemn  the  conduct  of  the 
Minister,  call  him  home,  and  return  in  his  place 
a  man  more  likely  to  conciliate  our  friendship. 

If  a  war,  however,  is  to  grow  out  of  this  pro- 
ceeding, it  will  be  founded  on  an  act  of  the  Ad- 
ministration, and  not  upon  any  act  about  to  be 
done  by  us.  The  act  has  already  taken  place, 
for  which,  if  for  any,  war  will  be  made ;  the  Min- 
ister has  already  been  dismissed.  The  offence,  if 
it  is  one,  has  already  been  committed  ;  and  I  can- 
not see  in  what  possible  way  the  passage  of  this 
resolution  can  operate  to  produce  a  war,  if  the 
act  of  dismissing  the  Minister  be  not  deemed 
cause  of  war.  Instead  of  inducing  war,  it  appears 
to  me  that  the  passage  of  this  resolution,  particu- 
larly if  carried  by  an  unanimous  vote,  would 
have  tended  to  preserve  this  nation  in  peace.  It 
never  could  be  a  cause  of  war  to  Great  Britain 
to  see  the  constituted  and  delegated  authorities 
of  the  country  in  union  with  each  other.   If  war  is 

.  to  grow  out  of  it^  it  will  arise  from  another  source, 
from  our  own  divisions ;  from  seeing  that  a  con- 
siderable portion  of  the  people  are  opposed  to  the 
Administration,  and  ready  to  condemn  them,  al- 
most without  trial,  in  a  question  of  difference  be- 
tween themselves  and  a  foreign  Minister. 

The  resolution  has  been  objected  to  by  most 
gentlemen  who  have  spoken  against  it,  and  par- 
ticularly by  a  gentleman  from  New  York,  (Mr. 
Emott,)  on  the  ground  that  there  was  still  a  pro- 
bability of  accommodation  of  our  differences,  and 
that  this  resolution  is  calculated  to  widen  the 
breach  between  the  two  countries.    Was  there  a 

Erobability  of  an  accommodation  taking  place 
etween  Mr.  Jackson  and  the  Administration? 
Can  any  inference  drawn  from  one  circumstance 
induce  a  belief  for  an  instant  that  there  was  a 
probability  that  an  arrangement  of  mutual  ac- 
commodation would  have  taken  place  between 
the  two  countries?  An  arrangement  had  been 
made  between  our  Government  and  the  then 
British  Minister,  Mr.  Erskine,  on  such  terms  as 


would  have  been  mutually  advantageons.  The 
British  t^iought  proper  Co  disavow  the  anraog^ 
meot  and  substitute  another  Minister.  This, 
surely,  did  not  indicate  a  desire  to  accommodate. 
In  making  this  selection  of  a  Minister,  whateret 
was  their  view,  they  were  very  unhappy  in  their 
choice.  They  chose  a  man  once  objected  to, if! 
am  rightly  informed,  by  our  Minister  ia  Loodoo 
(Mr.  King,)  as  unacceptable  to  the  Americas  peo> 
pie.  They  chose  a  man  conspicuous  in  a  tmy 
action  which  was  one  of  the  basest  in  the  aonals 
of  the  world  ;  a  man  sent  to  Denmark  to  Deg»- 
tiate  with  a  fleet  and  army  at  his  heels,  and  whe 
immediately,  on  failure  ot  compliance  with  his 
demands,  set  his  fleet  and  army  upon  the  Datios 
which  had  preserved  an  uniform  neutrality,  re- 
sisted an  alliance  with  either  belligereDi,  and 
given  the  British  Government  no  |uea  for  the 
attack.  I  do  not  charge  this  upon  Mr.  Jackson  is 
his  fault,  or  say  that  he  is  accountable  to  the 
world  for  the  transactions  which  followed  theoe 
gotiation  at  Copenhagen ;  but,  as  the  Minister 
who  was  the  precursor  of  that  horrid  traosactioo. 
prejudices  had  arisen  against  him  which  incapi' 
citated  him  from  negotiating  to  advantage  wiik 
a  neutral  nation.  It  is  said,  too,  how  correetlf  1 
will  not  pretend  to  say,  that  there  were  a  \itp 
number  of  Ministers  unemployed  at  the  Court  of 
Great  Britain,  and  yet  that  the  British  Ministrf 
had  thought  proper  to  select  Mr.  Jackson  aod  seDd 
him  here — for  what  reason  I  do  not  know.  I  men- 
tion the  circumstance  to  show  that  they  were  aa* 
happy  in  their  choice,  if  they  were  amicably  dis- 
posed to  this  country. 

The  circumstances  attending  the  nomioatioa 
of  Mr.  Jackson  strongly  induce  me  to  beliere  thai 
the  British  Grovernment  did  not  calculate  on  he 
making  an  amicable  arrangement.  They  disa- 
vowed an  arrangement  already  concluded,  re- 
called the  Minister  who  had  made  it,  aod  sent 
Mr.  Jackson  here,  without  instructions  to  make 
any  new  propositions.  After  trying  oar  patience 
by  disavowing  the  arrangement  already  carried 
into  effect  on  our  part,  and  refusing  to  fulfil  any 
part  of  it,  was  it  to  be  expected  that  they  would 
negotiate  with  us  on  fair  and  honorable  terms  J 
I  think  not.  But,  nevertheless,  when  Mr.  Jtck- 
son  came  into  this  country,  the  American  nauoo 
(pleased  with  the  declaration  of  Mr.  Canniof. 
that  although  the  arrangement  was  disavowed, 
a  Minister  would  be  sent  out  to  negotiate,  aod 
that  he  had  no  doubt  the  differences  between  the 
two  countries  would  be  soon  settled)  endeavored 
to  flatter  themselves  into  a  belief  that  something 
amicable  might  grow  out  of  his  mission.  They 
were  soon  undeceived. 

In  the  very  first  letter  of  Mr.  Jacboo  lo  Hi. 
Smith,  after  the  latter  had  informed  him  that  it 
was  deemed  proper  to  pursue  the  written  form  u 
their  correspondence,  he  writes  thus: 

"  I  have  had  the  honor  of  receiving  your  offiatl  )& 
tsr  of  the  ninth  instant,  towards  the  close  of  wbia 
you  inform  me  thai  it  had  been  thought  expedients 
put  an  end  to  all  verbal  communication  between  jv^ 
self  and  me,  in  discusing  the  important  objects  oifD|| 
misiion.  Considering  that  a  very  few  days  hare  elipin 
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tnce  I  delWered  to  the  Prandent  a  eonfidentttl  letter 
rom  the  King,  m/  maeter,  and  that  nothing  has  been 
ven  alleged  to  have  occorred,  to  depriTe  me  of  the 
icility  of  aocoM,  and  of  the  credit  to  which,  according 
)  immemorial  usage,  I  am  by  that  letter  entitled,  I  be- 
eve  there  does  not  exist  in  the  annals  of  diplomacj  a  pre- 
edent  for  such  a  determination  between  two  Ministers, 
rho  have  met  for  the  avowed  purpose  of  terminating 
micably  the  existing  differences  between  their  respec- 
;ve  countries :  but,  after  mature  reflection,  I  am  induced 
)  acquiesce  in  it  by  recollection  of  the  time  that  must 
eceBsarily  elapse  before  I  can  receive  His  Majesty's 
ommands  upon  so  unexpected  an  occurrence,  and  of 
le  detriment  that  would  ensue  to  the  public  service, 
'  my  ministerial  ftinctions  were,  in  the  interval,  to  btf 
Itogether  suspended.  I  shall,  Uierelbre,  content  my- 
tlf  with  entering  my  protest  against  a  proceeding 
rhich  I  can  consider  in  no  other  light  than  as  a  vio* 
ition,  in  my  penon,  of  the  meet  essential  rights  of 
public  Minister*  when  adopted,  as  in  the  present  case, 
rithout  any  alleged  misconduct  on  his  part.  As  a 
latter  of  opinion,  I  cannot,  I  own,  assent  to  the  pre- 
irence  which  you  give  to  written  over  verbal  inter- 
Dune,  for  the  purpose  of  mutual  explanation  and 
commodalion.  I  have  thought  it  due  to  the  public 
tiaracter  with  which  I  have  the  honor  to  be  invested, 
ad  to  the  confidence  which  His  Majesty  has  most  gra- 
busly  been  pleased  to  repose  in  me,  to  state  to  you 
nreservedly  my  sentiments  on  this  point  I  shall  now 
roceed  to  the  other  parts  of  your  letter,  and  apply  to 
lem  the  best  consideration  that  can  arise  from  a  zeal 
roportioned  to  the  increase  of  difficulty  thus  thrown  in 
le  way  of  the  restoration  of  a  thorough  good  under- 
inding  between  our  respective  countries.'' 

If  Mr.  Jackson  was  really  the  Minister  of  peace, 
Qd  was  sent  in  the  spirit  of  conciliation,  was 
lis  the  kind  of  language  to  be  addressed  to  the 
foverament  with  which  he  was  treating?  Was 
le  assertion  that  the  deprivation  of  oral  corres- 
andence  had  no  precedent  in  the  annals  of  di- 
[omacy,  and  the  protest  against  the  violation  of 
is  ri^htSj  the  language  of  amity?  Was  there 
nythmg  improper  in  confining  their  communi- 
itioDs  to  the  written  form  ?  Was  it  not  a  mode 
r  procedure  common  in  every  nation  ?  Did  not 
Ir.  Canning  oblige  Mr.  Pinffney  to  confine  his 
}mmuDications  to  the  written  form — and  did 
if  Minister  protest  against  it  as  a  breach  of  his 
ivilege?  No,  sir;  ne  knew  it  was  a  right 
hich  the  Government  possessed,  and  he  cora- 
ied  with  its  injanctions.  I  take  this  letter  to 
!  altogether  an  insolent  one.  I  conceive  that  in 
e  very  first  paragraph  the  British  Minister  ab- 
ilutely  insulted  the  Government;  although  it 
as  not  on  that  part  of  his  letter  that  the  Gov- 
Dment  thought  proper  to  notice  him.  The 
hole  correspondence  is  in  my  opinion  one  tissue 
'  insolence  on  his  part. 

Gentlemen  have  attempted  to  show  that,  al- 
lough  Mr.  Jackson's  language  was  not  as  polite 
it  ought  to  be,  yet  the  language  of  Mr.  Smith 
as  equally  indecorous.  Thev  cannot  point  to  the 
irts  of  Mr.  Smith's  letter  which  are  indecorous, 
hey  have  indeed  pointed  to  Mr.  Smith's  contra- 
ction of  Mr.  JacKson  on  the  point  of  Mr.  E. 
tving  more  than  one  set  of  instructions.  If  it 
id  been  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Smith  merely  a  mat- 
r  of  opinion  that  Mr.  Brskine  had  other  instruc- 


tions than  those  pablished,  and  Mr.  Jackson  had 
contradicted  him,  Mr.  Smith  would  have  beea 
wrong  in  asaerttng  or  insinuating  that  Mr.  Br* 
skine  had  other  instructions.  But  Mr.  Erskine, 
in  his  letter  to  Mr.  Smith,  explicitly  declares 
that  he  had  other  instructions.  He  alludes  to  hit 
**  several  letters  of  instruction."  Mr.  Smith  liad 
therefore  undoubted  evidence  that  there  were 
other  instructions,  and  he  was  justified  in  saying 
so.  It  was  not  an  impeachment  of  the  veracity 
of  Mr.  Jackson,  because  Mr.  Jackson  speaks  of 
information  derived  from  Mr.  Canning.  Hit 
evidence  on  the  subject,  therefore,  was  circu- 
itous. Mr.  Smith's  was  direct  from  Mr.  Erskine, 
who  declares  that  he  had  other  instructions :  and 
I  question  whether  the  sentleman  who  made  the 
remark  on  Mr.  Smith's  language  can  have  in 
reality  any  doubts  but  that  Mr.  Erskine  was  cor- 
rect on  this  point. 

Sir,  in  my  view,  in  the  whole  of  the  correspond- 
ence, Mr.  Smith  has  acted  in  a  correct,  manlfi 
and  dignified  manner.  He  has  sustained  the  cre- 
dit of  the  Administration^,  and  of  his  country,  in 
the  correspondence^  in  a  manner  which,  in  my 
opinion,  has  done  htm  great  honor. 

The  gentleman  from  Connecticut  (Mr.  Dama) 
entered  into  a  long  and  learned  dissertation  on  a 
subject  which  had  no  connexion  with  the  ques- 
tion before  the  House ;  but  I  listened  to  him  with 
pleasure,  because  he  displayed  'great  talent,  inge- 
nuity, and  research,  in  the  history  he  gave  us  of 
the  erounds  of  treaties  and  of  the  manner  in 
which  they  are  concluded.  The  information 
which  he  gave  us  amounts  to  this;  that, in  the  con- 
clusion of  a  treaty,  a  Minister  must  be  possessed 
of  a  full  power,  or  of  instructions  to  take  the  place 
of  a  foil  power.  I  could  not  exactly  ascertain 
what  was  the  precise  object  of  the  gentleman  in 
the  course  in  which  he  took.  It  appeared  to  me, 
however,  that  the  only  object  he  had  in  view 
was  to  show  that  in  the  arrangement  made,  the  Ad- 
ministration had,  by  a  neglect  of  duty,  laid  them- 
selves open  to  a  charge  of  misconduct  on  their 
part,  and  hail  thus  given  to  the  British  Govern- 
ment a  fair  opportunity  to  disavow  the  arrange- 
ment, without  a  right  on  our  part  to  complain. 
If  that  were  his  object,  I  confess  that  I  do  not 
conceive  his  arguments  to  have  been  conclu- 
sive. I  acknowledge  that  in  order  to  form  a  treaty, 
the  Ministers  concluding  it  must  have  either 
a  full  power  or  special  instructions  to  conclude 
particular  points ;  and  if  the^  have  those  powers, 
or  they  violate  their  instructions,  that  the  treaty 
is  not  binding  on  the  nation  whose  a;i;ents  they 
are.  Having  made  this  concession,  I  will  offer 
a  few  observations  to  show  what  I  believe  to 
have  been  the  nature  of  the  arrangement  made. 
To  my  mind  there  is  nothing  of  the  treaty-kind 
in  it.  Was  there  any  mutual  stipulation,  any 
contract  mutually  signed  by  both  parties?  No- 
thing of  that  kind.  Mr.  Erskine  comes  forward 
and  says  to  Mr.  Smith: 

•*  WASHiireToir,  April  19, 1809. 

«  Sib  :  I  have  the  honor  to  inform  you,  that  I  have 
received  His  Majesty's  commands,  to  represent  to  the 
Government  of  the  United  States,  that  His  Majesty  ia 
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Miniated  by  the  nicMt  tindere  denre  for  an  adjoitment 
df  the  diflferencev,  which  have  unhappily  lo  long  pre- 
Tiiled  between  the  two  countries,  the  recapitnlaftion  of 
which  might  have  a  tendency  to  impede,  if  not  prevent 
sn  amicable  undentandin  g.  It  having  been  represented 
to  His  Majesty's  Government,  that  the  Congress  of 
the'  United  Stetes,  in  their  proceedings  at  the  opening 
of  the  last  session,  had  evinced  an  intention  of  passing 
certain  laws,  which  would  place  the  relatioDs  of  Great 
firitein  with  the  United  States  upon  an  equal  foot- 
ing, in  all  respects,  with  the  other  belligerent  Powers,  I 
have  accordingly  received  His  Majesty's  commands,  in 
the  event  of  such  laws  teking  place,  to  offer,  on  the 
part  of  His  Majesty,  an  honorable  reparation  for  the 
aggression  committed  by  a  British  naval  officer,  in  the 
attack  on  the  United  States'  frigate  Chesapeake,"  dtc. 

I  believe  that  the  papers  we  have  before  us  on 
the  subject  only  show  us  that  an  offer  was  made 
by  Mr.  Erskine  in  relation  to  the  Chesapeake,  in 
the  name  of  his  Government^  and  accepted  bv 
ours.  There  was  no  mutual  stipulation  by  whicn 
tbe  parties  were  bound  to  do  a  certain  thing. 
The  ofler  was  spontaneously  made  by  the  British 
(Government  and  spontaneously  accepted  on  our 

£art.    On  their  part  it  is  true  a  Htipu Nation  was  to 
e  executed,  but  none  on  ours,  except  a  mere  ac- 
knowledgment of  satisfaction. 

As  respected  the  Orders  in  Council,  also,  Mr. 
Brskine  stated  that  His  Majesty  having  seen  a 
disposition  in  this  country  to  place  the  two  beU 
lieerents  in  a  state  of  equality  in  our  commercial 
relations  with  them,  had  instructed  him,  in  the 
e^ent  of  such  laws  passing  as  would  effect  that 
object,  to  say  that  the  Orders  in  Council  would 
be  withdrawn  a^  respects  the  United  States  on  a 
certain  day.  What  part  bad  the  Administration 
in  this  transaction?  The  proclamation  issued 
by  the  President  was  a  mere  Executive  act.  The 
non-intercourse  law  passed  at  the  session  preged- 
ing,  authorized  the  President,  in  the  event  of  the 
revocation  of  the  Orders  in  Council,  or  the  modi- 
fication thereof,  so  that  they  should  not  affect  the 
lawful  commerce  of  the  United  States,  not  to 
withdraw  the  embargo  and  non-intercourse  acts, 
for  that  had  been  conditionally  provided  for  by 
the  Legislature ;  but,  to  declare  the  existence  of 
the  event  on  which  the  revocation  of  the  law  as 
to  Great  Britain  and  her  dependencies  was  to 
take  place.  It  was  no  stipulation  made  by  our 
Administration  ;  for  they  had  no  power  to  make 
such  a  stipulation.  True,  sir,  Mr.  Canning  tells 
Mr.  Brskine,  in  hia  instruction,  to  obtain  a  stipu- 
lation that  we  were  to  continue  the  non  inter- 
course law  as  to  France ;  but  Mr.  Canning  was 
sttiBciently  acquainted  with  the  organisation  of 
this  Government  to  know  that  the  Administra- 
tion could  do  no  such  thing,  the  regulation  of  it 
diependtng  wholly  upon  Congress.  It,  therefore, 
is  not  only  a  fact  that  the  President  had  no  power 
to  enter  into  a  stipulation,  but  that  the  British 
Miotatry  must  have  known  it.  It  then  appears 
that  on  the  part  of  Administration  there  was  no 
stipulation  or  agreement,  but  an  acceptance  of 
the  proposition  made  by  the  British  Government. 
The  latter  thoQght  proper  to  make  propositions 
on  the  existing  circumstances,  which  were  ac- 


cepted* No  conventioii  or  prelittinaTy  agm- 
ment  waa  signed  by  the  pftrttes;  This  havng 
been  thesiioation  of  the  eaae,  I  caa  tee  ootbis; 
of  the  tfeaty-kind,  nor  anything  whieli  required 
the  British  Minister  to  produce  bis  fall  power  or 
his  particular  insttnetions  on  the  subject,  or 
which  made  it  necessary  for  the  President  to  I^ 
quire  them. 

We  will  suppose,  sir,  for  the  slake  of  argament 
the  Administration  had,  when  Mr.  Erskine  came 
forward  with  his  prof>ositions,  expressed  a  doabt 
of  his  honor  or  veracity,  and  required  of  him  lo 
produce  his  insiructioos  or  authority,  previous  ti 
their  acceptance  on  our  part — what,  in  suck  cate. 
would  and  ought  to  have  been  Mr.  Erskine'seoth 
duet  1  If  he  bad  done  what  a  respect  for  hifflseif 
and  the  dignity  of  hia  eomitry  required, he  woqM 
have  eeas»i  correftpaadeiice  with  our  Qovero- 
ment,  he  wonld.hare  said  that  the  American  Go^ 
CTnment  was  mwillio^  to  come  to  an  accomao* 
dation,  because,  when  he  had  offered  tenas,  tkrf 
had  questioned  his  authority  and  doubted  bis  be 
ing  the  confidential  agent  of  the  British  natiofi. 
And  what  would  have  been  the  consequeoee  of 
sach  a  proceeding  on  the  minds  of  the  |)eopkf 
Gentlemen  who  now  come  forward  in  opposiuoa 
to  this  resolution  would  have  said  that  the  Amer- 
ican Administration  waa  not  amicably  disposed 
to  Great  Britain ;  that  when  an  opportunity  bad 
offered  for  accommodation,  the  American  Got- 
ernment,  instead  of  accepting  theofier,  bad  treated 
with  insolence  and  outrage  the  British  Mi&istn; 
and  it  would  have  been  another  circumstance  to 
add  to  the  many  already  exhibited  to  prove  that 
the  Administration  were  in  favor  ot  war  with 
Great  Britain.  I  challenge  any  gentlemen  ia op- 
position to  say  whether  such  would  not  have  bees 
the  course  pursued.  There  cannot  be  a  doabi 
of  it. 

If  then  there  was,  in  the  arran|[ement  which  vis 
concluded  between  our  Administration  and  the 
British  Minister,  nothing  like  the  mutual  stipoia- 
tion  of  a  treaty,  I  would  ask  how  the  argumests 
of  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut  apply?  Or 
how  he  could  make  but  his  argument  that  tbe 
Administration  had  indeed  made  a  mistake?  Tbe 
gentleman  frequently  repeated  that  if  indeed  the 
Administration  had  concluded  the  a^greeneat 
without  seeing  Mr.  firskine's  instructions,  they 
had  committed  a  mistake,  avoiding,  as  he  said, 
giving  it  a  haraher  name,  thereby  implying  that 
he  conceived  it  merited  «  harsher  desigoalioo. 
From  what  I  have  said  I  must  conclude  that  tbe 
Administration  were  not  in  this  case  bouad  to 
scrutinize  the  instructions  of  Mr.  Erskine. 

The  gentleman  from  New  York  (Mr.  Emott) 
told  us  that  previous  to  the  persoal  of  the  doco- 
ments  last  communicated  by  the  President  he  had 
indeed  doubted  whether  Mr.  Canning  bad  Id  re- 
ality received  such  communications  from  Mr. 
Erskine  as  to  induce  him  to  believe  that  the  three 
propositions  would  be  accepted  by  the  Gorero- 
ment ;  but  that  upon  the  perusal  of  the  documeots 
his  mind  had  become  completely  convinced  that) 
whatever  might  havebeen  the  nature  of  the  com- 
munications oetween  the  Minister  and  theg^O' 
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tiemen  to  whom  he  alludes,  there  was  no  doubt 
*Mr.  Erskine  had  j^iren  Mr.  GaoDiog  to  anderttaod 
that  he  had  received  from  those  gentlemen  com- 
moDicatioDs  the  same  in  substance  as  those  men- 
tioned in  the  despatch  of  the  83d  of  January.  Sir, 
if  the  evidence  the  gentleman  could  derive  from 
those  documents  was  confined  to  the  single  ex- 
pression that  such  and  such  parts  of  Mr.  Brskine's 
correspondence  were  read  to  him,  (M^  Pinkney,} 
he  might  rationallv  draw  some  inference  of  that 
kind.  But  I  would  ask  whether  a  loose  expres- 
sion, merely  stating  that  Mr.  Canning  had  read 
to  him  letters  containing  such  things,  is  to  be 
taken  as  positive  evidence  in  contradiction  to  the 
eipress  declaration  of  Mr.  Erskine,  in  repeated 
instances.    Mr.  Pinkney  says.  ^  These  instruc- 

*  tions  (of  23d  Januarv)  togetner  with  the  pas- 

*  sages  m  Mr.  Erskine's  letter,  written,  I  believe, 
'in  December  last,  which  contained  the  above- 
'  mentioned  representation  and  some  other  detail9. 
'  which  I  ought  not  to  repeat,  Mr.  CanQing  read 

*  to  me.''  This  is  tlie  distinct  sentence  which 
has  com'municated  to  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  the  positive  fact  of  Mr.  Brskine's  having 
made  such  communications  to  his  Oovernment. 
Bot,  sir,  in  the  last  correspondence  between  Mr. 
Erskine  and  the  Secretary  of  State,  the  former 
expressly  states  what  he  understood  Mr.  Smith 
and  the  other  gentlemen  to  have  said,  and  what 
he  communicated ;  and  in  this  I  do  not  find  any- 
thing authorizing  the  inference  that  the  Amer- 
can  Government  would  accede  to  those  three  pro- 
positions. After  stating  to  Mr.  Smith  what  he 
deemed  to  be  the  substaoce  of  the  conversations, 
which  had  taken  place  between  himself,  Mr.  Mad- 
ison, Mr.  Gallatin,  and  Mr.  Smith,  he  says:'^  Such 
^  was  the  substance,  sir.  of  the  inofficial  eonversa- 
'  tions  which  I  had  held  with  Mr.  Madison,  Mr. 
'Gallatin,  and  yourself,  which  I  did  not  consider 
^  or  represent  to  His  Majesty's  €k)vernment  as  in- 

*  tended  with  any  ot-her  view  than  to  endeavor  to 

*  brins  about  the  repeal  of  the  Orders  in  Council, 
'  by  showing  that  many  of  the  obstacles  which 
'  had  stood  in  the  way  of  an  amicable  adjustment 
'  of  the  differences  between  the  two  countries  were 
'  already  removed,  and  that  a  fair  prospect  existed 
^  of  settling  what  remained ;  sinee  the  United 
^  States  exhibited  a  determination  to  resist  the  un- 
'  jast  aggressions  upon  her  neutral  rights,  which 

*  was  all  that  Great  Britain  had  ever  required ;  but 
'  I  certainly  never  received  any  assurances  from 
'  the  American  Government  that  they  would 
'  pledge  themselves  to  adopt  the  conditions  speci- 
'  ned  in  Mr.  Canning's  instructions  as  prelimi- 

*  naries ;  nor  did  I  ever  hold  out  such  an  expecta- 
'  tion  to  His  Majesty's  Government."  Now,  sir,  if 
the  gentleman  from  New  York,  after  reading  this 
slight  expression  of  Mr.  Pinkney,  stating  that  cer- 
tain extracts  of  a  letter  from  Mr.  Erskine  were  read 
to  him,  and  also  reading  this  paragraph,  in  which 
the  latter  gentleman  expressly  asserts  that  he 
never  did  authorize  the  expectation  apparently 
entertained  by  Mr.  Canning,  can  yet  think  that 
he  did  really  authorize  such  an  expectation,  his 
opinion  must  be  very  different  from  mine.  On 
the  one  hand  I  see  an  equivocal  expression  con- 


veying no  positive  idea  on  the  subject ;  on  ilm 
other  hand  I  aee  a  positive  declaration  of  Mr. 
Erskine.  in  most  explicit  terms,  that  he  never  made 
any  such  communication  as  that  suggested. 

Some  of  the  gentlemen  in  question,  one  partic- 
ularly (Mr.  GoLo)  have  alluded  to  the  Orders  in 
Council  in  the  language  of  Mr.  Jackson,  and  styM 
them  a  great  object  oi  national  policy.  Are  thief 
indeed  a  great  object  of  national  policy  ?  I  can- 
not Tiew  them  in  that  light.  If  they  oe  so  con- 
sidered, let  us  inquire  what  is  the  object  to  be  eif- 
fected  by  them?  The  British  Gh>vernmeni  has 
repeatedly  said  that  the  object  is  to  retaliate  on 
the  enemy,  to  strike  at  the  enemy  through  neu- 
trals, because  he  cannot  be  got  at  in  any  other 
way.  The  British  Government  has  enfleavoEod 
to  convince  this  country  that  such  was  the  sole 
object  of  them,  and  that  so  lon^  as  the  Preach 
decrees  are  in  force,  so  long  will  the  Orders  in 
Council  be  adhered  to.  What  is  really  the  prac- 
tice under  the  Orders  in  Council?  They. ate 
said  to  be  solely  intended  to  injure  the /enemy,  by 
depriving  her  of  those  supplies  which  she  had 
been  accustomed  to  receive  from  neutral  cooa- 
merce.  And  jret,  sir,  at  the  very  moment  that 
Great  Britain  in  making  these  assertions  and  in- 
ducing us  10  believe  lluit  her  hostility  is  wkoUy 
employed  against  her  enemy,  at  the  very  moment 
that  she  refuses  to  permit  any  neutral  Aag  to  al- 
ter the  ports  of  her  enemy,  under  the  pretext  tiiat 
it  might  cover  articles  necessary  toher  subsistence 
— at  that  very  moment  ^e  permits  her  own  ves- 
sels to  go  there,  and  supply  that  enem]^  with  those 
articles  which  would  otherwise  he  supplied  by  neu- 
trals. She  is  hersdf  supplying  her  enemy  with 
the  very  articles  with  which  she  refuses  Co  permit 
nenlrais  to  supply  her,  under  the  plea  that  her  aole 
object  is  to  deprive  her  enemy  of  those  articles.  I 
believe,  sir,  that  if  theOrders'in  Council  are  indeed 
a  part  of  a  great  system  of  national  policy,  it  is,  to 
permit  do  other  vessels  than  her  own  to  enjoy  any 
rifl^hts  on  the  ocean ;  that  she  has  seen  with  the  eye 
of  jealousy  our  increasing  ability  to  rival  her  in 
commerce,  aad  has  invented  the  pretext  of  injur- 
ing her  enemy  to  destroy  us.  This  is  what  I 
understand  by  iier  *' great  system  of  national 
policy." 

i  understood  thegentleman  from  Ma.ssachiisett8, 
(Mr.  Whbaton,)  that  Mr.  Jackson  had  shown  a 
disposition  to  conciliate,  and  that  it  was  extremely 
unfortunate  that  the  Administration  had  thought 
proper  to  dismiss  the  Minister  when  there  was 
an  opening  for  producing  an  amicable  iirran^e- 
ment.  where,  sir,  is  the  evidence  of  any  suah 
dispostition  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Jackson,  or  of  Great 
Britain  ?  Is  it  to  be  found  in  the  disavowal  of 
the  arrangement?  I  should  suppose  not.  We 
have  seen  that  it  was  not  in  the  appointment  of 
Mr.  Jackson.  .Is  it  to  he  found  in  the  correspon- 
dence of  Mr.  Jackson  himself?  Did  he  not  db- 
ciare  explicitly  that  his  principal  busineM  here 
was  to  say  that  be  had  no  proposals  whatever  to 
make?  Was  it  to  be  presumed,  After  such  a 
disavowal  as  had  taken  place,  that  the  United 
States  were  indeed  to  make  a  proposition  to  the 
British  Minuter  ?    That  they  were  to  make  l^a 
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first  advances  to  conciliation?  I  should  really 
hife  supposed  the  first  advances  to  conciliation 
ought  to  be  made  by  the  party  committing  the 
offence.  I  should  suppose  indeed  that  no  com- 
plete restoration  of  amity  could  take  place  with- 
out a  settlement  of  the  affair  of  the  Chesapeake 
as  a  preparatory  step.  This  did  not  take  place, 
nor  was  there  any  probability  of  it.  True  it  is 
that  Mr.  Jackson  did  come  forward  and  make 
propositions  as  to  the  reparation  of  the  outrage ; 
out  were  these  propositions  such  as  could  be  ac- 
ceptable to  the  Government  and  country?  To 
my  mind,  instead  of  wearing  the  aspect  of  concili- 
ation, it  was  an  additional  insult  offered  to  tte 
Government.  What  were  the  propositions  ?  That 
His  Majesty  would  restore  the  seamen  taken  from 
the  Chesapeake  and  provide  for  the  families  of 
the  slain,  provided  that  exceptions  should  be  made 
from  the  restoration  and  remuneration  of  such  of 
them  as  were  natives  of  Great  Britain  or  deserters 
from  her  service.  It  was  well  known  that  the 
men  of  whom  the  British  were  in  search  when 
they  committed  the  outrage  on  the  Chesapeake 
were  deserters  from  the  British  navy ;  but  it  is 
as  well  known  that  they  were  American  citizens. 
But,  sir,  was  it  to  be  expected,  that  the  American 
Government,  for  the  flimsy  offer  of  a  restoration 
of  three  or  four  men  and  the  support  of  the  fami- 
lies of  as  many  more,  were  to  recognise  the  prin- 
aiple  that  the  British  Government  had  a  right  to 
claim  every  man  born  in  the  country,  or  every 
man  who  had  ever  been  impressed  and  had  de- 
serted from  them,  even  if  they  were  native  Amer- 
icans? If  our  Administration  had  been  ready  to 
do  this  they  must  have  been  lost  to  every  sense 
of  national  character  or  dignity. 

Another  evidence,  deduced  from  the  correspon- 
dence of  Mr.  Jackson,  that  he  was  not  the  minis- 
ter of  peace,  and  that  there  was  no  probability  of 
effecting  a  reconciliation  through  his  agency,  was 
the  direct  avowal  that  indeed  the  Orders  in  Coun- 
cil never  would  be  withdrawn,  unless  substituted 
in  some  other  manner.  The  Orders  in  Council 
of  January  and  November,  1807,  have  been  uni- 
formly viewed  in  this  country  as  one  of  the  great- 
est  outrages  on  our  neutral  and'  national  rights. 
This  House  has  almost  unanimously  resolved  that 
it  would  never  submit  to  the  British  Orders  in 
Council ;  and  yet  this  minister  of  peace,  this  man 
of  conciliation,  comes  forward  and  tells  us  that 
the  Orders  in  Council  never  will  be  withdrawn. 
Sir,  at  the  time  that  Mr.  Canning  disavowed  the 
arrangement  it  would  seem  that  the  celebrated 
three  conditions  contained  the  nnequanonof  the 
British  Government;  that,  without  a  previous 
aeceptance  of  our  asreement  to  them,  there  could 
be  no  probability  of  friendly  relations  being  re- 
newed between  the  two  countries.  This  appears 
too  at  the  time  when  he  was  expressing  senti- 
meDts  of  friendship  and  an  anxious  desire  to  ac- 
commodate all  difi»rences  between  the  two  coun- 
tries. Yet,  notwithstanding  the  positive  declara- 
tion of  Mr.  Canning  that  those  three  propositions 
must  be  acceded  to  on  the  part  of  the  American 
Government,  previous  to  any  stipulations  on  his 
part,  he  acknowledges  to  Mr.  Piuoey  in  conver- 


sation that  he  did  not  see  that  the  surrender  ol 
trade  with  enemies'  colonies  (one  of  those  indis' 
peosable  conditions)  had  any  coonezion  with  the 
Orders  in  Council,  and  that  it  would  be  made 
more  properly  the  subject  of  an  article  in  a  treaty. 
*'  Upon  the  third  condition  (says  Mr.  Pinkoey) 
'  I  5aid  a  very  few  words.  I  restated  what  I  bid 
'  thrown  out  upon  the  matter  of  it  in  an  ioformil 
'  conversation  in  January,  and  expressed  my  r^ 
'  gret  that  it  should  have  been  misappreheoded. 
'  Mr.  Canning  immediately  said  that  be  was  him- 
^  self  of  opinion  that  the  idea  upon  which  that 

*  condition  turns  could  not  well  fiod  its  way  iaio 
^  a  stipulation ;  that  he  had  nevertheless  deemed 

*  it  proper  to  propose  the  condition  to  the  Uoiid 
^  Slates ;  that  he  should  have  been  satisfied  with 
^  the  rejection  of  it;  and  thai  the  consequeoct 
^  would  have  been  that  they  should  have  iDter- 

*  cepted  the  commerce  to  which  it  referred,  if  any 
<  such  commerce  should  be  attempted."  Thos, 
sir,  after  disavowing  an  arrangement,  becaos 
not  incliidinj^in  it  three  conditions,  Mr.  Caouiaf. 
in  conversation  with  Mr.  Pinkney.  confesses  thai 
two  of  them  were  not  properly  coooected  widi 
the  subject,  and  would  more  properly  hare  fooad 
their  way  into  a  treaty.  This  change  of  dispose 
tion,  after  declaring  that  the  conditions  were  iin* 
perative,  and  disavowing  a  solemn  agreemeot  be- 
cause it  did  not  include  them,  is  really  extraor- 
dinary. What  are  we  to  understand  by  it?  We 
Jtnow  very  well  from  past  experience  that  Mr. 
Canning  has  displayed  great  tacilitv  in  sttiio§ 
things  in  conversation  and  stating  them  wholly 
differently  in  writing,  and  in  understanding  con- 
versations differently  from  what  they  were  oieaot, 
and  acting  upon  his  own  comprehension  of  theo. 
It  appears  to  me  that  the  disavowing  thearraoge- 
ment,  and  immediatelv  after,  in  con versaiioa  with 
Mr.  Pinknev,  acknowledging  that  the  three  cob* 
ditionb  could  not  be  acceded  toon  our  part, is 
evidence  that  the  cause  of  the  disavowal  was 
other  than  that  advanced.  It  was  a  conreoieot 
ground  to  allege  that  the  instructions  were  oot 
complied  with,  but  there  was  some  secret,  hidden 
ground,  arising  from  an  indisposition  to  come  to 
an  accommodauon  with  us.  In  every  point  of 
view,  seeking  where  I  will,  I  have  been  unable 
to  find  that  evidence  which  is  to  conviuce  my 
mind  that  the  British  Ministry  or  Mr.  Jacksoa 
were  disposed  to  conciliate.  Let  gentleaieD  pro- 
duce evidence  if  they  have  any,  and  let  it  be siited 
and  put  to  the  test. 

There  is  one  view  of  this  subject  which  I  think 
ought  to  have  great  weight  with  gentlemen  in 
inducing  them  to  vote  lor  the  resolution.  Let 
them  consider  the  effect  which  a  oegatireofit 
would  have  on  our  foreign  relations  and  on  our 
domestic  concerns.  Such  a  vote  would  degrade 
the  Administration  in  the  eyes  of  foreign  naiioDs 
and  of  our  own  citizens.  It  would  say  in  effect 
to  the  former,  you  have  either  wilfully  or  igao- 
rantly  erred,  you  must  retrace  y^ur  steps,  yoa 
must  make  a  humble  apology  to  the  Britij»h  Mio- 
ister  for  the  treatment  you  have  given  him,  soli- 
citing him  to  resume  his  station  and  his  insolence. 
You  must  recall  your  letter  of  instruction  to  Mr- 
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Pinkney,  which  directed  him  to  solicit  the  recall 
of  Mr.  JacksoD,  aad  direct  him  to  make  a  humble 
apology  to  the  British  Gorernmeat  for  the  insult 
offered  to  it  in  the  person  of  its  Minister,  with  a 
promise  to  behave  better  in  future.  Under  such 
circumstances,  sir,  where  would  be  our  national 
dignity  or  national  character?  Where  indeed 
woald  be  our  independence  1  They  would  all 
be  fled  with  the  vision  of  the  morning.  Could 
oar  Administration  proceed  one  step  further  in 
negotiating  upon  the  subject  of  our  foreign  re- 
lations 1  Certainly  not,  unless  indeed  they  were 
ready  to  submit  to  every  insult  which  foreign  in- 
solence might  heap  upon  them,  and  to  acquiesce 
in  every  proposition  from  foreign  nations,  how- 
ever derogatory  to  our  national  honor  and  inde- 
pendence. I  am  well  aware,  sir,  that  many  gen- 
tlemen upon  whom  these  considerations  would 
otherwise  have  great  weight,  satisfy  themselves 
with  the  reflection  that  Uie  resolution  will  be 
agreed  to  and  these  effects  averted.  But,  sir, 
e?ery  gentleman  ought  to  consider  that  his  vote 
against  the  resolution  is  of  course  a  negative  of 
it  for  himself,  and  that  he  does,  as  far  as  in  him 
lies,  produce  the  result  so  much  to  be  deprecated. 

I  have  thus,  sir,  offered  reasons  to  the  Commit- 
tee for  the  vote  I  shall  give.  I  am  sensible  I  have 
trespassed  on  their  time:  but  I  have  thought  it 
necessary  that  on  a  question  of  this  magnitude 
the  public  at  large  as  well  as  the  committee  should 
understand  the  real  grounds  on  which  members 
act,  and  therefore  I  have  presented  the  ground  on 
which  I  shall  support  my  vote  for  the  resolution. 

The  question  on  the  Cfommitlee's  rising  and  re- 
porting their  agreement  to  the  resolution,  was 
now  taken  and  carried — 54  to  35,  fifty- two  inem; 
bers  being  absent. 

Mr.  LivERMORB  said  he  did  not  rise  now  to  at- 
tempt to  go  into  an  examination  of  the  merits  or 
demerits  of  the  question ;  but  to  make  a  motion 
which,  if  carried,  would  put  an  end  to  the  discus- 
sion. He  said  he  made  this  motion  under  the 
idea  that  the  question  ought  never  4o  have  been 
broQght  before  the  House ;  and  that  the  passage 
of  it  would  be  an  unconstitutional  act,  and  might 
be  destructive  to  civil  liberty.  The  Constitution, 
(said  he)  which  I  think  we  shall  all  agree  ought 
to  continue  as  long  as  time  exists,  has  pointed 
oat  the  different  powers  of  the  different  Depart- 
ments of  the  Government ;  by  it  the  powers  of 
the  Executive  and  of  the  Legislature  are  each 
defined.  .  It  never  was  intendea  that  they  should 
ran  into  each  other,  or  that  the  Legblature  should 
eiercise  the  Executive  powers. 

We  are  now  called  upon  to  express  an  opinion 
on  an  Executive  act  of  the  Government,  upon 
an  act  of  the  President  of  Che  United  States  in 
relation  to  a  foreign  nation,  the  superintendence 
of  our  relations  with  whom  are  by  the  Constilu- 
fion  confined  solely  to  himself.  I  conceive  that 
if  the  President  has  done  right,  the  approbation 
of  his  own  conscience  will  be  a  sufficient  reward. 
If  he  has  done  wrong,  sir,  nothing  which  we  cau 
say  or  do  will  alter  the  case.  Whether  he  is  com- 
petent to  execute  the  duties  of  his  office  or  not, 

^  ft  question  not  for  this  House  to  consider.    The 


people  have  chosen  htm,  and  to  them  is  he  amena- 
ble. It  is  true,  sir,  that  the  House  might  be  called 
on  in  a  Constitutional  way  to  examine  the  tran- 
saction from  beginning  to  end,  and  express  their 
opinion  on  jt;  and  therefore  more  particularly 
ought  they  not  to  med^lie  with  it  in  tne  way  pro- 
posed. It  is  possible  that  the  President,  for  his 
conduct  in  this  transaction,  may  be  impeached 
before  the  Senate.  Suppose  that  body  should  be 
called  upon  to  try  sucn  a  question — what  'have 
they  done  in  this  case?  Why,  they  have  com- 
mitted themselves  on  the  question.]  The  Speaker 
observed  that  it  was  not  within  the  rules  of  order 
to  refer  to  the  acts  of  the  Senate.]  Mr.  L.  con- 
tinued. I  conceive,  sir,  that  it  is  impossible  to 
get  along  in  this  debate  if  we  cannot  refer  to  tran- 
sactions in  the  Senate;  because  it  is  a  transaction 
of  the  other  House  on  which  ^e  are  called  upon 
to  deliberate.  I  was  going  on  to  consider  the 
great  impropriety  and  unconstitutionality  of  this 
method  of  deliberation.  We  fire  called  upon  to 
express  o.ur  approbation  of  the  doings  of  the  Ex- 
ecutive, which  yexy  subject  may  be  drawn  in 
question  before  us.  It  is  possible,  and  results 
from  the  very  nature  of  the  case,  that  we  may  be 
called  upon  to  express  our  opinion  on  the  propriety 
of  impeaching  nim  before  the  Senate.  I  was 
going  on  to  consider  this  case  as  one  which  may 
be  important  to  this  country,  which  may  stand 
on  record  as  a  precedent  as  long  as  records  exist. 

This  question  may  be  considered  in  different 
points  of  view.  Let  us  suppose  that  this  was  a 
resolution  of  censure.  Would  not  the  Executive 
have  a  right  to  say,  when  a  vote  of  censure  is 
passed  in  this  way,  that  you  prejudge  the  case? 
With  what  propriety  could  you,  after  passing  such 
a  resolution,  discuss  a  question  of  impeaching  him 
before  the  Senate.  This  shows  the  glaring  impro- 
priety of  the  proceeding  in  the  one  case  as  well  as 
in  the  other.  Justice  should  be  impartially  adminis- 
tered. Can  it  be  said  that  there  is  any  impartial- 
ity about  a  man  who  prejudges  the  case  on  which 
he  is  to  decide  ?  I  ask  gentlemen  to  consider  the 
question  in  this  li^ht,  and  I  think  it  is  infinitely  the 
most  important  view  which  has  been  taken  of  it. 
It  is  wholly  improper  for  the  House  to  interfere 
in  it,  as  was  correctly  observed  by  a  gentleman 
from  North  Carolina  (Mr.  Macon,)  though  in  my 
apprehension  there  is  no  danger  of  the  Govern- 
ment being  destroyed  by  collisions  between  the 
two  branches  or  either  branch  of  the  Legislature 
and  the  Executive.  It  is  true  that  such  a  course 
might  impede  the  public  business;  but  the  people 
hold  the  corrective,  and  would  judge  and  place 
the  matter  right  at  last. 

But  it  is  a  consideration  worthy  of  notice — and 
1  do  not  know  how  gentlemen  will  receive  my 
observations,  hut — as  a  representative  of  the  peo- 
ple, I  must  express  my  opinion,  that  whenever 
the  Executive  can  by  his  popularity  or  the  great 
patronage  be  holds  become  so  powerful  as  with 
a  secret  hand  to  seize  upon  the  minds  of  a  major- 
ity of  the  Legislature,  the  Constitution  is  in  jeop- 
ardy ;  for  acts  will  be  carried  through  both  Houses 
for  which  there  will  be  no  responsibility.  I  fear 
not  that  any  individual  will  lay  hold  of  power 


911 


HISTORY  OF  CONGRBSB. 


812 


H.  OP  R. 


Omduet  of  the  British  MiniBier, 


DmMwt, 


and  wrest  oar  liberties  by  force.  No,  sir,— rand 
in  my  opinion  the  little  finger  nail  of  Henry  the 
YIII  contained  more  despotism  than  the  whole 
liouse  of  the  Staarts,  from  their  origin  to  the  ex- 
tinction of  the  race.  For  the  unfortunate  Charles, 
who  boldly  attempted  to  seize  u[)on  the  liberties 
of  his  subjects,  met  destruction  in  the  attempt, 
while  Henry  employed  his  servile  Parliament 
to  effect  the  most  cruel  tyranny  and  oppression 
with'  certainty  of  success.  I  would  guard  against 
gradual  approaches  to  despotism — and  I  ask  whe- 
ther this  very  case  may  not  hereafter  be  produced 
as  a  precedent  for  such  proceedings  ?  Irit  should 
80  happen  that  there  be  an  Eiecntive  who  wishes 
to  carry  through  any  arbitrary  measure,  he  may 
get  some  con6dential  friend  to  move  a  vote  of  ap- 
probation, and  get  it  j)assed  pfossibly  without  dis- 
cussion. Will  not  this  be  the  plain  operation  of 
the  precedent?  I  appeal  to  gentlemen's  candor 
for  an  answer.  Let  them  consider,  taking  all  for 
granted  which  has  been  said  of  the  injuries  done 
VIS  in  this  case,  it  is  but  dost  in  the  balance  to  the 
Injuries  which  may  result  to  the  Constitution 
from  such  a  precedent  as  this.  It  is  against  the 
spirit  ofthe  Constitution,  and  therefore  as  uncon- 
atitutional  as  if  it  were  against  the  letter  of  it.  I 
know  not,  sir,  how  I  may  be  apprehended ;  for 
what  is  said  here  as  the  result  of  mature  consid- 
eration is  often  misapprehended  as  the  result  of 
party  spirit.  There  is,  I  acknowledge  from  daily 
experience,  too  much  of  this  displayed  in  the 
House.  But,  if  I  can  judge  for  myself,  and  am 
capable  of  considering  any  question  on  its  merits. 
I  conceive  that  this  is  a  most  unconstitutional 
thing  in  its  origin,  and  brought  forward  in  an  un- 
constitutional manner  here. 

Gentlemen,  no  doubt,  will  say,  what  was  your 
opinion  at  the  last  session,  when  you  were  de- 
sirous of  approbating  the  conduct  of  the  Presi- 
dent t  That  question  did  not  come  to  a  decision. 
It  is  true,  I  consider  the  subject  in  a  different  light 
now  from  what  I  did  then,  and  the  cases  are  es- 
sentially dissimilar.  And  if  they  were  alike, 
should  I,  because  once  wrong,  persist  in  error? 
That  resolution  was  not  a  joint  resolution,  an  act 
of  the  Government,  but  an  expression  of  the 
opinion  of  this  House,  and  was  introduced  not  by 
any  gentleman  considered  lis  in  the  confidence  of 
the  Administration,  but  from  a  different  quarter. 

This  question  must  be  considered  on  its  own 
merits.  Conceiving  it  not  to  be  a  Constitutional, 
proper,  regular  mode  of  proceeding,  to  shorten  its 
discussion,  if  possible,  by  dismissing  it  from  the 
House,  I  move  its  indefinite  postponement. 

Mr.  Rhea  called  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the 
motion. 

Mr.  Bppes  said,  that  as  the  motion  to  postpone 
indefinitely  the  resolution  before  the  House  in- 
volved the  merits  of  the  question,  he  would  avail 
himself  of  the  opportunity  to  present  to  the  House 
and  to  the  public  his  view  of  a  transaction  which 
BO  deeply  affected  the  honor,  the  interest,  and  in- 
dependence of  the  nation.  If,  said  he,  there  fs  an  y 
question  on  which  the  two  great  parties  of  our 
country  ought  to  unite  on  ground  truly  Ameri- 
can, it  is  the  one  which  we  are  now  called  upon 


to  decide.  In  maintaining  the  respect  doe  to  tbe 
£xecutive  branch  of  oor  own  UoverDmeii^  in 
discountenancing  rudeness  or  insolence  on  the 
part  of  a  foreign  agent,  men  of  ail  politicti  par* 
ties  have  a  common  interest.  Whatever  differ- 
ence of  opinion  may  exist  either  as  to  general  or 
local  policy,  we  sorely  cannot,  on  a  qoestioa  in- 
volving the  Fopport  of  a  foreign  agent  agaiDsttbt 
Executive  Government  of  our  own  couotry.  ar- 
range ourselves  under  the  banners  of  party.  Hith- 
erto, in  all  questions  between  the  Aditainistratioo 
of  this  country  and  that  of  Great  Britain,  genil^ 
men  have  told  us,  you  need  not  expect  jastict 
until  yon  repeal  laws  considered  in  Great Britaio 
as  manifesting  hostility  on  the  part  of  the  Unitd 
States.  The  partial  non-importation  act  was  said 
to  be  a  measure  of  hostility  ;  this  is  done  awif. 
The  proclamation,  issued  after  the  most  flagraot 
violation  of  our  territory  and  riehts,  was  coasi^* 
ered  a  hostile  measure ;  this  is  done  away.  TIr 
embargo  was  considered  as  a  hostile  measgre; 
this  is  done  away  also.  Great  Britain  and  Fraon 
must  be  placed  on  an  equal  footing;  thishasalso 
been  done.  The  former  Administration,  agaiint 
which  gentlemen  had  been  habituated  toindulfe 
feelings  of  distrust  and  suspicion,  has  gone  oql 
The  first  act  of  the  new  Administration,  but  for 
the  bad  faith  of  the  British  Ministry,  woaidhire 
consigned  to  oblivion  every  measnre  which  die 
opponents  of  the  former  Administration  have  here- 
tofore considered  a  bar  to  the  adjustment  of  oor 
differences  with  Great  Britain.  Will  gentlemea 
now  tell  us  why  Great  Britain  will  not  do  asja$* 
tice  ?  Will  they  teli  the  people  the  grounds  od 
which  the  disavowal  of  the  late  arrangement 
with  Mr.  Erskine  is  made,  and  justify  theBrimb 
Ministry  ?  They  dare  not.  Will  they  sacrifiR 
on  the  altar  of  public  good,  party  feeliagSttnd 
present  to  foreign  nations  that  united  front  whieb 
alone  gives  force  to  a  free  Gk)vernmeot?  The 
vigor  of  a  free  Government  depends  on  mm 
To  the  patriotic  and  voluntary  exertions  of  oar 
citizens,  we  must  look  for  that  energy  which  t 
tyrant  forces  from  reluctant  slaves.  Wbatprts- 
pent  of  redress  for  our  injuries  can  we  have,  if  <» 
an  occasion  like  the  present,  marked  by  soeh 
strong  features  of  injustice  on  the  part  of  the  Bri- 
tish Government,  and  of  atrocious  insolence  on 
the  part  of  its  Minister,  the  Representaiivetof  the 
people  shall  present  to  the  world  the  extnordi- 
nary  spectacle  of  discord,  division,  and  disonioD? 
It  seems,  sir,  that  the  fair  castle  ox  onionalMicM' 
fidence,  which  men  of  all  parties  united  in  reaiiog 
at  the  last  session,  has  vanished.  It  seems  ifait 
the  present  Administration  is  not  to  be  judged  bf 
its  own  acts,  but  is  destined  to  receive  as  a  sort 
of  inheritance  all  those  bitter  and  acrimoaioos 
feelings  which  years  of  party  conflict  had  ripeofd 
into  inveterate  hostility  against  the  former.  Ge^' 
tiemen  have  just  discovered  that  the  promptiiodc 
and  frankness  with  which  the  Executive  of  the 
United  States  met  the  overtures  of  Mr.  ErskioCi 
is  all  an  error.  A  gentleman  from  Connecticut^ 
(Mr.  Dana,)  who  at  the  last  session  of  Congms 
told  us  that  on  this  occasion  the  President  of  the 
Uhiited  States  had  aeted  like  «  SMin  of  busiaes; 
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hat  DO  diplomatic  diffieolties  had  been  thrown  in 
ke  way ;  that  the  tender  was  met  fairljr,  openly 
od  hooorabiy,  has  emptofed  himself  durini;^  the 
eeess.  in  reading  Qrotius,  Puffendorf.  Vattel, 
Vicquefori,Marten8,and  other  writers  on  national 
iw,  sod  DOW  tells  us  ffravely  this  thing  is  all  an 
rror.    In  Mhj  last  I  thought  with  the  gentleman 
roro  Conneeticut.    I  see  nothing  in  the  eorres- 
oDdeoeelaid  before  us  which  can  justify  a  change 
fopioioD.    I  cannot,  like  the  Satyr  in  the  fabfe, 
low  hot,  blow  cold,  with  the  same  breath.    I 
aDDot  DOW  call  black,  what  I  at  that  time  thought 
rhite.    I  cannot  consent  to  attach  myself  to  the 
CDdulum  of  Mr.  Canning,  whether  its  vibrations 
sod  to  promote  the  interest  or  ruin  of  my  coun- 
ry.    Sir,  do  ^^tlemen  forget  that  the  conduct 
i  the  Eiecutive  on  this  occasion  was  approved 
y  men  of  all  parties  in  this  country  ?    Do  they 
3rget  that  it  was  eulogised  and  approred  by 
Itemselfes  ?    Do'  they  expect  to  eiplain  to  the 
eople  this  sudden  vibration    by  references  to 
^uffendorfand  Qrotios?    Will  they  teii  the  peo- 
le  the  real  grounds  on  which  the  disavowal  of 
lie  late  arrangement  with  Mr.  Erskine  is  made, 
nd  array  themselves  in  opposition  to  the  Admin- 
(iratioD  for  having  entered  into  it?    They  dare 
ot.    Will  they  say  to  the  people,  that,  as  to  the 
fiair  of  the  Chesapeake,  the  British  Gbvernment 
rill  Dot  us  make  reparation,  because  the  repeal  of 
le  President's  proclamation  is  not  recorded  in 
fte  instrument?    The  people  will  tell  them  the 
reclamation  is  repealed.    Will  the  gentleman 
leo  tell  the  people,  that  although  Captain  Brad- 
:y  violated  your  territory ;  that  although  Pierce 
ras  murdered  within  sight  of  the  harbor  of  New 
'ork ;  although  the  attack  on  the  Chesapeake 
wk  place  before  the  proclamation  issued,  still  it 
made  an  affair  of  honor  by  the  British  Gtovern- 
lent?    Is  it  not  enough  that  it  is  repealed,  you 
lust  acknowledge  you  were  wrong  in  having 
«oed  it?    Will  gentlemen,  in  addition  to  this, 
^i  the  people,  that  before  reparation  for  the 
'hesapeake  is  made,  we  must  disfranchise  our 
aturalized  citizens,  and  acknowledee  the  right 
f  His  Britannic  Majesty  to  claim  them?    Will 
ley  teii  the  people  that  before  the  Orders  in 
^Dcilare  withdrawn  we  must  give security  for 
le  continuance  of  our  non-intercourse  system 
^inst  France?    The  people  will  reply,  that,  by 
le  arrangement  with  Mr.  Erskine,  tnathas  been 
ready  done.     Will  the  gentlemen  then  say  to 
le  people,  in  the  language  of  Mr.  Canning :  this 
^  may  be  repealed ;  Great  Britain  must  have 
vo  other  conditions  complied  with ;  you  must 
'linquish  all  right  to  trade  with  enemies'  colo- 
ies :  but  this  is  not  sufficient ;  your  own  Gov- 
rnmeot  is  too  imbecile  to  execute  vour  laws 
^aipsi  France ;  the  British  fleet  must  be  allowed 
I  aid  you,  so  as  to  secure  the  good  faith  of  the 
nited  Slates.    Will  any  gentleman  deny  that 
lese  are  the  reasons  assigned  by  the  British  Min- 
^try  for  disavowing  the  Tate  arrangement  ?    Mr. 
'aoning  says,  Mr.  Brskine  was  authorized  to 
lake  the  arrangement  on  these  conditions  only, 
i»d  these  have  not  been  obtained.     I  call  upon 
entlemen  to  deny  the  statement  I  have  made. 


They  cannot.    To  our  disgrace  it  is  on  record, 
and  the  record  before  us. 

The  course  pursued  by  the  gentleman  from 
Connecticut,  (Mr.  Dana,)  in  discussing  the  reso- 
Intion  before  the  House,  renders  it  necessary  to 
bring  into  view  the  whole  of  the  late  arrangement 
and  disavowal.    The  gentleman  has  told  us — 

1.  That  the  whole  correspondence  is  founded 
on  an  error  on  the  part  of  our  own  Executive, 
viz :  that  Mr.  Erskine  could  make  stipulations 
binding  on  his  Gbvernment  in  virtue  of  his  gen- 
eral letter  of  credence. 

2.  That  in  all  cases  where  stipulations  are  to 
be  made  by  a  Minister  binding  on  his  Gk)vem'' 
ment,  there  must  be  a  full  power,  or,  as  the  gen- 
tleman terms  it,  a  patent  power. 

3.  That  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Executive  of  the 
United  States  to  have  demanded  of  Mr.  Erskitte. 
as  a  preliminary  to  negotiation,  the  production  ot 
the  authority  under  which  he  acted,  whether  it 
xvafi  contained  in  a  full  power  or  instructions. 

The  gentleman  froih  Connecticut.  (Mr.  Dana.) 
who  on  this  occasion  has  Certainly  aisplayed  both 
learning  and  industry,  seems  to  have  viewed  the 
arrangement  entered  into  with  Mr.  Erskine  as  a 
formal  treaty,  and  has  applied  to  it  principles  not 
at  all  applicable  to  what  it  really  was,  y'iz  :  a  pre* 
limioary  arrangement  to  be  succeeded  bv  a  treaty. 
All  the  authorities  cited  by  the  gentleman  are 
applicable  only  to  treaties  embraetog  regulations 
of  a  permanent  character.  The  gentleman  has 
correctly  ciied  various  eases  under  the  authority 
of  the  united  States.  1.  President  Jefferson  to 
Messrs.  Monroe  and  Pinkney,  letters  of  credence 
and  full  power — President  Adams's  Envoys  to 
France,  letters  of  credence  and  full  power ;  and 
lastly,  the  case  of  Mr.  Hammond,  under  General 
Washington's  Administration,  who  had  presented 
letters  of  credence,  and  was  nevertheless  called 
upon  to  produce  a  separate  power. 

In  all  these  cases  the  Ministers  were  to  form  a 
treaty.  The  last  case,  between  Mr.  Hammond 
and  Mr.  Jefferson,  embraced  not  only  a  treaty  of 
commerce,  but  the  adjustment  of  difficulties  pro- 
•duced  by  a  failure  on  both  sides  to  execute  certain 
articles  of  a  treaty  concluded  under  the  old  Con- 
federation. It  never  has  been  doubted,  but  that  a 
separate  power  independent  of  the  letter  of  cre- 
dence is  necessary  for  the  formation  of  a  treaty 
embracing  regulations  of  a  permanent  character. 
The  full  power,  or  patent  power,  on  which  the 
gentleman  from  Connecticut  has  said  so  much, 
was  originally  designed  to  bind  Princes  to  ratify 
the  acu  of  their  agents.  It  was  much  in  use  in 
the  sixteenth,  seventeenth,  and  part  of  the  eigh- 
teenth centuries,  when  Princes  were  prone  to  per- 
fidy, and  being  considered,  according  to  Wicque- 
fort,  as  a  power  of  attorney,  absolutely  bound  the 
Sovereign.  Indeed^  the  same  author  relates  in- 
stances where  treaties  were  published  before  rat- 
ification, and  says,  that  the  ratification  is  not  of 
the  essence  of  a  treaty.  It.is  not  however  doubted 
but  that,  according  to  the  present  uaage  of  nations, 
whether  a  treaty  is  concluded  in  virtue  of  a  full 
power  or  not,  Sovereicns  chtim  the  right,  to  use 
the  language  of  Vattel— *'  not  to  lay  any  strais 
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upon  their  treaties  until  they  have  signed  upon 
and  ratified  them" — vide  Vattei,  b.  2,  c.  12,  sec.  156. 
By  the  same  writer  the  distinction  is  laid  down, 
between  a  treaty  embracing  permanent  regulations 
and  what  are  termed  conventions  on  public  af- 
fairs— vide  book  2,  chap.  12.  sect.  207.  The  re- 
ference which  the  gentleman  has  made  to  the 
Message  of  President  Madison,  in  support  of  his 
doctrine  of  full  power,  is  rather  an  unfortunate 
one.    Here  Mr.  6.  read  the  following  extract : 

<*  In  consequence  of  the  provisions  of  the  act  inter- 
dieting  commercial  intercourse  with  Great  Britain  and 
France,  our  Ministers  at  London  and  Paris  were,  with- 
out delay,  instructed  to  let  it  be  understood  by  the 
French  and  British  Governments,  that  the  authority 
vested  in  the  Executive  to  renew  commercial  inter- 
course with  their  respective  nations,  would  be  exercised 
in  the  case  specified  by  that  act. 

"'  tioon  after  these  instructions  were  dispatched,  it 
was  found  that  the  British  Government,  anticipating, 
from  early  proceedings  of  Congress,  at  their  last  session, 
the  state  of  our  laws,  which  has  had  the  efiect  of  placing 
the  two  belligerent  Powers  on  a  footing  of  equal  re- 
strictions, and  relying  on  the  conciliatory  disposition  of 
the  United  States,  had  transmitted  to  their  Legation 
here,  provisional  instructions,  not  only  to  offer  satisfac- 
tion for  the  attack  on  the  frigate  Chesapeake,  and  to 
make  known  the  determination  of  His  Britannic  Ma- 
jesty, to  send  an  Envoy  Extrsordinaiy  with  powers  to 
conclude  a  treaty  on  sil  the  points  between  the  two 
countries ;  but,  moreover,  to  signify  his  willingness,  in 
the  meantime,  to  withdraw  his  Orders  in  Council,  in 
the  persuasion  that  the  intercourse  with  Great  Britain 
would  be  renewed  on  the  part  of  the  United  States." 

Here,  then,  the  form  in  which  this  arrangement 
was-  made  is  stated  officially  to  the  gentleman 
from  Connecticut.  The  arrangement  has  none 
of  the  characteristic  features  of  a  treaty.  It  has 
never  until  the  present  time  been  considered  as  a 
treaty.  It  was  stated  by  the  President  as  it  really 
was,  as  a  mere  preliniinary  arrangement  contem- 
plating only  It  temporary  withdrawal  of  certain 
measures  until  the  general  relations  of  the  two 
countries  could  be  fixed  by  a  formal  treaty.  On 
this  part  of  the  subject,  to  wit — ^^  that  the  arrange- 
ment with  Mr.  Erskine  cannot  be  considered  as 
a  formal  treaty" — the  observations  of  the  gentle- 
man from  North  Carolina,  (Mr.  Macon,)  are  in- 
finitely superior  to  anything  which  I  can  say,  be- 
cause they  are  conclusive. 

Having  made  these  preliminary  remarks,  I  will 
now  proceed  to  examine— 

1.  How  far  the  Executive  of  the  United  States 
was  authorized  to  receive  the  declaration  of  the 
accredited  Minister  of  Great  Britain  as  to  the 
extent  of  his  powers,  or  was  bound  to  require  an 
exhibition  of  his  instructions  as  a  preliminary  to 
the  arranfirement. 

2.  How  far  the  arrangement  entered  into  was 
obligatory  on  the  British  Government. 

3.  Whether  there  has  been  such  a  departure 
from  instructions  as  to  warrant  a  disavowal  of 
the  arrangement,  without  a  breach  of  good  faith 
on  the  part  of  the  British  Ministry. 

In  examining  the  first  point,  the  first  question 
which  presents  itself  is,  under  what  authority  did 
Mr.  Erskine  act  ?  | 


1.  Under  a  general  letter  of  credence. 

2.  Under  instructions. 

What  is  a  general  letter  of  credence?  It  bt 
I»per  addressed  by  the  Executive  Magistrate  of 
one  country  to  the  Executive  Magistrate  of  sno- 
tber  country.  It  contains  the  name  and  quality 
of  the  Minister  who  bears  it,  and  it  is  always  pre- 
sented in  person— after  mentioning  the  name  and 
quality  of  the  Minister,  it  proceeds  to  state :  ^  We 
^  therefore,  desire  that  you  will  give  a  favorable 
'  reception  to  our  said  Minister  Plenipoieotiarj, 
^  and  that  yon  will  give  entire  credence  to  whit* 
*  ever  he  may  represent  to  you  in  our  name." 

A  letter  of  credence  being  under  the  siffoatore 
of  the  head  of  the  Government  and  seal  of  liie 
nation^  and  of  course  patent  to  the  GrQverDme&t 
receivmg  it,  is  equivalent  to  a  commission  ioaoT 
other  form  whatever. 

The  oniv  difference  between  a  full  power  (oi- 
less  limited  to  a  special  object)' and  a  general  let- 
ter of  credence,  consists  in  this — 

The  full  power  gives  a  right  to  make  stipuli- 
tions  on  all  subjects. 

The  letter  of  credence  on  such  subjects  as  come 
properly  within  the  range  of  the  general  powers 
of  toe  Minister  resident. 

The  full  power  is  signed  by  the  Head  of  the 
Government,  and,  being  under  the  aeal  of  the  u- 
tion,  is  of  course  patenu 

The  letter. of  credence  is  also  under  thesigoa- 
ture  of  the  Head  of  the  Grovemment  and  sm  d 
the  nation,  and  of  course  patent. 

A  Minister  acting  under  a  full  power  and  io- 
structions  presents  to  the  Government  ooljr  tbe 
full  pow^r. 

A  Minister  acting  under  a  letter  of  credence 
and  instructions  presents  only  his  letter  of  credence 
to  the  Government. 

The  instructions  in  both  cases  belong  ezda- 
sively  to  the  Minister,  and  cannot  be  demaDdrd. 
They  contain,  to  use  the  language  of  Vattei,  tbe 
master's  secret.  The  only  question  therefore 
seems  to  be,  whether  the  subjects  arranged  by  Mr. 
Erskine,  viz.  the  Chesapeake  and  Orders  io  Cobb- 
cil  come  fairly  within  the  range  of  the  powers  of 
a  Resident  Plenipotentiary. 

The  powers  of  a  Resident  Minister  PlenipoteQ- 
tiary  are  no  where  precisely  defined — and  coose* 
quently  there  is  no  precise  demarkation  between 
tbe  cases  falling  within  hb  powers  and  those  re 
quiring  a  special .  Plenipotentiary  commissioo* 
Usage,  reason,  and  common  sense,  must  trace  the 
distinction.  In  general,  occurrences  of  a  trans- 
itory character  are  settled  by  the  resident  fane- 
tionarv.  Transactions  and  arrangements  open- 
ting  like  treaties  of  peace,  commerce, alliance,  ^ 
either  on  account  of  their  permanent  character  or 
peculiar  magnitude,  are  the  work  of  Plenipoten- 
tiaries specially  commissioned. 

Mr.  Rose,  for  the  adjustment  of  the  affair  of  tb' 
Chesapeake,  brought  only  a  letter  of  credence 
under  the  hand  and  seal  of  his  Sovereign.  Tbe  j 
despatch  of  Mr.  Canning  to  Mr.  Erskine  of  the 
23d  of  January  is  not  a  lull  power  in  the  ie^ 
sense  of  the  terms,  being  neither  siened  or  sealed 
like  a  full  power,  or  addressed  to  tie  proper  ao-  | 
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tbority.    H&d  Mr.  Bnkine  therefore  showo  the 
iastraetioDs,  the  aothortty  of  them  would  /lave 
rested  not  on  their  intriDsic  character,  but  on  the 
letter  of  credence  which  required  fatth  to  he  put 
iQ  his  word.    It  is  admitted  that  Mr.  Erskine  had 
authority  to  adjust  the  affair  of  the  Chesapeake, 
and  objected  only  that  he  violated  his  instructions. 
Yet  it  is  certain  he  bad  no  extra  commission — 
Dor  i.^  it  pretended  that  in  that  ease  he  had  any 
instructions,  even,  which  he  was  authorized  to 
eommaoicate.    His  authority,  therefore,  was  in 
his  letter  of  credence.     The  proposals  of  our 
Minister,  Mr.  Pinkuey,  in  London,  on  the  subject 
of  the  embargo  and  Orders  in  Council,  although 
they  contemplated  a  repeal  ot  both,  were  not  ob- 
jected to  for  want  of  power,  yet  be  had  no  com- 
mission except  his  letter  of  credence.    The  in- 
structions of  Mr.  Erskine  contemplated  a  repeal 
of  the  prohibitory  acts  on  both  sides,  although  it 
is  Dot  pretended  that  he  had  any  other  commission 
but  bis  general  letter  of  credence.    English  his* 
tory  furnishes  a  precedent  in  point,  which  shows 
that  a  full  power  is  not  necessary  to  arrangements 
preliminary  to  a  treaty.    The  case  in  question  is 
tbe declaration  and  counter-declaration  exchanged 
tt  Madrid,  the  24th  of  July,  1790,  between  the 
Spanish  Minister,  Count  Florida  Blanca,  and  the 
British  Ambassador.  AUeyne  Fitzherbert.    In  that 
ease  there  was  no  lull  power,  the  phrase  used  is, 
*^  being  thereto  duly  authorized.'*    This  declara- 
tion and  counter-declaration  were  signed  in  vir- 
tue of  a  general  letter  of  credence,  by  Mr.  Fitz- 
herbert. who  was  Minister  Plenipotentiarv  from 
Great  Britain  to  the  Catholic  King ;  but  wnen,  in 
consequence  of  this  preliminary  arrangement,  a 
treaty  was  entered  into  on  the  28th  of  October  of 
the  same  year,  the  phrase  is  altered,  as,  after  re- 
citing Count  Florida  Blanca's  and  Mr.  Fitzher- 
bert's  appointments  to  conclude  the  treaty,  it  says, 
^*  who  after  havinff  communicated  to  each  other 
their  respective  full  powers."—  Vide  An.  Reg.  1790, 
p.  300.    On  this  and  the  other  point,  the  calling  for 
the  exhibition  of  instructions  as  a  preliminary  to 
Degotidition,  I  beg  leave  to  read  the  following  au- 
thorities : 

"  The  Ambtssador,  after  he  has  presented  his  letters 
of  credence,  (says  Wicquefort,  folio  ed.,  p.  109,)  and 
bad  them  approved,  ought  to  enjoy  the  effect  thereof 
purely  and  simply,  and  has  no  farther  occasion  to  for- 
tify or  authorize  his  negotiation  by  producing  other  in- 
itraments.*' 

"  Instructions  (says  Wicquefort)  are  a  secret  instru- 
nent  which  the  Ambassador  is  not  obliged  to  commu- 
licate  to  the  Court  where  he  negotiates.  Nay,  I  dare 
iffirm  that  he  ought  not  to  produce  it,  without  a  ne- 
»8sity  and  eipress  order.  In  the  year  1660,  Queen 
Slizabeth  sent  into  Scotland  Robert  Bowes,  with  orders 
o  make  pressing  instances  to  have  the  Duke  of  Lenox 
emoved  from  the  King's  person,  who  was  at  that  time 
rery  young.  Thoee  of  the  Council  of  Scotland  said, 
hat  it  was  so  severe  and  unjust  a  thing,  that  not  being 
ible  to  believe  the  Queen  had  given  him  any  such 
crders  they  desired  to  see  them.  Bowes  said  he  would 
lot  show  them.  The  Scotch  were  dissatisfied  there- 
vith.  But  the  Queen  was  so  displeased  with  their 
>iocedttre,  that  she  recalled  her  Ambassador,  and  re- 


fused to  give  audience  to  him  they  sent  to  justify  their 
transaction." 

<*  In  the  year  1643,  (says  the  same  author,)  Walter 
Strickland,  Minister  from  the  Parliament  of  London, 
presented  a  memorial  to  the  States  General,  wherein 
he  spoke  of  the  Prince  of  Orange  with  little  respect. 
He  was  urged  io  show  his  orders,  but  it  was  a  kind  of 
violence  that  could  not  well  be  justified.  They  that 
did  it,  either  did  not  reflect  on  what  they  did,  or  else 
they  were  very  willing  to  ofifend  his  maister.  We  have 
seen  within  some  years  a  Minister,  who,  having  been 
sent  by  a  powerful  State  to  one  of  the  first  Princes  of 
Germany,  begun  his  negotiation  by  laying  his  instruc- 
tions on  the  table.  But  all  that  can  be  said  of  it  is, 
that  it  was  the  action  of  a  fool,  in  the  utmost  extent  of 
the  signification  of  the  epithet.  It  is  an  unheard-^f 
thing  that  a  Minister  has  been  compelled  to  show  his 
orders,  and  they  who  force  him  to  do  it  offer  violence 
to  the  law  of  nations." 

*'  The  Minister  who  is  to  carry  on  a  negotiation  (says 
Martens, book  7,  chap.  3,sec.5)  is  furnished  with  instruo- 
tions.  These  instructions,  as  well  as  those  that  it  may 
be  necessary  to  dispatch  to  him  in  the  course  of  his 
embassy,  blang  intended  for  himself  alone,  are  not 
usually  produced  to  the  Court  where  he  is  sent,  unless 
his  own  Court  orders  him  to  do  it,  or  unless  he,  from 
urgent  motives,  thinks  himself  justifiable  in  producing 
certain  passages  of  them.'  Sometimes  he  has  two  sets 
of  instructions,  the  one  public,  and  the  other  secret." 

"  Instructions  (says  M.  de  Callieres  in  hii  *  Meniere 
de  Negocier,'  page  87,  c.  12,)  are  a  writing  which  con- 
tain the  commands  of  the  Prince  or  of  tbe  State  that 
gives  them  to  its  negotistor,  to  which  he  may  have  re- 
course for  the  purpose  of  refreshing  his  memory,  and 
by  which  he  is  to  regulate  his  conduct.  There  are 
sometimes  two  sets  of  instructions,  one  made  to  be 
shovni,  the  other  secret — which  contains  the  true  and 
ultimate  intention  of  die  Prince  or  State  that  gives 
them." 

The  same  author,  page  88,  declares : 

"  The  instructions  of  a  public  Minister  cannot  be  de- 
manded without  a  violation  of  the  law  of  nations.  He 
ought  never  to  communicate  them  without  the  (express 
commands  of  his  Sovereign — nothing  is  necessary  to 
give  full  faith  to  his  declaration,  but  the  letter  of  cre- 
dence which  he  has  presented,  or  the  full  power  which 
he  may  have  communicated." 

From  these  authorities  it  appears  that  the  Ex- 
ecutive had  no  right  to  demand  of  Mr.  Erskine 
his  instructions.  Mr.  Erskine  did  not  exhibit 
them — on  the  contrary,  he  declares,  that  he  con- 
sidered it  would  be  in  vain  to  lay.  before  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States  tbe  despatch  of  the 
23d  of  January,  which  he  was  at  liberty  to  have 
done  in  extenso  if  he  had  thought  proper. —  Vi€U 
CorrespoDdence,  page  20. 

I  will  now  proceed  to  examine  how  far  the  ar- 
rangement entered  into  was  obligatory  on  tbe 
British  Government.  In  order  to  form  n  correct 
opinion  on  this  subject  it  will  be  necessary  to 
pass  in  review  the  circumstances  which  took  place 
prior  to  the  late  arrangement.  The  measures 
adopted  at  the  commencement  of  the  second  ses- 
sion of  the  eleventh  Congress  placed  Great  Bri- 
tain and  France  on  an  equal  footing — every  pre- 
text for  a  continuance  of  the  decrees  and  orders 
was  removed,  and  the  provision  contained  in  the 
eleventh  section  of  the  non*intercourse  act  was 
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introduced  for  tbe  express  purpose  of  enabKog  the 
President  lo  meet  the  advances  of  either  Oreat 
Britain  or  France,  for  tbe  restoration  of  inter- 
course. After  a  due  lapse  of  time  the  arrival  of  a 
national  ship  is  announced,  bringing  not  an  or- 
dinary messenger  but  a  Secretary  of  Legation 
cbar^^ed  with  important  despatches.  Mr.  Erskine, 
the  British  Minister,  immediately  addresses  to 
the  Secretary  of  State  a  note  tendering  reparation 
for  the  affair  of  the  Chesapeake  and  expressing 
the  sincere  disposition  of  His  Mjgesty  for  an  ad- 
justmeot  of  all  the  differenoeii  between  the  two 
countries. 

I  will  read  an  extract  from  tbe  first  note*— 

"  It  having  been  represented  to  His  Majeatj's  Gov- 
ernment, that  the  Congress  of  the  United  Stales,  m 
their  proceedings  at  the  opening  of  the  first  Mssion, 
had  evinced  an  intention  of  passing  certain  kws,  whioh 
would  place  the  relations  of  Great  Britain  with  the 
United  States  upon  an  equal  footing,  in  all  reepeets, 
with  the  other  belligerent -Powers;  I  have  aecordingly 
received  His  Majesty's  eommands,  in  the  event  of  such 
laws  taking  place,  to  offer,  on  the  part  ef  His  Majesty, 
an  honorable  reparation  for  the  aggression  committed 
by  a  British  naval  offleer,  in  the  attack  on  the  United 
States'  firigate  Chesapeake." 

The  reparation  for  th6  outraee  on  tbe  Chesa- 
peake is  accepted,  and  the  British  Minister  imme- 
diately addresses  to  the  Secretary  of  State  a  sec- 
ond note,  from  which  the  following  is  an  extract : 

<'  The  favorable  change  in  the  relations  of  His  Ma- 
jesty with  the  United  States,  which  has  been  produced 
by  the  act  (usually  termed  the  non-intercourse  act) 
jpassed  in  the  last  session  of  Congress*  was  also  antici- 
pated by  HIb  Majesty,  and  has  encouraged  a  further 
hope,  that  a  reconsideration  of  the  existing  difierences 
might  lead  to  their  satisfactory  adjustment. 

"  On  these  grounds  and  expectations,  I  am  instructed 
to  communicate  to  the  American  Government,  His 
Majesty's  determination  ofsending  to  the  United  States 
an  Envoy  Extraordinary,  investea  with  full  powers  to 
conclude  a  treaty  on  all  Uie  points  of  the  relations  be- 
tween the  two  countries. 

*'  In  the  meantime,  with  a  view  to  contribute  to  the 
attainment  of  so  desirable  an  object,  His  Majesty  would 
be  willing  to  withdraw  his  Orders  in  Council  of  Janu- 
ary and  November,  180*7,  so  far  as  respects  the  United 
States,  in  the  persuasion  that  the  President  would  issue 
a  proclamation  for  the  renewal  of  the  intercourse  with 
Great  Britain,  and  that  whatever  difference  of  opinion 
ahenld  arise  in  the  interpretation  of  the  terms  of  such 
an  agreement,  will  be  removed  in  the  proposed  nego- 
tUUon." 

This  also  is  met  with  that  unsuspecting  confi- 
dence which  the  circumstances  under  which  it 
was  tendered  was  calculated  to  produce — the  pro- 
posal of  the  British  Mitiister  is  accepted,  and  he 
immediately  addresses  to  the  Secretary  of  State 
the  following  oote: 

"  In  oonseqnenoe  of  the  acceptance,  by  the  President, 
as  stated  in  your  letter  dated  the  18th  instant,  of  the 
proposals  made  by  me  on  the  part  of  His  Majesity,  in 
my  letter  of  the  same  day,  for  the  renewal  of  the  inter- 
course between  the  respective  countries,  I  am  author- 
ised to  declare  that  His  Majesty's  Orders  in  Council  of 
January  and  November,  1807,  will  have  been  withdrawn 
as  respects  the  United  States,  on  the  10th  day  of  June 
next.'' 


This  pledge,  sir,  thus  solemnly  made  io  the  iiiee 
of  the  whole  world,  is  accepted  by  the  Executive; 
he  could  not  have  declined  it  withoiit  suppodiig 
the  British  Minister  an  on  principled  swuidler. 
On  what  principle  could  the  Executive  of  tbe 
United  States  have  declined  a  tender  thus  roadet 
The  accredited  Minister  Plenipotentiary  of  Grett 
Britain  declares,  ^I  am  authorized  to  declare  ihit 
His  Majesty's  Orders  in  Council  will  have  been 
withdrawn  on  the  10th  day  of  June  next."  Cooki 
the  President  of  the  United  States  have  doubted 
the  veracity  or  honor  of  the  Minister?  Tbese 
had  never  been  questioned.  Cooid  he  suppose 
that  Mr.  Erskine  would  artfully  sacrifice  himself 
to  such  a  project,  against  the  vie  vs  of  his  QoTen- 
ment  ?  for  this  there  could  be  no  possible  tempt- 
ation. Could  the  Executive  suppose  that  Mr. 
Erskine  had  mistaken  the  views  of  his  Gofen- 
ment  ?  Such  a  supposition  could  not  be  eater- 
tained,  because  his  despatches  were  brought  bj« 
diplomatic  auxiliary,  immediately  from  his  Gof- 
ernment,  not  doubted  to  be  possessed  of  all  its 
views,  and  well  understood  to  be  privy  to  all  tbe 
steps  taken  by  Mr.  Erskine.  Were  the  terms  oP 
fered  at  such  a  crisis  of  a  nature  to  render  tbe 
offer  suspicious  ?  So  far  from  it  thmt  theUngaap 
of  those  who  now  reprobate  the  wmnt  of  caatm 
was,  that  they  were  always  attainable.  If  luidcr 
such  circumstances  the  opportantty  had  been  met 
by  the  scruples  and  subtleties  now  advanced,  let 
candor  decide  whether  the  authors  could  not  and 
would  not  have  appeared  in  much  greater  force 
against  the  Administration.  Let  gentlemen  Af, 
whether  men  of  all  parties  would  not  have  aoiiei 
tn  execrating  the  conduct  of  the  Execotife,  if 
instead  of  meeting  the  overtures  of  Mr.  fir^e, 
to  use  their  own  langueee,  with  "  promptitude 
and  frankness,"  he  had  tmd  him  to  send  back  to 
Great  Britain ,for  a  patent  power  as  a  prop  for  bis 
veracity. 

To  make  a  contract  blading,  five  tilings  are  se 
cessary— 

1.  That  the  parties  have  power  to  conseot 

2.  That  they  have  eonseated. 

3.  That  they  have  consented  freely. 

4.  That  the  consent  is  mutual. 

5.  That  the  execution  is  possible. 
Vidt  Marten^  b.  2,  ch.  1  sec.  3. 

The  arrangement  is  not  disavowed  for  wtQtof 
power  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Er&kine,  but  for  a  d^ 

Sarturefrom  instructions.  It  is  admitted  bf  Mr. 
ackson  that  Mr.  Erskine  had  power.  Io  pm^ 
69  of  the  correspondence,  Mr.  Jackson  declares— 
^*  I  must  beg  your  very  particular  atteotion  to  tbe 
'  circumstance  that  His  Majesty's  ratification  bas 
^  been  withheld,  not  because  the  afreemeat  vis 

*  oonoioded  without  a  full  power,  but  because  it 
^  was  altogether  irrecoacilable  to  tbe  iastructioss 
^  on  which  it  was  professedly  founded.  Theqiw*- 
'  tion  of  the  foil  power  was  iatroduced  bf  ye«^ 

*  self,  to  give  weight,  hy  a  quotation  from  a  bi^ 

*  respected  author,  lo  year  eomplatat  of  tbe  diss- 

*  vowal ;  in  answer  lo  which  I  observed,  that  tbe 

*  quotation  did  not  apply,  as  Mr.  Erskioe  had  so 
'  full  power.    Never  did  I  imagine,  oraaywbere 

*  attempt,  to  rest  the  right  of  a  disavowal  upoB 
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thit  eircumstance*"    According  to  Mr.  Jaektoa. 

then, 
1.  Mr.  Erskine  kad  power  to  conseat. 
1  He  did  coDsenC. 

3.  He  eoQseated  freely^  for  the  proposition  cune 
from  him. 

4.  The  consent  was  mutual,  for  it  is  in  a  writ- 
ten form  and  sigaad  by  botb. 

5»  The  execution  was  not  only  possible,  but 
jost  and  easy.  ^ 

The  five  essentials  of  a  contract  were  complied 
irith ;  the  contract,  so  far  as  it  respected  the  Uni- 
ted States,  executed  with  good  faiib ;  no  future 
raiificatioQ  was  or  could  be  reserved  ;  the  afiair 
)f  the  Chesapeake  was  to  be  concluded  here ;  the 
itipaiations  as  to  the  Orders  in  Council  were  to 
)«  carried  into  immediate  eflfect.  To  use  the  Ian- 
plage  of  Mr.  Canning,  the  Orders  in  Council  and 
he  embargo  were  to  be  conteiaporaneously  with- 
IraWD,  and  Mr.  Erskine  was  authorized  to  fix  the 
iffle — no  notice  of  a  departure  from  instructions* 
ras  given  at  the  time  of  making  the  arrangement. 

To  disavow  with  honor  the  act  of  its  accredited 
igent,  it  is  incumbent  on  a  Government  not  only 
0  show  a  palpable  and  manifest  departure  from 
DfitractioBs  on  material  and  important  points,  but 
iko  to  produce  sueh  strong  ana  solid  reasons,  as 
■aaifestly  outweigh  not  only  the  general  obliga- 
ioik  to  abide  by  what  has  been  done,  bui  also  the 
lisappoiotaaent  and  iojury  aecruing  to  the  other 
«rt^.  This  principle  applies  to  eases  wiiere 
lotaal  ratiieation  is  reserved.  The  ease  before 
« is  of  a  higher  character — the  refusal  of  the 
Iritish  Ministry  is  not  siaaply  to  ratify  what  had 
een  ratified  by  the  other  party,  but  to  carry  into 
feet  on  their  part  an  arrangement  which  had 
eea  carried  into  full  effect  with  good  failh  oa 
ie  part  of  the  United  States. 

I  will  now  proceed  to  exaaive, 

3.  Whether  there  has  been  such  a  d^arture 
mn  instracti«ms  as  to  warrant  a  disavowal  of 
te  trratigemetit  without  a  breach  of  good  faith  en 
le  part  of  the  British  Ministry  1 

The  arrangement  entered  into  with  Mr.  Bra- 
ine  consisted  of  three  parts — 

1.  Reparation  for  the  affair  of  the  Chesapeake. 

2.  A  withdrawal  of  the  Orders  in  CoudciI. 

3.  A  promise  to  send  over  a  Minister  with  full 
owers  to  conclude  a  treaty  on  all  the  subjects  of 
ifference  between  the  Uaited  States  and  Great 
•litain. 

Let  us  pass  in  review  the  several  parts  of  the 
rrangement,  and  see  how  far  on  each  there  has 
sen  such  a  departure  from  instructions,  as  to  war- 
int  the  cowae  puraoed  by  the  British  Ministry. 
1.  The  repamrioB  fm  the  outrage  on  the  Ches- 
[>eake— 

The  instructions  of  Mr.  Ermine  on  this  subject 
re  notkoown  to  us;  Mr.  Jackson  has  not  pointed 
>  any  despatch  io  which  threy  were  contained, 
'here  is  strong  ground  indeed  for  believing  that 
i  to  the  Chesapeake,  there  has  been  no  departure 
om  instructions ;  the  instructions  on  this  sub- 
let, and  indeed  on  the  Orders  in  Council,  are 
kid  to  have  been  founded  on  a  representation 
lade  by  Mr.  £rskine  to  the  British  Minister,  Mr. 


Caimiag.  There  is  a  perfect  agreement  between 
what  Mr.  Canning  stated  to  Mr.  Ptnkney  as  the 
reparatioB  which  Mr.  Erskine  said  would  be  ac* 
oeptable  to  the  American  Government  and  the 
reparation  actually  tendered.  In  page  7,  of  the 
last  Message  containing  extracts  from  Mr.  Pink- 
ney's  letters,  Mr.  Pinkney  says : 

<*  In  tiie  mtcrview  which  took  frfaoe  (on  May  26)  Mr. 
Caaning  said,  that  the  British  Minister  had  aoted  in 
his  lata  negotiation  and  engageniaDto  with  you*  not 
only  without  authority,  but  in  direct  opposition  to  the 
moat  precise  instructions ;  that  the  instructions  aetu» 
ally  given  to  him  had  beam  fbonded  on  his  own  letleaa 
received  here  ia  January,  in  which  were  set  fbcth  the 
particttJara  of  several  convenaAions  that  had  passed 
between  him  and  Mr.  Madison,  Mr.GaUatin,  and  your* 
self,  but  espedaUy  the  two  last ;  that  it  appearad  fraoa 
these  conversationa  that,  in.the  opinion  of  (he  peraone 
with  whom  they  were  held,  the  Government  of  the  Uni- 
ted States  would  be  willing  that  Great  Britain  should 
consider  the  measures  then  contemplated  by  Congress, 
relative  to  non-intorcourse,  and  the  indiscriminate  exclu- 
sion of  belligerent  vessels-  from  our  waters,  as  present- 
ing an  opening  for  the  renewal  of  amicable  discussions 
with  this  country ;  that  it  would  be  disposed,  in  ^e 
case  of  the  Chesspeske,  to  receive  as  sufficient  repara- 
tion, in  addition  to  the  prompt  disavows!  snd  recall  of 
Admiral  Berkeley,  the  restoration  of  the  seamen  fordblj 
taken  out  of  that  veaael." 

In  the  next  page  of  the  same  letter,  Mr.  Pink- 
ney says,  Mr.  Canning  proceeded  to  inform  me, 
that,  in  consequence  of  these  representations  on 
the  part  of  Mr.  Erskine,  two  sets  of  instructions 
bad  been  forwarded ;  the  one  relating  to  the 
Chesapeake,  the  other  to  the  Orders  in  Council. 
What  was  the  representation  of  Mr.  Erskine  as 
to  the  Chesapeake : 

*<  That  the  American  Government  would  be  disposed 
to  receive  as  sufficient  reparation,  in  addition  to  the 
prompt  disavowal  and  recall  of  Admiral  Berkeley,  the 
restoration  of  the  seamen  forcibly  taken  out  of  that 
vessel." 

What  was  the  reparation  tendered  by  Mr.  Ers* 
kine?  Precisely  what  is  here  stated,  with  the 
addition  only  of  a  provision  for  the  families  of 
the  unfortunate  sufferers,  if  acceptable  to  the 
American  Government.  Sio  mention  is  made  of 
any  condition  in  the  representation  of  Mr.  Ers- 
kine* on  which  the  instruction  was  founded — nor 
is  it  probable  that  any  conditions  were  contained 
in  the  instruction  itself.  But.  sir,  let  us  take  the 
disavowal  as  stated  by  Mr.  Jackson.  In  page  63 
of  the  correspondence  will  be  found  the  memo- 
randum tendered  to  the  Secretary  of  Slate  in  the 
folio wiog  words : 

«The  President's  podamation  of  July,  1807,  pso* 
hibiting  to  British  ship  of  war  the  entrance  into  the 
harbon  of  the  United  States,  having  been  annulled, 
His  MsjesQr  is  willing  to  restore  the  seamen  taken  out 
of  the  Chesspeske,  on  reserving  to  himself  a  right  to 
claim,  in  a  regular  way,  by  application  to  the  American 
Government,  the  discharge  of  such  of  them,  if  any,  as 
shall  be  proved  to  be  ei&er  natural  bom  subjects  of 
His  Majesty,  or  deserters  from  His  Majesty's  service. 

"  His  Majesty  is  willing  to  make  a  provision  for  the 
fiunilies  of  such  men  as  were   slain  on  board   the 
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Cliesapeake,  in  confequenceof  theunautborizedtttack 
upon  that  frigate,  provided  that  each  bounty  shall  not 
be  extended  to  the  family  of  any  man  who  shall  have 
been  either  a  natural  bom  subject  of  His  Majesty,  or 
a  deserter  from  His  Majesty's  service/' 

And,  in  paee  98,  Mr.  Jackson  says,  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  Chesapeake : 

''  When  I  informed  yon  that  the  agreement  concluded 
here  in  April  last  had  been  framed  in  deviation  from  the 
instructions  given  for  the  occasion,  my  explanation  was 
intended  >to  apply  to  both  parts  of  that  agreement 
That  nothing,  required  by  the  most  scrupulous  accu- 
racy, may  be  wanting,  I  now  add,  that  the  deviation 
consisted  in  not  recording,  in  the  official  document 
signed  here,  the  abrogation  of  the  President's  proda- 
mation  of  the  2d  July,  1607,  as  well  as  the  two  re- 
serves specified  in  the  paper  of  memoranda  enclosed  in 
my  official  letter  to  you  of  the  27th  ult." 

It  appears,  then,  that  the  tender  of  reparation 
for  the  Chesapeake  is  disavowed: 

1.  Because  the  repeal  of  the  proclamation  of 
the  President  was  not  recorded  in  the  instrument 
by  which  the  reparation  was  made. 

2.  Because  it  did  not  contain  a  stipulation  ad- 
mitting the  right,  on  the  part  ot  Great  Britain,  to 
claim  a  discharge  from  our  service  of  deserters 
generally,  and  particularly  of  her  natural  born 
subjects,  without  excepting  such  as  had  been 
naturalized  in  due  form  by  the  United  States. 

The  first  condition  was  entirely  useless,  because 
the  proclamation  was  repealed. 

The  second  condition  has  no  connexion  witb 
the  subject.  S(h>ulations  on  the  subject  of  deser- 
ters, or  on  any  other  subject,  ought  to  have  been 
reserved  for  arrangement  by  treaty.  They  could 
not  hooorablv  be  tendered  to  the  American  Gov- 
ernment as  the  price  of  reparation  for  an  injury. 
The  nation  or  individual  tendering  reparation  for 
an  injury  cannot  give  better  proof  of  treachery  of 
the  basest  kind^  than  to  clog  it  with  disg^raceful 
conditions,  which  insure  its  rejection.  Who,  sir, 
are  the  natural  born  subjects  of  Great  Britain  ? 
All  persons  born  within  the  dominions  of  Great 
Britain,  whether  naturalized  by  the  laws  of  other 
countries  or  not.  We  are  refused  reparation  for 
an  atrocious  injury,  because  we  will  not  purchase 
it  by  a  surrender  of  the  rights  of  our  naturalized 
citizens.  The  disavowal  of  the  reparation  for 
the  Chesapeake  manifests  not  only  bad  faith  on 
the  part  of  the  British  Ministry,  but  proves  irre- 
sistibly to  my  mind,  that  if  sucn  a  condition  was 
contained  in  Mr.  Erskine's  instructions,  it  was 
not  intended  he  should  make  us  reparation.  The 
veil  attempted  to  be  tL.own  over  tois  transaction, 
viz :  a  departure  from  instructions,  is  too  thin  to 
conceal  the  base  perfidy  by  which  it  is  charac- 
terized. 

I  now,  air,  proceed  to  examine  the  second  part 
of  the  arrangement,  viz :  the  Orders  in  Council. 

The  stipulation  for  a  withdrawal  of  the  Orders 
in  Council  has  also  been  disavowed,  on  account 
of  a  departure  from  instructions.  The  departure 
consists  in  Mr.*  Erskine'snot  obtaining  a  recogni- 
tion of  three  conditions  contained  in  the  despatch 
of  the  23d  of  January,  which.  Mr.  Jackson  says, 
was  the  only  despatch  by  which  the  conditions 


were  prescribed  to  Mr.  Erskine  for  the  coocla- 
sion  of  an  arrangement  with  this  country  on  the 
matter  to  which  it  relates.  In  page  69  of  the 
correspondence,  Mr.  Jackson  says :    "  In  his  de- 

*  spate n  of  the  23d  of  January,  Mr.  Secretary 

*  Canning  distinctly  says  to  Mr.  Erskine:  ^Upoo 
'  receiving  through  you  on  the  part  of  the  Amer- 

*  ican  Government  a  distinct  and  oflietai  recogni- 
'  tion  of  the  three  above-mentioned  conditioos, 
^  His  Majesty  will  lose  do  time  in  aendiog  to 
^  America  a  Minister  fully  empowered  to  consij^ 

*  them  to  a  formal  and  regular  treaty.  This  Min- 
^  ister  would,  of  course,  have  been  provided  with 
^  a  full  power;  but  Mr.  Erskine  was  to begoided 
'  by  his  instructions,  and  bad  the  agreement  con- 
'  eluded  here,  been  conformable  to  them,  it  woold, 
'  without  doubt,  have  been  ratified  by  His  Mi- 

*  jesty." 

Let  us,  then,  turn  to  the  conditions  cootaiaed 
in  the  despatcn  of  the  23d  of  January,  to  which 
Mr.  Jackson  refers,  vide  page  13th,  €;orrespoad- 
ence.     These  conditions  are: 

1st  'That  the  American  Goremment  is  preptred,  io 
the  event  of  His  Majesty's  consenting  to  withdraw  the 
Orders  in  Council  of  January  and  November,  1807,  to 
withdraw,  contemporaneously  on  its  part,  the  inter&> 
tion  of  its  harbors  to  ships  of  war,  and  all  non-inter- 
course and  non-importation  acts,  so  far  as  retpeeti 
Great  Britain,  leaving  them  in  force  with  respect  ts 
France,  and  the  Powen  which  adopt  or  act  under  her 
decrees. 

2d.  **  That  America  is  willing  to  renounce,  doiiflf 
the  present  war,  the  pretension  of  carrying  on  in  time 
of  war  all  trade  with  the  enemy's  colonies,  from  which 
she  was  excluded  during  peace. 

3d.  <*  Great  Britain,  for  the  purpose  of  secarinf  the 
operation  of  the  embiirgo,  and  the  bonafidt  intentkm 
of  America  Io  prevent  her  dtisens  from  trading  with 
France,  and  the  Powen  adopting  and  acting  under  the 
French  decrees,  is  to  be  considered  as  being  at  libeitj 
to  capture  all  such  American  vessels  as  may  be  foand 
attempting  to  trade  with  Uke  ports  of  any  of  theie 
Powens ;  without  which  security  for  the  obsenrtnoe  of 
the  embargo,  the  raising  it  nominally,  with  respect  to 
Great  Britedn  alone,  would,  in  fact,  raise  it  with  it- 
spect  to  all  the  world." 

Bv  the  arrangement  with  Mr.  Erskine,  the  first 
of  these  conditions  was  substantially  obtained. 
The  second,  Mr.  Canning  admits,  hasnoco&Da- 
ion  with  the  subject ;  and  the  third,  he  ssfs, 
could  not  with  propriety  constitute  any  part  of  a 
formal  stipulation.  In  page  13th  of  the  last  Mes- 
sage of  the  President,  containing  extracts  froia 
Mr.  Pinkney,  Mr.  Pinkney  says: 

.  **  Upon  the  second  of  the  conditions  mentxmed  is 
Mr.  Erskine's  instructions,  I  made  several  remarki,  I 
stated  that  it  had  no  necessary  connexion  with  the 
principal  subject ;  that  it  had  lost  its  importance  to 
Great  Britain  by  the  reduction  of  almost  all  the  colo- 
nies of  her  enemies ;  that  Batavia  was  understood  not 
to  be  affected  by  it ;  that  it  could  not  applj  to  Gutdi- 
loupe,  (the  only  other  unconquered  colony,)  since  it  wu 
eidmitted  that  we  were  not  excluded  from  a  trade  with 
Gnadaloupe  in  peace ;  that  I  did  not  know  what  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  would,  apon  suffi- 
cient indacements,  consent  to  do  upon  this  point,  hot 
that  it  could  scarcely  be  expected  to  give  the  implied 
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inction  which  tiuf  condiUon  called  upon  it  to  give  to 
le  rule  of  the  war  of  1766,  without  any  equivalent  or 
>cipTOcal  stipulation  whataoeyer.  Mr.  Canning  ad- 
dtted  that  the  second  condition  had  no  necessary  con- 
exion  with  the  Orders  in  Cooncil,  and  he  intimated 
lat  they  would  have  been  contented  to  leave  the  sub- 
tct  of  it  to  future  discussion  and  arrangement  He 
dded,  that  this  condition  was  inserted  in  Mr.Erakine's 
iitnictions,  because  it  had  appeared  from  his  own  re- 
ort  of  conversations  with  official  persons  at  Wash- 
igton,  that  there  weuld  be  no  difficulty  in  agreeing 

)it. 

**  Upon  the  third  condition  I  said  a  very  few  words, 
restated  what  I  had  thrown  out  upon  the  matter  of  it 
I  an  informal  conversation  in  January,  and  expressed 
ij  regret  that  it  should  have  been  miss^prehended. 
Ir.  Canning  immediately  said  that  he  was  himself  of 
pinion  that  the  idea  upon  which  that  condition  turns 
oold  not  well  find  its  way  into  a  stipulation ;  that  he 
•d,  nevertheless,  believed  it  proper  to  propose  the  con- 
ition  to  the  United  States ;  that  he  should  have  been 
atisfied  with  the  rejection  of  it ;  and  that  the  conse- 
uence  would  have  been  that  they  should  have  inter- 
epted  the  commerce  to  which  it  referred,  if  any  such 
ommerce  should  be  attempted." 

From  this,  then,  it  appears  that,  by  the  arrange- 
Dent  with  Mr,  Erskine.  a  full  equivalent  for  the 
irst  condition  was  obtained ;  and  that  the  British 
tfinister  acknowled^s  that  the  second  condition 
oight  have  been  left  for  future  discussion  and 
irrangement,  and  that  he  would  have  been  con- 
ented  with  the  rejection  of  the  third.  Even, 
berefore,  supposing  this  despatch  of  the  23d  of 
January  to  have  been  the  only  instruction  Mr. 
Srskine  had  on  this  subject,  it  does  not  appear 
hat  there  is  any  solid  ground  for  disavowing  this 
art  of  the  arraogement.  If,  however,  we  are  to 
redit  the  solemn  declaration  of  Mr.  Erskine,  he 
lad  several  letters  of  instruction.  In  page  20 
od  21  of  the  correspondence,  Mr.  Erskine  aays : 

"  Under  these  circumstances,  therefore,  fii^ding  that 
coQld  not  obtain  the  recognitions  specified  in  Mr. 
manning's  despatch  of  the  83d  Januaiy,  (which  formed 
nt  one  part  of  his  instructions  to  me,)  in  the  formal 
lanner  required,  I  considered  that  it  would  be  in  vain 
» lay  before  the  Government  of  the  United  States  the 
ttpatch  in  question,  which  I  was  at  liberty  to  have 
one  in  exteruo  had  I  thought  proper.  But,  as  I  had 
ach  strong  grounds  for  believing  that  the  object  of 
lii  Majesty's  Government  could  be  attained,  though 

I  a  different  manner,  and  the  spirit,  at  least,  of  my 
everal  letters  of  instructions  be  fully  complied  with,  I 
:It  a  thorough  conviction  upon  my  mind,  that  I  should 
t  acting  in  conformity  with  His  Majesty's  wishes, 
nd,  accordingly,  concluded  the  late  provisional  agree- 
>ent  on  His  Majesty's  behalf  with  the  Government  of 
le  United  SUtes." 

I  will  now,  sir,  proceed  to  tlie  third  part  of 
he  arrangement,  viz :  the  promise  to  send  over  a 
Minister  with  full  powers  to  cooclude  a  treaty  on 

II  the  subjects  of^  difference  between  the  two 
onntries.    This  also  is  disavowed.    Instead  of 

Minister  of  peace,  Mr.  Canning  officially  noti- 
ces Mr.  Pinkney.  our  Minister  in  London,  of  his 
Qtention  of  sending  over  a  Minister  for  the  pur- 
•ose  of  giving  our  Secretary  of  State  z  jirking, 
&  page  7th,  of  the  correspondence,  Mr.  Canning 
&  a  letter  to  Mr.  Pinkney,  says : 


**  I  forbear  equally  from  troubling  you,  sir,  with  any 
comment  on  the  manner  in  which  Mr.  Erskine's  com- 
munications have  been  received  by  the  American  Gov- 
ernment, or.  upon  the  terms  and  spirit  of  Mr.  Smith's 
share  of  the  correspondence. 

«  Such  observations  will  be  communicated  more  pro*^ 
perly  through  the  Minister  whom  His  Majesty  has 
directed  to  proceed  to  America ;  not  on  any  special 
mission,  (which  Mr.  Erskine  was  not  authorized  to  pro- 
mise, except  upon  conditions,  not  one  of  which  he  has 
obtained,)  but  as  the  successor  of  Mr.  Erskine,  whom 
His  Majesty  has  not  lost  a  moment  in  recalling." 

Here,  sir,  the  object  of  Mr.  Jackson's  mission 
is  eiplained ;  he  is  sent,  says  Mr.  Canning,  not 
on  any  special  mission,  but  as  the  successor  of 
Mr.  ErsKine.  The  terms  and  spirit  of  Mr. 
Smith's  share  of  the  correspondence  with  Mr. 
Erskine  are  expressly  noted,  and  an  intimation  ' 
given  in  form,  that  they  will  be  the  subject  of 
animadversion.  Mr.  Jackson  appears  to  have 
arrived  in  this  country  with  dispositions  precisely 
in  unison  with  the  intimation  thus  thrown  out  by 
Mr.  Canning.  His  misrepresentation  of  the  af- 
fair at  Hampton,  fixed  on  him  now  by  the  oath  of 
respectable  persons^  manifests  but  too  stroosly 
the  state  of  his  feehngs  on  his  first  arrival  in  this 
country.  His  first  letter,  before  any  correspond* 
ence  had  laken  place  calculated  to  excite  un- 
pleasant feelings,  is  proof  positive  that  his  feel- 
ings were  not  acquired  here,  but  brouabt  with 
him.  I  will  read  an  extract — it  will  be  found  in 
pages  29  and  30  of  the  correspondence ;  and  the 
style  and  manner  excite  the  more  surprise  be- 
cause it  is  the  first  official  note  addressed  to  the 
Secretary  of  State : 

"Considering  that  a  very  few  days  have  elapsad 
since  I  delivered  to  the  President  a  credential  letter 
from  the  King  my  mastery  and  that  nothing  has  been 
even  alleged  to  have  occurred  to  deprive  me  of  the 
credit  to  which,  according  to  immemorial  usage,  I  am 
by  that  letter  entitled,  I  believe  there  does  not  exist  in 
the  annals  of  diplomacy  a  precedent  for  su<^  a  deter- 
mination between  two  Ministers  who  have  met  for  the 
avowed  purpose  of  terminating  amicably  the  existing 
differences  between  their  respective  countries :  but, 
after  mature  reflection,  I  am  induced  to  acquiesce  in 
it  by  the  recollection  of  the  time  that  must  necessarily 
elapse  before  I  can  receive  His  Majesty's  commands 
upon  so  unexpected  an  occurrence^  and  of  the  detriment 
that  would  ensue  to  the  public  service  if  my  Minister 
rial  functions  were,. in  the  interval,  to  be  altogether 
suspended.  I  shall,  therefore,  content  myself  with  en- 
tering my  protest  against  a  proceeding  which  I  can 
consider  in  no  other  light  than  as  a  violation,  in  my 
person,  of  the  most  essential  rights  of  a  public  Minister, 
when  adopted,  as  in  the  present  case,  without  any  al- 
leged misconduct  on  his  part" 

The.  style  and  manner  of  many  parts  of  the 
same  letter  but  too  strongly  mark  the  temper  and 
views  of  Mr.  Jackson.  The  formal  tender  of 
terms  for  the  adjustment  of  the  affair  of  the  Ches- 
apeake, which  he  knew  could  not  honorably  be 
accepted,  and  which  he  knew  would  be  rejected, 
manifests  a  spirit  of  hostility  too  obvious  to  be 
denied.  The  renewal  in  an  informal  manner  of 
the  disgraceful  proposals  on  the  subject  of  the 
Orders  in  Conneii  affords  additional  proof  of  the 
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hostile  views  with  which  he  was  seat.  These 
ioforinai  propositions  are  stated  in  the  first  letter 
of  Mr.  Smith.  Mr.  Jackson,  in  answer  to  this 
letter,  says,  that  the  propositions  were  not  made 
**  with  that  view,"  viz:  with  a  view  to  their  be- 
ing considered  as  formal  propositions  on  the  part 
of  the  British  Ministrf;  finally,  he  denies  that 
they  were  made  at  all.  In  a  part  of  the  corres- 
pondence, he  declares  "  he  has  a  power  to  dis- 
eass  and  eventually  to  conclude,"  and  afterwards, 
that  he  has  "a  full  power."  Taking  his  own 
declarations  ^nd  Mr.  Canning's  notification  to 
Mr.  Pinkney  already  cited,  and  he  can  only  be 
considered  as  an  ordinary  Minister,  a  mere  snc- 
cessor  of  Mr.  Erskine,  and  char(;ed  with  no  special 
commission  except  a  lashiog  for  Mr.  Smith. 

With  this  view,  sir,  of  the  grounds  on  which 
the  late  arrangement  has  been  disavowed,  I  can- 
not but  feel  that  a  coarse  has  been  pursued  by 
the  British  Ministry  not  warranted  by  good  faith. 
Such  a  transaction  in  private  life  would  be  called 
swindling.  It  would  stamp  with  dishonor  the 
character  of  any  individual  who  could  fly  from 
engagements  fairly  entered  into  and  attempt  to 
cover  his  bad  faith  by  so  flimsy  a  veil. 

The  reason  assigned  by  the  British  Ministry 
for  disavowing  this  arrangement  cannot  be  the 
real  ones.  The  real  reasons  have  been  ably  stated 
by  a  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania,  (Mr.  Mil* 
MOB,)  and  I  rejoice  on  the  present  occasion  to  see 
his  talents  devoted  to  his  country,  and  not  em- 
ployed in  softening  the  injustice  of  a  foreign  na- 
tion or  the  atrocious  insolence  of  its  Minister. 
The  object  to  be  accomplished  by  Mr.  Canning  i% 
too  plam — plighted  faith  is  violated  that  British 
smuffglera  may  fatten,  while  the  rights  of  neutrals 
^re  destroyed. 

I  will  now,  sir,  proceed  to  offer  a  few  remarks 
OB  the  parts  of  the  correspondence  which  bear 
more  particularly  on  the  resolution  before  the 
Hoase.  My  object  will  be  to  present  in  succet- 
Bton  the  parts  of  the  correspondence,  in  which  I 
consider  the  British  Minister,  Mr.  Jackson,  has 
attributed  to  the  Executive  Government  of  the 
United  States,  to  use  the  language  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Connecticut,  (Mr.  Dana,)  the  intei^ 
tional  falsification  of  a  fact.  I  do  not  wish  to  put 
between  the  parts  of  the  corrrespondeoce  a  siAgia 
remark : 

Jfr.  Jo/ckmii  to  Mr,  Smith— pp»  31,  3S. 

**  You  have  not  in  the  conferences  we  have  hitherto 
held  distinctly  announced  any  such  complaint,  and  I 
have  seen  with  pleasure  in  Uiis  forbearance  on  your 
part  an  instance  of  that  candor  which  I  doubt  not 
will  prevail  in  all  our  communications,  inasmuch  as 
yon  could  not  but  have  thought  it  uniteasonable  to 
complain  of  a  disavowal  of  an  act  dane  nnder  soch  dr- 
euBAitanees  as  conld  only  lead  to  the  conae^enoes 
that  have  actnally  foUowed. 

^  It  was  not  known  when  I  left  Engkud  whether 
Mr.  Erskine  had,  aceording  to  the  liberty  allowed  him, 
communicated  to  you  in  extemo  his  original  instruc- 
tions. It  now  appears  that  he  did  not.  But,  in  re- 
verting to  his  official  correspondence,  and  particularly 
to  a  despatch  addressed  on  the  20th  of  April  to  His 
Majesty's  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Afiairs,  I  find 


that  ha  then  states  that  bs  bad  ■ubautted  to  year  coi- 
adevatioa  the  three  coaditioBs  specified  in  thoMii- 
struotioBs  as  the  grouBd-work  of  an  anangamsnt  wbick, 
aeccordtng  to  itdbraAataaa  received  from  this  ooastij, 
it  was  thought  in  England  might  he  made  wiA  a  pm. 
pect  of  great  mutual  advantage.  Bfr.  Enkine  then  it- 
ports  verbatim  et  ttrioHnt  your  obseirations  apoo  etd 
of  the  three  eonditiens,  and  the  reasons  wfaicfa  indued 
you  to  think  that  othen  might  be  subadtoted  in  liea  tf 
them.  It  may  have  been  concluded  between  yoa  Art 
these  latter  wera  an  equivalent  fin-  the  origtoal  coodi' 
tions,  but  the  very  act  of  substitution  evidently  Bhom 
that  those  original  oonditioas  were,  in  fact,  very  ex- 
plickfy  ooamonicated  to  yea,  aad  by  yoa  of  csone 
laid  befoie  the  President  fi>r  Us  consideration.  I  need 
hardly  add,  tiiat  the  difievenoe  befevreen  these  eoDdi* 
tions,  and  tiioee  eoalained  in  the  arrangeaaent  of  da 
18th  and  19th  of  April,  is  suAeisntly  obvious  to  reqain 
no  elucidation ;  nor  need  1  draw  the  oonolnsion,wbidi 
I  consider  aa  admitted  fef  all  ahseaoe  of  complsiat,  as 
the  part  of  the  American  Goveraraent,  via :  that,  ssdcr 
such  circumstances,  His  Majesty  had  aa  nndonbici 
and  incontrowitible  right  to  duavow  the  act  of  iui 
Minister.  I  must  here  allude  to  a  eiwposition  vhkb 
you  have  more  than  obos  mentioned  to  me,  asd  by 
which,  if  it  had  any  the  slightest  foundation,  thii  li^ht 
might  perhaps  hava  been  in  some  degree  afiected.  Yoa 
have  informed  me  that  yon  understood  that  Mr.  En- 
kine  had  two  sets  of  instructions  by  which  to  regolsie 
his  conduct ;  and  that  ,upon  one  of  them,  which  had 
not  been  communicated  either  to  you  or  the  poblk, 
was  to  be  rested  the  justification  of  the  termi  fin&liy 
agreed  upon  between  you  and  him.  It  is  my  duty,  sir, 
solemnly  to  declare  to  you,  and  through  yoa  to  tlie 
President,  that  the  despatch  from  Mr.  Canning  to  Mr. 
Erskine,  which  you  have  made  the  basis  of  an  offimi 
correspondence  with  the  latter  Minister,  and  wludi 
was  read  by  the  fiirmer  to  the  American  MinisUria 
London,  is  the  only  despatdi  by  which  the  coadiiioiif 
were  prescribed  to  Mr.  Enkine  fi>r  the  oooclunoD  of 
an  arrangement  with  this  oaoBtiy  on  the  nstta  t» 
it  relatas.** 


Jfr.  SmUh  to  ».  Muhmm^-pp.  46,  4$. 
«*The  dedaratkm  that  *  the  despateh  from  Mr.  Coi- 
ning to  Mr.  Erskine,  of  the  Sdd  of  January,  is  the «!/ 
despatch  by  which  the  conditions  were  prsscribed  to 
Mr.  Enkine  lor  the  condnsioB  of  an  amngemeatoa 
the  matter  to  which  it  relates,'  is  bow  Ibr  the  firrt  tisie 
made  to  this  Govermnent.  And  I  need  hardly  sdd, 
that  if  that  despatch  had  been  commanicaled  attke 
time  of  the  arrangement,  or  if  it  had  been  known  tfaat 
the  propositioBs  contained  in  it,  and  which  wers  d 
fiiat  presoBted  by  Mr.  Brsldne,  were  the  only  oom  ob 
whach  he  was  authorised  to  make  an  amngeBMot,tbe 
arrangement  would  not  have  been  made." 

Mr^Jackaon  to  Mr.  Smith — fp*  07,  58. 
**  I  have,  therefore,  no  hesitation  in  informing  jot 
that  His  Msjesty  wss  pleased  to  disavow  the  agree* 
ment  concluded  between  yon  and  Mr.  Enkine,  bscaose 
it  waa  concluded  in  violation  of  that  geatlemsn*fl  is* 
stiuctions,  and  altogether  without  authority  to  inb- 
scribe  to  the  tenns  of  it.  These  instracCioai,  I  nov 
undentand  by  your  letter,  as  well  as  from  the  obviMi 
deduction  which  I  took  the  liberty  of  rnakdag  n 
mine  of  Uie  11th  instant,  were  at  Uis  time,  in  ipb- 
stance,  made  known  to  you.  No  stronger  illostntioa 
therefore  can  be  given  of  the  deviation  firom  them 
which  occurred  than  by  a  reference  to  the  tenni  m 
your  agreement 
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"  Nothing  can  be  more  notorious  than  the  frequency 
with  which,  in  the  course  of  a  complicated  negotiation, 
Ministers  are  furnished  with  a  gradation  of  conditions 
OD  which  they  may  be  successively  authorized  to  con- 
clade.  So  common  is  the  case  which  you  put  hypo- 
thetically,  that  in  acceding  to  the  justice  of  your  state- 
ment, I  feel  myself  impelled  to  make  only  one  obser- 
yation  upon  it,  which  is,  that  it  does  not  strike  me  as 
bearing  upon  the  consideration  of  the  unauthorized 
agreement  concluded  here,  inasmuch  as  in  p(nnt  of 
fact  Mr.  Erskine  had  no  such  graduated  instruction. 
You  are  already  acquainted  with  that  which  was  given, 
and  I  have  had  the  honor  of  informing  you  that  it  was 
the  only  one  by  which  the  conditions  on  which  he 
was  to  conelude  were  prescribed.  So  fkr  from  the 
terma,  which  he  was  actually  induced  to  accept,  having 
been  contemplated  in  that  instruction,  he  himself  states 
that  they  were  substituted  by  you  in  lieu  of  those  orig- 
inally proposed." 

Mt^.  Smith  to  Nh'»  Jackson, 

**  Bat  it  would  be  improper  to  conclude  the  few  ob- 
lerrationa  to  which  I  purposely  limit  myself,  without 
adverting  to  your  repetition  of  a  language  implying  a 
knowledge  on  the  part  of  this  Government,  that  the  in- 
stractions  of  yout  predecesaor  did  not  authorize  the 
'  arrangement  formed  by  him.  After  the  explicit  and 
;  peremptory  asseveration  that  this  Government  had  no 
lach  knowledge,  and  that  with  such  a  knowledge  no 
nich  arrangement  would  have  been  entered  into,  the 
▼iew  which  you  have  again  presented  of  the  subject 
makes  it  my  duty  to  apprize  you  that  such  insinuations 
are  inadmissible  in  the  intercourse  of  a  foreign  Minis- 
ter with  a  Government  that  understands  what  it  owes 
to  itaelf." 

Mr,  Jaekgon  to  Mr,  Smithr-pp,  70,  71. 

"  You  will  find  that  in  my  correspondence  with  you 
1  have  carefully  avoided  drawing  conclusions  tha\  did 
not  necessarily  follow  from  the  premises  advanced  by 
me,  and  least  of  all  should  I  think  of  uttering  an  in- 
■innation  where  I  was  unable  to  substantiate  a  fact 
To  fiicts,  sudi  as  I  have  become  acquainted  with  them, 
1  hsve  scrapaloasly  adhered,  and  in  so  doing  I  must 
continue,  whenever  the  good  faith  of  His  Majesty's 
Government  is  called  in  question,  to  vindicate  its  honor 
>nd  dignity,  in  the  manner  that  appears  to  me  best 
calculated  for  that  purpose." 

In  the  first  part  of  the  correspondence  cited,  Mr. 
JacksoD  makes  three  separate  and  distinct  charges. 

1.  That  the  arrangement  was  made  under  such 
circumstances  as  could  only  lead  to  a  disavowal. 

2.  That  the  instructions  of  Mr.  Erskine  were 
communicated  to  Mr.  Smith,  and  by  him  to  the 
President.  3.  That  the  instroctions  communi- 
cated were  the  only  instructions  which  Mr.  Ers- 
kine had  on  the  subject  to  which  they  related. 

Id  the  second  passage  of  the  correspondence 
which  I  have  $ited,  Mr.  Smith,  passing  over  the 
offensive  insinuation  as  to  the  circumstances  un- 
der which  the  arrangement  was  made,  declares, 
that  it  is  now  for  the  first  time  communicated  to 
him  that  the  instruction  alluded  to  by  Mr.  Jack- 
sop  was  the  only  one  Mr.  Erskine  had,  and  that 
with  such  a  knowledge  no  arrangement  would 
have  been  made. 

Iq  the  third  passage  of  the  correspondence  cited, 
Mr.  Jackson,  after  a  construction  had  been  placed 
on  his  insinuations,  repeats  and  adheres  to  them, 
nth  Con.  2d  Sess.— 30 


In  the  fourth  passage,  Mr.  Smith  declares  to 
him  that,  after  the  explicit  declaration  made  on 
his  part,  the  insinuations  of  Mr.  Jackson  are  in- 
admissible. 

Ja  the  fifth  passage,  without  any  regard  to  the 
declarations  of  Mr.  Smith,  without  noticing  the 
formal  intimation  fi^iven  that  his  insinuations  are 
inadmissible,  Mr.  Jackson  declares,  "  I  have  mad« 
no  insinuation  where  I  cannot  substantiate  a  fact. 
To  facu  I  shall  adhere.'' 

Take  the  case,  sir,  as  between  two  individuals 
in  private  life:  A  says  to  B,  you  have  con- 
eluded  with  my  agent  an  arrangement  he  was  not 
authorized  to  make;  his  powers  were  shown  to 
you,  and  with  a  complete  knowledge  that  his 
powers  were  totally  inadequate,  you  nave  never- 
theless concluded  a  bargain* 

B  very  courteously  replies,  that  it  is  now  for 
the  first  time  made  known  to  him  that  the  agent 
of  A  had  no  power  to  make  the  agreement  en- 
tered into.  That  with  such  a  knowledge  he 
should  not  have  concluded  a  bargain  with  him. 

A,  in  return,  declares,  that  the  powers  of  his 
agent  were  fuUy  made  known  to  6,  and  that  B 
knewj  at  the  time  of  making  the  contract,  that  the 
agent. had  no  power. 

B,  in  return,  says,  that  after  the  explicit  decla- 
ration made  by  me,  that  I  had  no  knowledge  of 
the  want  of  power  on  the  part  of  your  a^ent,  the 
insinuation  contained  in  your  letter  is  inadmis- 
sible. 

A,  in  return,  declares,  I  have  made  no  insin- 
uation which  I  am  unable  to  substantiate  by  facts. 
To  facts  I  shall  adhere. 

I  appeal,  sir.  to  any  gentleman  who  regards  his 
character,  whether  such  a  transaction  between 
individuals  could  terminate  in  anything  bat  hos*- 
tility.  From  the  time  of  Shakspcaire,  it  has  been 
settled  that  gentlemen  cannot,  in  their  intercourse 
with  each  other,  go  further  than  retort  courteous, 
or  reply  valiant.  It  appears  that  Mr.  Jackson,  on 
the  present  occasion,  has  overleaped  the  reply 
valiant  and  proceeded  to  the  lie  direct.  If  it  had 
been  a  case  between  individuab  there  would  have 
been  nothing  left  but  to  run  or  fight. 

I  will  now,  sir,  examine  some  of  the  reasons 
urged  against  the  adoption  of  the  resolution.  The 
gentleman  from  Connecticut,  (Mr.  Dana,)  says, 
that  before  he  can  ^ive  the  pledge  contained  in 
the  resolution,  of  calling  into  action  the  whole  re- 
sources of  the  nation,  he  must  inquire  what  thos^ 
resources  are.  The  resources  of  the  United  States 
are  the  same  with  those  of  every  other  country 
where  the  people  are  not  ground  down  by  oppres- 
sive taxes.  The  ordinary  revenue  of  no  country 
where  freed oni  exists  can  be  equal  to  the  extra- 
ordinary expenses  produced  by  war.  Public  credit 
is  the  fund  on  which  all  free  countries  mast  draw. 
Our  credit  as  a  nation  stands  high ;  an  honest  com- 

Sliance  with  our  engagements  insures  to  us  the 
oating  capital  of  our  own  country,  which  is 
ample;  it  is  as  easy  for  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  to  command  forty  millions  of  dol- 
lars as  five.  But,  says  the  gentleman,  it  is  a  defi- 
ance of  war ;  are  you  prepared  to  sustain  it  1  Did 
you  not  suffer  the  onenaing  squadron,  after  the 
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outrtkge  on  the  Chesapeake,  to  remaia  in  your 
waters  without  an  attempt  to  dislodge  them  ?   I 
remember  well,  sir,  the  circumstances  which  ar- 
rested the  proceedings  of  Congress  after  the  at* 
tack  on  the  Chesapeake.    The  gentleman  was 
himself,  at  that  time,  an  old  and  respectable  mem- 
ber, possessed  of  talents  to  support  whatever  prop- 
osition he  might  offer.    Why  did  he  not  spur  up 
the  lazy  drones^  who,  at  that  time,  conducted  the 
affairs  of  the  nation?  Embarked  in  the  same  ves- 
sel, if  he  has  slumbered  at  his  post  while  national 
honor  was  wrecked,  he  must  near  his  portion  of 
the  blame.    It  really  appears  to  me,  howerer, 
(without  meaning  anything  disrespectful  to  the 
geatleman,)  that  for  those  who  were  silent  at  the 
time  of  the  attack  on  the  Chesapeake,  to  come 
forward  now  and  say.  "  why  was  not  toe  offend- 
ing squadron  driven  out,"  is  too  much  in  thestvie 
of  the  renowned  Captain  described  by  Smollet, 
who,  after  suffering  himself  and  the  passengers 
ID  a  stage  coach  to  be  robbed,  cried  out  as  soon 
as  the  robber  was  out  of  sight,  that  he  would 
have  his  "  heart's  blood."    But,  sir,  the  gentle- 
man from  Connecticut  (Mr.  Dana)  feels  some 
scruples  about  fixing  a  stigma  ou  the  character  of 
Mr.  Jackson,  a  man  invested  with  the  highest  or- 
der of  powers.    He  expresses  for  him  that  sort  of 
feeling,  which,  if  applied  to  a  youn^;  roan  flushed 
with  hope,  and  just  entering  into  life  with  a  fair 
unblemished  character,  would  do  great  credit  to 
his  heart.    Who,  sir,  is  Mr.  Jackson  ?  No  young 
stripling,  with  a  character  to  form  $  he  is  already 
a  conspicuous  character;  his  fame,  to  use  an  ex- 
pression of  Pindar,  has  ascended  to  the  skies  in 
curling  smoke;  be  will  be  as  well  known  in  his- 
tory as  Arnold,  or  any  other  conspicuous  charac- 
ter.   In  Denmark,  he  professed  peace  to  the  Gov- 
ernment, and  made  war  on  the  people ;  here,  he 
has  changed  his  system,  to  use  the  language  of 
the  gentleman  from  Connecticut,  he  hn  made 
war  on  the  palace,  and  professed  peace  to  the 
people.    While  be  grasped  with  inviolable  friend- 
*  ship  the  hand  of  the  Crown  Prince,  the  lawless 
banditti  he  headed  sacked  their  city,  and  bore  off 
in  triumph  the  Danish  fleet.    While  this  transae- 
tioii  shall  remain  on  the  records  of  history  the 
character  of  Mr.  Jackson  will  find  a  conspicuous 
place  in  the  annals  of  fame.    But  why,  sir,  shall 
we  feel  delicacy  for  the  character  of  a  man,  who, 
ID  hia  intercourse  with  us,  has  vi'olated  every 
principle  of  decoram  and  decency  ?    Tbe  gentle- 
man from  Connecticut  (Mr.  Dana)  objects  to 
the  wording  of  the  resolution.    The  terms  are 
hard,  such  as  the  President  would  not  use.    I  do 
not  know  whether  the  gentleman  said  such  as  no 
Christian  ought  to  use,  but  certainly  such  as 
ought  not  to  he  used  by  any  branch  of  the  Qovern- 
neat.    The  energy  with  which  the  gentleman 
tapressed  his  feelings  on  this  part  of  the  subject 
brought  forcibly  to  my  mind  the  story  related  by 
Sterne,  of  Francis  the  First,  who  saia  to  his  Min- 
ister, he  would  gire  to  a  neishboring  Republic  the 
honor  of  standing  god-mother  for  his  next  child. 
The  Minister  remonstrated ;  Francis  is  obstinate : 
ft  courier  aanonnces  that  the  Republic  accepts  tbe 
honor,  bat  claims,  as  god-mother,  the  right  of 


naming  the  child.    Well,  says  Francis,  she  will 
call  It  Louis,  or  Henry,  or  some  ChristiiD  name. 
No,  says  tbe  Minister,  she  insists  on  its  being  called 
Shadrach-Mesback-Abednego.  Francis,  in  wraih, 
declares  it  is  not  a  Christian  name ;  it  is  Dotsncha 
name  as  any  Christian  ought  to  use;  it  is  a  Dime 
no  Government  ought  to  pronounce.    The  name 
deterred  Francis  from  accepting  the  honor  be  had 
solicited.    Perhaps,  on  the  present  occasion,  the 
hard  namesin  the  resolution  may  be  the  oaljr  ob- 
jection of  the  gentleonan  from  Connecticut.  Ht 
ba^  declared  that  the  privilege  of  an  Ambassador 
does  not  authorize  him  to  attribute  to  a  Gofen- 
ment  the  intentional  falsification  of  a  fact;  tiiat 
it  does  not  authorise  him  to  profess  peace  to  the 
people  and  make  war  on  the  pailaee.    But  tbe 
g[entleman,  notwithstanding  these  strong  deelaia- 
tions,  will  not  even  trust  himself  to  Iwk.  attkc 
resolution.    He  seems,  sir.  to  bt  under  that  sort 
of  embarrassment  which  a  girl  of  sentiment  aod 
feeling  experiences  when  very  desperately  inlo?e; 
and  her  wishes  opposed  by  her  friends ;  she  like 
the  lover,  but  she  cannot  disoblige  her  friends; 
she  will  not  even  trust  her  eyes  to  dwell  on  hioi 
whether  his  tale  is  true  or  not  she  fears  to  learo; 
without  examination,  turns  from  him;  complaim 
of  his  language,  or  manners,  and  throws  him  of 
precisely  as  the  gentleman    from  Conoectteui 
does  the  resolution,  without  knowing  whether  it 
is  true  or  false. 

A  gentleman  from  New  York  (Mr.  Evott) 
has  exercised  much  ingenuity  in  attempting  to 
show  that  Mr.  Jackson  has  not  been  insolenL  I 
have  no  doubt  that  if  I  was  to  place  an  apple  <» 
my  desk,  the  gentleman  could  deliver  a  very  ia- 
genious  speech  to  show  that  it  was  reallv  not  aa 
apple.  Suppose,  in  his  attempt,  he  should  estah- 
lisb,  that,  instead  of  being  a  fine  Newtowa  pip- 
pin, it  was  only  a  sour  crab?  This  is  really  what 
the  gentleman  hna  done  by  has  oonstroctioD  of 
the  correspondence,  so  inr  a»  respeets  the  eoD^oct 
of  Mr.  Jackson ;  for,  after  all  bis  ingenoity,  he 
concludes  with  saying,  Mr.  Jackson  has  beea  rode, 
very -rude  indeed.  I  am  willing  to  joia  issue  on 
this  point,  and  would  for  one  have  had  no  objec- 
tion to  striking  out  insolent,  and  inserting  rerr 
rude,  if  that  would  have  secnred  the  geatlemaai 
vote. 

Tbe  gentleman's  argument  on  the  second  part 
of  the  resolution  is  (ounded  principally  oo  the 
circumstance  of  the  conditions  in  tbe  despatch  of 
the  23d  of  January,  having  originated  in  a  repre- 
sentation by  Mr.  Rrskine  of  certain  coorersatioa! 
with  members  of  our  own  Gk>vernmeat  If  these 
conditions  originated,  as  the  genllemaa  sopposes^ 
in  the  idea  that  they  would  be  aeeeptahle  to  the 
American  Government,  wbv  are  they  persistei 
in  after  the  error  was  made  Icnown  by  the  repre^ 
sentation  of  Mr.  Erskine  to  his  own  Goverameat  i 
Why  are  they  urged  as  a  ground  of  diaiyoww" 
If  the  propositions  did  not  originate  with  the 
British  Qoveroment,  they  have  beea  eompletHy 
adopted  by  Mr.  Canning.  But,  sir,  if  the  jentk- 
man  from  New  York  considers  the  condinons  m 
the  despatch  of  the  38d  of  January  so  oftnaw- 
that  the  Executive  of  the  United  States  oi^ht  at 
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ooce  to  have  dnmissed  Mr.  Jackson  oa  iheir  be- 
ing tendered,  what  does  he  thiok  of  the  disayawal 
of  the  arraogemeDt,  rested  arowedly  on  the  fail- 
ure of  Mr.  Erskine  to  obtain  a  recognition  of 
these  conditions  ?  The  gentleman  has  not  favored 
us  with  his  opinions  on  this  subject  or  on  the 
appeal ;  he  cannot,  I  am  certain,  reconcile  to  him- 
self the  justification  of  either^ 

I  regret,  sir.  that  another  gentleman  from  New 
York,  (Mr.  Gold,)  who,  in  his  ordinary  deport- 
ment and  manner  displays  so  much  moderation 
and  mildness,  should  haye  seized  on  an  occasion 
like  the  present  to  eipress  so  much  bitter  filing 
against  the  administration  of  his  own  Gorera- 
ment.  I  wish  not  to  misrepresent  anything  the 
^ntleman  has  said,  and,  if  1  do,  shall  liael  happy 
m  being  put  right.  The  gentleman  tells  us  that 
Mr.  JacKson  could  not  haye  intended  to  make  the 
charge,  that  the  American  GoyernmentknewMr. 
firskioe  had  no  power  to  make  the  arransrement 
entered  into,  because  that  ground  is  not  taken  by 
the  British  Government.  The  British  Minister, 
he  says,  would  have  been  guilty  of  a  high  misde- 
meanor if  he  had  gone  further  than  was  allowed 
by  his  own  Government.  This  idea  of  a  high 
misdemeanor  has.  I  fear,  operated  too  strongly  on 
the  gentleman's  mind.  Instead  of  viewing  the 
transaction  as  it  really  presents  itself,  he  appears 
to  have  argued  it  precisely  as  if  Mr.  Jackson  was 
arraigned  for  an  indictable  offenecj  and  that  it 
was  his  duty  to  exercise  all  bis  ingenuity  in 
stating  circumstances  calculated  to  palliate  or 
soften  his  conduct.  The  gentleman  says,  that 
Mr.  Smith  first  agitated  the  question  of  different 
Kt%  of  instructions,  and  that  this  was  calculated 
to  wound  and  irritate  Mr.  Jackson,  because  it  ean 
DnJy  be  considered  as  a  charge  of  perfidy  against 
the  British  Government,  after  the  ground  taken 
before  all  Europe,  of  disavowing  the  arraoge- 
Bent,  because  Mr.  Erskine  violated  his  instruc- 
tions. If,  sir,  the  gentleman  is'so  much  alive  to 
in  imputation  on  the  British  Government,  why 
loes  he  not  feel  for  the  honor  of  his  own  country  ? 
^ow  do  we  stand  before  all  Europe,  with  the  ar- 
angement  disavowed,  becanse  Mr.  Erskine  did 
lot  obtain  a  recogaition  of  the  disgraceful  condi- 
ions  in  the  deapatoh  of  the  23d  of  January  1  In 
peaking  of  the  appeal  to  the  people  by  Mr.  Jack- 
on,  the  gentleman  applies  to  it  the  mild  term 
neorrect.  He  says,  too,  there  are  many  palliat- 
og  eircumstances-^tbe  terms  are  not  at  all  in- 
ammatory— as  little  Offensive  as  could  have  been 
sed.  Tyhile,  in  yiewiog  the  conduct  of  the  Brit- 
(h  Minister,  the  geallieman  appears  to  possess  all 
iie  mildness  of  my  uncle  Toby,  he  judges  with  a 
eart  of  iron  the  conduct  and  motives  of  his  own 
roverniBenC.  On  the  19th  of  April  last,  says  the 
entiemaa,  the  Administration  was  reduoed  to 
le  brink  of  ruin.  The  non-intereonrse,  buckled 
tt  in  haste,  wai  about  to  expire;  all  its  measures 
ad  f|ited;  never  were  there  stronger  temptations 
»r  an  Administration  to  get  rid,  by  honorable 
leans,  of  a  system  which  had  prodoeed  only  ruin 
f  ourselves.  What,  sir,  is  the  andount  of  this 
iiarjge  ?  Precisely  the  one  made  by  the  British 
[iaistry  and  its  unprincipled  Envoy— «oUusion 


between  the  American  Gbvernmeat  and  Mr.  Era- 
kine — concluding  an  arrangement,  knowing  he 
was  not  authorized  to  make  it.  I  have  seen  it 
some  where  stated  that  in  arbitrary  countries 
there  is  nothing  excites  so  much  dread  among  the 
people  as  professions  of  mildness,  moderation,  and 
clemency.  It  alwavs  precedes  acts  of  injusticis 
and  cruelty.  Nor  snail  I  ever  again  hear  a  poli- 
tician declare,  as  the  gentleman  has  done,  that 
moderation  and  justice  is  a  lesson  of  wisdom, 
without  having  forcibly  recalled  to  my  mind  this 
odious  custom  in  arbitrary  countries.  While,  sir, 
the  gentleman  is  thus  harsh  in  attribotiog  im- 
proper motives  to  the  administration  of  his  own 
Government,  ha  ean  discover  nothing  insultini^ 
in  the  correspondence  of  Mn  Jackson  ;  if  there  la 
any  insult,  says  the  gentleman,  it  is  too  deep  for 
my  understaading..  Opinions  on  affairs  of  honor 
depend  on  our  organization.  I  was  once  ac- 
quainted with  a  respeotable  man  in  Yi^nia,  a 
practitioner  of  law,  and  a  Senator,  too,  who,  on  ve- 
odving  a  blow  with  a  cane^  turned  round  to  the 
person  who  gave  it  and  asked,  are  yon  in  earnest? 
Yes,  says  the  person,  perfectly.  Ye'ry  well,  re- 
plied the  Senator,  I  am  glad  of  it,  for  really  I 
should  not  like  such  jests.  The  notions  of  this 
gentleman  as  to  what  constituted  an  iosalt  were 
singular — ^aa  singular.  I  think,  as  those  at  present 
expressed  by  the  gentleman  from  New  York. 
The  gentleman  is  for  placing  a  sentinel,  lest  some 
fell  spirit  should  cause  the  embargo  a^ain  to  rise. 
If,  sir,  a  sentinel  is  to  be  placed,  let  it  be  at  the 
election  poll.  Let  the  Gk>ddess  of  Liberty  there 
take  her  stand,  and  warn  the  voters  as  they  ad- 
vance of  the  dangers  of  division,  and  disotiion. 
Let  her  unfold  to  the  people  what  has  destroyed 
all  free  Gbvemments.  What  destroyed  the  nrst 
confederated  republie  under  the  Amphyctionic 
Council?  What  destroyed  the^Achttan  league 
which  succeeded  it  1  Wnat  has  destroyed  all  the 
minor  Goverameats  of  modern  Europe  i  Division 
produced  by  foreign  influence.  The  gentleman 
says,  our  citizens  have  enjoy ed«  and  are  now  en- 
joying, the  blessings  derived  jfrom  beiOg  freed 
from  the  shacUes  of  embargo,  non-inlercoorso, 
and  all  oUr  restrictive  system.  When,  air,  in  an*- 
etent  limes,  a  daughter  of  one  of  the  Roman 
Sings  drove  in  triumph  over  the  mangled  body 
of  her  own  father,  she  rose  to  power  and  lO  wealth. 
It  was  by  a  violation  of  every  moral  ptanetple^ 
So,  sir,  those  who  have  violated  thftiaws  of  their 
eountry  may  have  reaped  the  preifits  of  their  in- 
iquity by  commitling  a  crime  of  the  first  grade 
in  a  tree  country,  arraying  themselves  in  opposi- 
tion to  the  will  of  the  community.  But  why,  sir, 
does  the  gentleman  rake  up  the  ashes  of  the  em- 
bargo and  Don-inlieroottrsei  They  wesre  used  as  a 
shield  of  his  own  party.  They  would  serve  on 
the  present  occasion  as  a  oonvenieot  rug  fef  the 
gentleman  himself  to  ereep  under.  When  called 
Oft  to  explain  his  speech  or  his  vote,  it  would 
have  been  only  necessary  to  pronounce  the  short 
word  embaigo.  It  is  much  easier  for  any  gentle- 
man to  pronounce  this  word  than  explain  to  the 
people  the  reasons  why,  after  all  our  restrictita 
ayaiem  haa  ceased,  aof  diffieultlea  with  Gftat 
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Britain  remaiD  without  a  prospect  of  adjust- 
ment. 

When  Mr.  Eppes  had  concluded,  the  House 
adjourned. 

Thursday,  December  28. 

The  bill  sent  from  the  Senate,  entitled  "An  act 
to  authorize  the  surveying  and  snaking  of  certain 
roads  in  the  State  of  Ohio,  as  contemplated  by 
the  Treaty  of  JBrownstown,  in  the  Territory  of 
Michigan,  was  read  twice  and  committed  to  a 
Committee,  of  the  Whole  on  Monday  next. 

Mr.  Johnson,  from  the  Committee  of  Claims, 
presented  a  bill  for  the  relief  of  Jared  Shattuck ; 
Which  was  read  twice,  and  committed  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  /Whole  on  Monday  next. 

Mr.  Jenninsb  presented  a  petilioaof  sundry  in- 
habilants  of  the  county  of  Knox,  in  the  Indiana 
Territory,  praying  that  an  act  may  be  passed  to 
authorize  the  Land  Commissioners  for  the  Dis- 
trict of  Vineennes,  to  receive,  examine,  and  de- 
cide, on  their  titles  to  their  sevf  rai  tracts  of  land, 
which  has  hot  heretofore  been  done,  for  the  reasons 
therein  mentioned. — Referred. 

Ordered^  That  Mr.  Macon  and  Mr.  Dana  be 
added  to  the  committee  appointed,  on  the  eleventh 
instant,  for  the  purpose  of  inquiring  what  amend- 
ments are  necessary  in  the  ^^  Act  to  promote  the 
progress  of  useful  arts." 

CONDUCT  OF  THE  BRITISH  MINISTER. 

The  House  again  resumed  the  consideration  of 
the  report  of  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the 
resolution  from  the  Senate  approving  the  conduct 
of  the  Executive  in  refusing  to  receive  any  fur- 
ther communioations  from  Francis  J.  Jackson. 

The  motion  for  indefinite  postponement  being 
still  under  consideration. — 

Mr.  Stanfobd  said,  so  many  were  the  objec- 
tionable featuievof  the  present  resolution  before 
the  House,  he  should  vote  for  its  indefinite  post- 
ponement, and  with  permission  of  the  House 
he  would  give  his  reaions  for  his  vote.  In  the 
first  place,  he  thought  the  language  and  style  of 
the  resolution  highly  objectionable,  and  calcula- 
ted to  render  that  which  was  already  bad  enough 
ttili  worse ;  that  it  was,  in  the  second  place,  a 
strange  innovation  upon  ail  former  practice' and 
usage  under  our  present  Government ;  and  lastly, 
that  it  was  clearly  unconstitutional.  Thus  much 
he  should  endeavor  to  show,  and  trusted  he  would 
be  able  to  do  it  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  House. 

Mr.  S.  then  premised  that  he  had  disapproved 
the  introduction  of  the  resolution  of  approbation 
at  the  last  session;  that,  he  considered  unneces- 
sary ;  but  the  present  he  considered  not  only  un- 
necessary, but  eren  pernicious.  That  was  a 
Settle  one ;  this  belligerent  in  all  its  aspects, 
e  had  suggested  a  mode  to  one  or  two  gentle- 
men, of  getting  rid  of  that  one.  if  they  had 
thought  proper,  and  in  which  case  ne  would  have 
contributed  his  vote  to  have  got  clear  of  it.  But, 
had  the  question  been  put  in  a  direct  form,  he 
should  have  differed  from  his  colleague,  (Mr.  Ma- 
«o«,)  inasmuch  as  he  should  have  voted  for  it. 


He  could  not  have  done  honestly  otherwise,  as 
he  had  most  cordially  approved  the  arrangemest 
made  by  our  Grovernment  with  Mr.  Efrskine. 
Further,  that  as  respected  the  rejection  of  Mr. 
Jackson,  he  thought  entirely  with  his  colleagQe, 
that  he  might  well  have  been  dismissed  oq  the 
receipt  of  his  first  letter.  He  tells  us  for  what  he 
had  been  sent  and  commanded  to  do.  In  the  case 
of  the  Chesapeake,  to  make  "  declarations"  and 
to  receive  counter  *"  declarations"  simultaoeoosly. 
In  other  words,  for  the  ai;rogance,  insults,  aiid 
murders,  we  had  borne  and  suffered,  he  came  to 
stipulate  atonement,  if  we  would  stipulate  a  son 
of  counter  atonement  at  the  same  time.  Stipo- 
lation  -for  stipulation,  at  any  rate.  It  had  "not 
appeared  to  His  Majesty  necessary  to  command 
him  to  propose  to  our  Government  any  formal 
agreement''  to  take  place  of  the  rejected  ooe. 
For  the  matter,  said  Mr.  S.,  of  Mr.  Jackson's  in- 
structions, much  rather  than  for  the  manner  of 
his  negotiation,  might  the  communication  ban 
been  cut  off  with  him.  Both  matter  and  mao- 
ner  were,  to  be  sure,  objectionable,  but  the  former. 
in  his  estimation,  formed  much  the  most  solid 
ground  of  dismissal.  It  was  but  too  obvionsthe 
mission  of  Mr.  Jackson  would  end  as  the  former 
one  had  done.  That  he  did  not  come  to  propiti- 
ate us  was  but  too  manifest. 

While  the  resolution  before  us,  sir,  affects  ta 
support  the  Executive  Grovernment  against  in- 
sult, and  language  "  highly  indecorous,"  it  de- 
scends into  a  style  of  expression,  itself  more  cul- 
pable and  degrading;  unworthy,  indeed,  of  tbe 
country  and  the  dignity  of  its  Qovemmeot.  L 
was  a  flattering  truth  to  know  that  in  tbestfle 
of  diplomatic  correspondence  tbe  American  side 
of  the  question  suffered  not  in  comparison  with 
that  of  any  other.  In  the  late,  as  well  as  for 
mer  instances,  the  advantage  has  been  calcth 
lated,  as  he  presumed,  to  inspire  every  Amerieaa 
bosom  with  just  sentiments  of  pride.  Had  it, 
therefore,  been  recommitted,  as  his  colleague 
(Mr.  Macon)  had  advised,  he  had  no  doubt  it 
could  have  been  amended,  and  rendered  more 
worthy  of  consideration  as  a  State  paper,  than  it 
is  likely  to  be  in  its  present  dress  and  form. 

Besides,  Mr.  Speaker,  if  the  measure  be  intend- 
ed to  have  any  effect,  it  must  be  a  bad  one.  It 
looks  toward  war.  Already  are  our  difficulties 
with  Great  Britain  critical  enough,  but  if  gentle- 
men wish  war,  the  thing  is  altogether  appropriate 
to  its  end  ;  well  calculated  not  to  support,  bot  to 
thwart  the  pacific  views  and  intentions  of  tbe 
Executive.  We  may,  in  this  wnj^  foreclose  the 
door  of  amicable  negotiation  which  the  Exeen- 
tive  by  bis  first  Message  showed  us  he  had  kept 
open.  If  rudeness  of  expression  had  been  resort- 
ed to  on  tbe  part  of  the  British  Minister,  in  his 
correspondence  with  our  Government,  had  it  not 
been  repelled  on  their  part  ?  Had  they  not  anaplf 
redressed  the  insult  of.  the  individual  1  It  jiiight 
well  afford  some  consohition  to  ourselves  and  the 
country,  if  other  wrongs  and  insults  had  bee& 
even  as  well  repaired  as  this.  Besides  the  mta^ 
der  of  Pierce,  the  more  horrid  murders  on  board 
the  Chesapeake,  the .  continuation  of  impress- 
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meats  for  years,  we  hare  had  instanoes,  more 
than  one,  it  is  said,  of  other  Ministers  conspiring 
with  yoar  conspirators,  menacing  you  with  war, 
and  putting  your  Gh>vernmeDt  at  defiance,  here 
in  the  ten  miles  square,  and  the  sensibility  of 
Coogress  had  nerer  before  been  awakened  to  a 
resolution  of  this  kind  in  defence  of  the  Execu- 
tive. The  truth  i^  sir^  it  never  needed  it,  nor 
does  it  now.  We  have,  in  very  deed,  Mr.  Speak- 
er, refined  upon  the  more  substantial  insults  we 
hare  sufiered,  till  we  have  literally  reduced  it  to 
a  var  cf  vorda.  It  is  the  ^sgpreanotu  of  the  in* 
diriduai  we  are  combating,  and  piedsiug  the 
whole  force  of  the  country  to. protect  the  Presi- 
dent against  the  consequences  of,  and  not  the 
more  palpable  injuries  received.  Would  to  Heav- 
en, sir,  such  a  resolption  had  not  been  brought 
forward !  It  is  unworthy  of  us-r-unworthy  of  the 
political  professions  we  heretofore  made,  eveo 
those  made  at  our  late  session. 

•  _  » 

That  a  resolution^  of  approbation,  Mr.  Speaker, 
is  against  all  ezanipie  for  Jhe  last  eight  years; 
that  it  is  an  innovation  upon  all  usage  and  prac- 
tice, reference  need  only  be  had '  to  the  speeches 
of  gentlemen  during  the  last  session.  They  af- 
ford the  most  ample  proof.  They  were  then  un- 
willing to  pour  out  tne  oil  of  adulation  upon  the 
Executive  head.  It  was  deemed  unnecessary, 
anti-republican,  to  do  so.  He  hoped,  gentlemen 
understood  him.  He  was  using  their  own  lan- 
guage upon  that  occasion,  and  not  his  own.  He 
borrowed  it  for  its  excellence  and  fitness  upon  the 
present  occasioq.  Such  language  conveyed  his 
sentiments  iheriy  and  gtill  did  ;  and,  for  his  part, 
he  could  not  comprehend  how  it  could  be  correct 
then,  and  now  the  reverse  of  correct.  Some  gen- 
tlemen on  the  floor  perfectly  remembered  that 
when  Mr.  Jefferson  came  into  the  Presidency. 
eight  years  ago,  he  changed  the  mode  of  personal 
address  into  that  of  written  message.  ^Mn  doing 
this,"  said  he,  in' his  first  Message,  "  I  have  had  a 
^  principal  regard  to  the  convenience  of  the  Le- 
^  gislature,  to  the  economy  of  their  time,  to  their 

*  relief  from  the  embarrassment  of  immediate 
'answers  on  sut)jects  not  yet  fully. before  them, 
^  and  to  the  benefits  thence  resulting  to  the  pub- 

*  lie  affairs."  AH  acquiesced  in  this  new  course, 
and  from  that  lime  till  the  late  instance  men- 
tioned, no  time  had  been  Wasted  in  jpouring  back 
the  oil  of  adulatiori  or  approbation,  in  any  form, 
on  the  Executive  head.  The  only  instance  which 
could  be  cited  during  the  last  eight  years,  was 
found  incidentally  incorporated  in  a  resolution 
relating  to  the  navigation  of  the  Mississippi. 
The  words  were,  "and  relying  with  perfect  con- 
fidence on  the  vigilance  ana  wisdom  of  the  Execu- 
tive." This,  then,  was  the.onlydf.op  of  this  oil 
which  the  last  Administration  produced,  and  has 
been  called  up  at  this  first  ordinary  session  of  a 
new  Administration  to  form^an  example  to  fol- 
low ;  or  rather,  might  we  not  say^  to  resume  the 
exploded  practice  of  former  times,  and  thus  echo 
back  messages  in  this  new  form  of  joint  resolu- 
tion. But  what  was  the  style  in  which  gentle^ 
men  spoke  at  our  last  summer  session,  when  the 
subject  of  approbation  was  then  before  us  ?    The 


language  of  one  was,  ^'^if  it  were  the  object  to 
'  bring- before  the  House  a  discussion^  upon  the 
-Message  of  the  President,  and  to  return  a^i- an- 
swer to' his  Excellency's  most  gracious  Message, 
he  should  certainly  be  opposed  to  it*  If  there 
had  ever  been  a  particular  part  of  the  former 
Administration  which  had  met  thigi  approbation 
of  the  Republicans  generally -of  this  country,  it 
was  the  discontinuance  of  the  practice^"  Anoth- 
er had  told  us  that  he  was  "  opposed  to  a  devia- 
tion from  what  he  conceived  to  be  the  duty, 
and  becomioff  the  dignity  of  the  House."  He 
thought  the  House  had  nobler  duties  to  perform 
than  passing  abstract  resolutions,  out. ol. which 
no  legislative  act  is  contemplated,  merely  for  Xhe 
purpose  of  pouring  the  oil  of  aduls|^ion  upon  the 
head  of  the  Chief  Magistrate."  And,  figaip',  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania,  (Mr.  FindlctJ 
whose  opinions  are  always  so  much  relied  upon 
and  respected  in  this  House,  and  he,  Mr.  S.,  trust- 
ed by  few  more  sincerely  th^n  himself,  had,  upon 
that  occasion,  with  singular  (happiness  and  force, 
spoken  thus :  "  Law,"  said  the  gentleman,  ^  is  the 
'  only  language  of  a  Legislature.  It  is  the  only 
language  that  can  command  obedience  and  re- 
spect. Any  equal  number  of  citizens  met  in  a 
tavern,  and  there  passing  a  resolution  of  i^ppro- 
bation,  would  have  equal  force  with  such  a  res- 
olution passed  in  this  Hou^e,  and  would  be 
more  in  character.  They  ace  acting  without 
authority  from  the  Constitution  or  the  rules  of 
the  House."  It-would  ibe  for  that  gentleman  to 
tell  us.  to  tell  the  House,  and  he  would  beg  the 
gentleman's  pardon  for  the  parti<rular  request — 
but  he  must  request  that  he  wotfid  take  the  occa- 
sion to  let  us  all  know  how  his  doctrine  then  is 
now  to  be  got  over.  For  his  own  part,  he  could 
not  comprehend  how  right  and  wrong  could 
change  their  respective  sides  in  so  short  a  time- 

The  gentleman  from  New  York  (Mr^.  Fisk) 
had,  also,  at  the  late  session  of  Congiess,  made  a 
long,  and  by  no  means -unhandsome  display  of 
his  talents  in  a  speech  against.  ^' apprpbatidg  the 
Executive,^'  and  .a  like" lengthy  display  at  the 
present  session  in  favor  o,f«"  approbating."  The 
gentleman  then  thought  a  resolution  qf  this  kind, 
'  ektraordidary.^'  "^  He,  was  against  giving  his 
vote  of  approbation  as  a  Representative  Jn  this 
body,  however  meritorious  might  be  the  action 
which  he  bad  performed.  He  had  not  done  an 
act  of  supererogation.  He  had  only  done  his 
duty."  Again,  "  he  never  ^wished  to  see  that 
House  converted  4nto  a  temple  for  offering  up 
adulation  ta, the, Executive  Magistrate.'?  and, 
finally,  concluded  with  saying  he  **  should  vote 
for  the  indefinite#;po8|gonement  of  the  resolu- 
tion. The  House. wer^  .setting  ^  dangerous  pre- 
cedent, highly  peNiiciout  to  the  nation.  They 
were  going  out  of  the  line  of  their  duty  pointed^ 
out  by  the  Constitution.  *if  the  motion  to  post- 
^  pone  did 'not  succeed^  he  should  not  vote  at  all." 
The  gentleman  had,  indeed,'  referred  us  back  to 
the  unexemplary  times  ,of  1798,  and  1799,  wlien 
we  knoliv  the  echoing  approbation^ system  was  the 
fashion,  np^  ;^ith  a  view^  perhaps,  in  so  many 
wotdS|  to  recommend  them  tor  oiir  present  model,. 
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but  to  show  the  grentlemen  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House  they  bad  ooce  thought  differently,  and 
bad  in  the  course  of  ten  years,  played  the  'Apoliti- 
cal roundabout,"  and  yet,  by  the  same  showing, 
the  gentleman  had  himself  shown  that  he  had 
played  the  ^'political  roundabout"  in  six  short 
months.  The  '*  wheel  and  the  dust"  flew  in  one 
direction  at  the  last  session,  and  at  the  present 
it  flies  in  the  opposite  direction,  with  equal  Te- 
locity and  more  ^' dust;"  and  the  gentleman,  all 
the  while,  keeps  pleasantly  on  the  top-«-thal  part 
of  the  wheel  which  they  sav  in  Virginia  runs 
the  fastest,  and  he  believed  tney  were  right,  for 
so  it  does  here,  and  there  too. 

His  colleague,  (Mr.  Macon,)  in  referring  to 
former  times,  had  expressed  some  doubt  whether 
the  majority  were  the  same  party  now  they  were 
then.  He  felt  no  doubt  himseljf  they  were  the 
same ;  but  there  was  no  room  to  doubt,  from  the 
present  question  itself,  they  had  undergone  some 
strange  modification  since  former  times.  The 
doctrines  then  must  be  well  remembered  by  him, 
yourself,  Mr.  Speaker,  and  a  few  others  on  thik 
floor.  The  advocates  of  this  sort  of  adulation 
must  go  back  beyond  the  times  of  the  late  and 
last  Administration,  if  they  would  introduce  the 
fashion  aeain.  At  the  opening  of  the  fifth  Con- 
gress, in  the  answer  of  this  House  to  the  speech 
of  the  President,  these  words  are  used :  **  We 

*  cannot  omit  to  testify  our  approbation  of  the 
'  measure,  and  to  pledge  ourselves  that  no  oon- 
'  siderations  of  private  inconvenience  shall  pre- 
'  vent,  on  our  part,  a  faithful  discharge  of  the 
'duties  to  which  we  are  called."  And  again, 
this  sentence :  '*  Whilst  we  view  with  great  satis- 

*  fpietion,  the  wisdom,  dignity,  and  moderation, 

*  which  have  marked  the  measures  of  the  8u- 
'  preme  Executive  of  our  country  in  its  attempt 

<  to  remove,  by  candid  explanations,  tbe  com- 
'  plaints  and  jealousies  of  France,  we  feel  the 

*  full  force  of  that  indignity  which  has  been  of- 

*  fered  our  country  in  the  rejection  of  its  Minis- 

<  ister."  This  language  was  too  much  in  the 
atyte  of  adulation  for  us  then  to  brook,  and  our 
names,  sir,  stand  recorded  together  against  it. 
Let  gentlemen  compare  for  themselves. 

It  is  the  peculiar  misfortune,  sir,  of  this  sys- 
tem, if  a^in  to  be  revived,  that  tbe  right  of 
approbation  fully  implies  the  right  of  disappro- 
bation and  censure;  and  during  the  same  Admin- 
istration of  which  we  are  speaking,  this  right  of 
disapproving  and  censuring;  was  also  attempted 
to  be  exercised.  The  resolution  was  introduced 
at  the  first  session  of  tbe  sixth  Congress,  by  a 
gentleman  then  from  the  city  of  New  York,  (Mr. 
Livingston,)  in  the  case  of  Jonathan  Robblns. 
The  same  gentleman  is  occasionally  present  here 
at  this  time,  and  seems  yet  to  be  a  stickler  for 
judicial  decision,  and  still  thinks  the  Executive, 
^fainst  an  individual,  matchless  odds.  The  part 
of  the  resolution  alluded  to,  runs  thus :  **  that  the 

*  decision  of  those  questions  by  the  President  of 
'  the  United  States  against  the  jurisdiction  of  tbe 
'  courts  of  the  United  States,  in  a  case  where  those 

*  courts  had  already  assumed  and  exercised  juris- 

*  diction,  and  his  advice  and  request  to  the  judge 


*  of  the  district  court,  that  the  person  thus  charged 
^  should  be  delivered  up,  provided,  only,  such  evi- 
^  dence  of  his  criminality  should  be  produced  ai 

*  would  justify  his  apprehension  and  commitment 

*  for  I  rial,  is  a  dangerous  interference  of  the  Ex* 

*  eculwe  with  judicial  decisions.^  Hence,  then, 
sir,  it  might  be  easily  seen  from  a  practice  of  this 
sort,  that  a  whole  session  might  bie  wasted  with- 
out doing  any  part  of  tbe  public  business.  The 
thing  would  be  endless. 

In  the  fourth  Congress,  on  the  subject  of  a  call 
for  papers  ia  relation  to  the  British  Treaty,  as 
unhappy  difference  arose  between  this  House  and 
the  Executive.  Geaeral  WASBiNGTOif  was  the 
President.  His  reply  to  the  House  was,  ^  that  a 
just  regard  to  the  Constitution,  and  to  the  duty  of 
his  oflice,  forbid  a  compliance  with  their  request." 
The  House  again,  by  resolution,  asserted  their 
right,  diseUiming,  however,  at  the  same  time, 
any  agency  in  making  treaties.  NotwitbataDd- 
ing  the  violence  and  passion  of  the  moment,  this 
House  did  not  then  think  they  had  any  right  to 
meddle  with  the  making  of  treaties ;  bat  now,  it 
would  seem  the  present  House  were  disposed  to 
join  the  Senate  in  this  sort  of  interference  in  the 
negotiations  of  the  Executive  to  form  a  treaty. 

In  all  the  oases  alluded  to,  sir,  it  should  be  dis- 
tinctly kept  in  view,  that  each  House  had  acted 
for  itself  m  voting  their  approbation  and  homa^ 
to  Executive  speeches  and  prockamatioas.  He 
had  reference  to  the  proclamation  of  aeutralitf 
by  General  Wabbinoton.  This  was  the  first 
time  Congress  ever  legislated  approbation  before. 

But,  Mr.  S.  said,  not  to  protract  the  observa- 
tions he  had  intended  to  make  to  an  unnecessarf 
length,  he  would  come  to  his  last  position,  which 
he  deemed  unanswerably  conclusive.  Bat,  if  be 
had  misconceived  the  real  force  of  that  argumeDt, 
or  any  other^t  was  competent  for  any  gentleman 
to  show  it.  The  different  gentlemen  of  the  Hoase 
had  discovered  much  learning  and  research  apon 
the  occasion  in  hunting  up  authorities;  but  vbtt 
had  books  on  the  laws  of  nations  to  do  with  the 
present  resolution  before  us  ?  What  Wicqucfort, 
Qrotios,  Martens,  Puffendorff,  and  Vattel,  had  to 
do  with  it,  he  was  entirely  at  a  loss  to  perceire. 
A  case  against  a  case  gentlemen  had  pretty  clear- 
ly made  out  from  these  differing  and  different 
writers.  Admit  the  arguments  on  either  side, 
and  still  the  propriety  or  impropriety  of  passio^ 
the  present  resolution  was  not  to  be  affected  or 
involved.  He  held  in  his  hand  the  Constitutioo 
of  the  United  States.  He  would  make  that  his 
text  book,  and  would  beg  leave  to  call  the  attes- 
tion  of  the  House  to  a  single  paragraph  which  it 
contained.  It  was  the  third  of  the  seventh  sec- 
tion, and  first  article,  and  reads  thus: 

**  Every  order,  resolution,  or  vote,  to  which  the  con- 
currence of  the  Senate  and  House  of  RepresentatiTct 
may  be  necessary,  (except  on  a  question  of  adjoarn- 
ment,)  shall  be  presented  to  the  President  of  the  Uni- 
ted States  ;  and,  before  the  same  shall  take  efiect,  shall 
be  approved  by  him,  or,  being  disapproved  by  him, 
ehall  be  repassed  by  two-thirds  of  the  Senate  and 
House  of  Representatives,  according  to  the  rules  aad 
limitations  prescribed  in  the  case  of  a  bill." 
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Mr.  S.  then  observed  he  trusted  the  Houye 
would  recolleet  that  Congress  were  about  to  act, 
upon  the  present  occasipn,  io  their  joint,  solemn, 
le^rislative  capacity ;  that  the  resolution  was  a 
joint  one,  and  being  so,  it  was  one  **  to  which  the 
concurrence  of  the  Senate  and  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives may  be,  and  was,  necessary,'' and  indis- 
pensable. He&ce,  then,  of  necessity,  it  must  be 
presented  to  the  President  for  his  approbation,  be- 
fore it  could  take  effect,  or.  being  disapproved  by 
him,  would  have  to  take  the  course  prescribed  in 
the  case  of  bills.  Thvs  we  see  the  unprecedented 
novelty,  not  to  say  absurdity  of  the  thing.  Both 
Houses,  the  Congress,  the  Legislature  of  the  Uni- 
ted States,  pass  a  resolution  approving  the  Presi- 
dent. The  President  has  to  receive  it,  and  ap' 
prove  our  approbation;  in  other,  words,  to  ap- 

rve  himeeff-^ioT  as  to  disapprobation,  that  must 
presumed  to  be  out  of  the  question  ;  that 
coold  not  be  imagined.  It  would  place  the  Pres- 
ident in  an  onpleasant  predicament,  a  thing  no 
way  necessary  to  be  done,  and,  for  one,  he  would 
not  cootribote  to  do  it.  And  besides,  when  a 
paper  like  the  present  shall  have  been  legislated 
through  the  several  brandies  of  the  Government, 
shall  have  passed  through  all  its  forms  in  the 
great  Councils  of  the  Nation,  it  must  be  consid- 
ered a  State  paper  of  no  ordinary  cast;  and,  in 
all  probability,  would  become  the  subject  of  diplo- 
matic correspondence  abroad.  At  least,  it  was 
likely  our  Minister  in  London  would  have  to  be 
informed  something  about  the  occasion,  the  style, 
the  form,  and  motives,  of  such  a  resolution  on 
the  part  of  our  Government.  He  had  seen  almost 
every  State  paper  required  some  such  explana- 
tion, and  we  had  no  reason  to  believe  such  neces- 
sary ex]ylaoation  would  be  withheld. 

Amoag  the  enumerated  and  specific  powers  f^\^^ 
ea  to  Congress  were  to  be  seen  the  power  to  lay 
and  collect  taxes,  borrow  money,  regulate  com- 
merce, establish  rules  of  naturalization,  coin 
money,  and  the  like;  all  looking  to  some  fair 
and  proper  object  of  general  legislation ;  thence, 
some  exercise  of  the  Bzecative  function,  and 
some  ultimate,  probable,  public  good.  But  noth- 
ing of  all  this  attaches  to  the  present  measure. 
It  is,  in  its  true  character,  nothinff  but  words — 
an  abstract,  inoperative  thing ;  a  dead  letter  the 
moment  it  passed.  Powers  not  delegated  were 
retained,  reserved  to  the  people,  and  no  such 
power  as  that  we  were  about  to  exercise  could 
DC  made  appear  to  belong  to  Congress  as  a  Le- 
gislature. It  was  the  peculiar  riffht  of  the  people 
to  approve  or  disapprove  their  Atnctionaries,  but 
not  of  the  Congress,  in  any  other  way  than  the 
Constitution  pointed  out.  If  any  gentleman  on 
the  floor  coold  lay  faia  band  upon  his  heart,  and 
read  this  paragraph  of  the  Constitution,  and 
then  say  that  we  could,  or  ought  to  pass  upon 
such  a  resolution,  (for,  let  it  be  remembered,  we 
are  legislating— acting  in  our  joint  capacity,)  it 
was  more  than  he  could  allow  himself  to  say,  or 
to  believe,  under  his  oath  to  support  it.  If,  in- 
deed, we  are  now  to  form  a  new  precedent,  to  be 
resorted  to  upon  all  future  occasions,  to  give  in  to 
this  new  species  of  legislation,  the  field  is  an  ex- 


tended one,  and  we  shall  but  distract  ourselvcS),. 
and  commit  an  endless  waste  of  time  to  no  geod\ 
purpose.     Nothing  good,  and  much  evil  may 
grow  out  of  it. 

Should  the  resolution,  said  Mr.  S.,  be  finally 
adopted,  be  would  be  permitted  to  say  it  was  the 
first  of  the  kind  Congress  ever  had  passed  before, 
and  he  would  defy  the  research  of  any  gentle- 
man in  the  House,  however  accurate,  to  find  a. 
single  example  of  the  kind  since  the  Government 
commenced.  The  proceedings  of  both  Houses 
were  on  record,  ana  spread  on  the  Journals  of 
each,  and  if  there  was  the  shadow  of  a  prece- 
dent for  the  measure  he  hoped  It  would  be  /bund.  ■ 
He  humbly  entreated  of  gentlemen  to  point  it 
out.  Mr.  S.  concluded  with  saying  so  exception- 
able was  the  resolution  to  him  in  point  of  style,, 
in  point  of  form,  and  in  point  of  ConstitotioD-- 
alitv,  he  sincerely  wished  its  postponement;  andl 
if  that  would  not  do,  and  it  must  finally  pass,  it 
would  have  to  do  it  without  his  vote. 

Mr.  CluiNGV.— It  is  not  my  intention,  Mr. 
Speaker,  to  ofier  any  common -pi  ace  apolyy  for 
the  few  observations  I  shall  submit  to  the  House 
on  the  subject  now  under  consideration.  Such  is 
the  character,  and  such  the  consequences  of  these 
resolutions,  that  no  man,  who  had  at  heart  the 
honor  and  happiness  of  this  country,  ousht  to 
continue  silent,  so  long  as  any  topic  of  illustra- 
tion is  unexhausted,  or  any  important  point  of 
view  unoccupied. 

It  is  proposed,  sir,  that  this  solemn  assembly, 
the  representative  of  the  American  people,  the 
depositary  of  their  power,  and  in  a  Constitutional 
light,  the  image  of  their  wisdom,  should  descend 
from  the  dignity  of  its  legislative  duties,  to  the 
task  of  uttermg  against  an  individual  the  min- 
gled language  of  indignation  and  reproach.  Not 
satisfied  with  seeing  that  individual  prohibited 
the  exercise  of  his  official  character,  we  are  invi- 
ted to  pursue  him  with  the  joint  terrors  of  legis- 
lative wrath,  couched  in  terms  selected  to  convey 
opprobium  and  infix  a  stigma.  "Indecorum," 
"  insolence,"  "  affront,"  *•  more  insolence."  "  more 
affront,"  ^  direct,  premeditated  insult  anci  affront," 
"disguises,  fallacious  and  false;"  these  are  the 
stains  we  are  called  upon  to  cast;  these  the 
wounds  we  are  about  to  inflict.  It  is  scarcely 
possible -to  comprise,  within  the  same  compass, 
more  of  the  spirit  of  whatever  is  bitter  in  invec* 
tive,  and  humiliating  in  aspersion.  This  heaped 
up  measure  of  legislative  contumely  is  prepared; 
for  whom?  For  a  private,  unassisted,  insulated, 
unallied  individual  ?  No,  sir.  For  the  accredi- 
ted Minister  of  a  great  and  powerful  Sovereign, 
whose  character  he  in  this  country  represents, 
whose  confidence  he  shares ;  of  a  Sovereign  who 
is  not  bound,  and  perhaps  will  not  be  disposed  to 
uphold  him,  in  misconduct ;  but  who  b  bound, 
by  the  highest  moral  obligations,  and  by  the  most 
impressive  political  considerations,  to  vindicate 
his  wrongs,  whether  they  affect  his  person  or  rep- 
utation, and  to  take  care  that  whatever  treatment 
he  shall  receive  shall  not  exceed  the  measure  of 
justice,  and  abore  all,  that  it  does  not  amount  to 
national  indignity. 
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Important  as  is  this  view  of  these  resplationsj 
it  is  not  their  most  serious  aspect.    This  buU  of 
4inathemas,  scarcely  less  than  Papal,  is  to  be  ful- 
minated, in  the  name  of  the  American  people, 
irom  the  high  tower  of  their  authority,  under  the 
.pretence  of  asserting  their  rights  and  vindicating 
their  wrongs.    What  will  that  people  say,  if,  after 
the  passions  and  excitements  of  this  day  shall 
iiave  subsided,  they  shall  find — and  find  I  ^ear 
'they  will — that  this  resolution  is  false,  in  fact ; 
that  a  falsehood  is  the  basis  of  these  aspersions 
•upon  the  character  of  a  public  Minister  ?    What 
will  be  their  just  indignation,  when  they  find  na- 
iional  embarrassments  multiplied,  perhaps  their 
.peace  gone,  their  character  dis|;raced,  for  no  bet- 
ter reason  than  that  you,  their  representatives, 
following  headlong  a  temporary  current,  insist  on 
making  assertions,  as  they  may  then,  and  I  be- 
lieve will,  realize  to  be  not  authorized  by  truth, 
under  circumstances,  and  in  terms,  not  warranted 
by  wisdom  ? 

Let  us  not  be  deceived.  It  is  no  slight  respon- 
sibility which  this  House  is  about  to  assume. 
Thisis  not  one  of  those  holiday  resolutions,  which 
frets  and  fumes  its  hour  upon  the  stage  and  is 
forgotten  forever.  Very  different  is  its  character 
and  consequences.  It  attempts  to  stamp  dishonor 
and  falsehood  upon  the  forehead  of  a  foreign  Min- 
ister. If  the  allegation  itself  be  false,  it  will  turn 
to  plague  the  accuser.  In  its  train  will  follow 
severe  retribution,  perhaps  in  war;  certainly  in 
additional  embarrassments,  and  most  certainly, 
in  worse  than  all,  the  loss  of  that  sentiment  of 
self-esteem,  which  to  nations,  as  well  as  individ- 
uals, is  "the  pearl  of  great  price;"  which  power 
cannot  purchase,  nor  gold,  measure. 

In  this  point  of  view,  all  the  other  questions 
which  have  been  agitated  in  the  course  of  this 
debate  dwindle  into  utter  insignificance.  The 
attack  or  defence  of  Administration,  the  detec- 
tion of  fault,  or  even  the  exposure  of  crime  are 
of  no  importance  when  brought  into  competition 
with  the  dutjr  of  rescuing  this  House  and  nation 
from  the  guilt  of  asserting  what  is  false,  and 
making  that  falsehood  the  Tm^is  of  outrage  and 
virulence.  I  avoid,  therefore,  all  questions  of 
censure  or  reproach  on  either  the  British  Minis- 
ter or  the  American  Secretary  of  State.  I  con- 
fine myself  to  an  examination  of  this  resolution, 
particularly  of  the  first  branch  of  it.  This  is  the 
foundation  of  all  that  follows.  I  shall  submit  it 
to  a  rigid  analysis,  not  for  the  purpose  of  discov- 
ering how  others  have  performed  their  dutiesJbut 
of  learning  how  we  shall  -perform  ours.  The 
obligation  to  truth  is  the  highest  of  moral  and 
social  duties. 

It  is  remarkable,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  of  all  the 
gentlemen  who  have  spoken,  no  one  has  taken 
the  precise  terms  of  the  resolution  as  the  basis  of 
his  argument,  and  followed  that  course  of  inves- 
tigation which  those  terms  naturally  prescribe. 
Yet  the  obvious  and  only  safe  course,  in  a  ease  of 
such  high  responsibility,  is  first  to  form  a  distinct 
idea  of  the  assertion  we  are  about  to  make,  and 
then  carefully  to  examine  how  that  assertion  Ss 
supported,  if  supported  at  kll,  by  the  evidence. 


With  this  view  I  recur  to  the  resolution,  in  the 
form  in  which  it  is  proposed  for  our  adoption,  aod 
make  it  the  basis  oi  my  inquiries. 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Ripresenta- 
tives  of  the  Imited  States  of  America  in  Congress  tu- 
sembled.  That  the  expressions  contained  in  the  officiti 
letter  of  Francis  J.  Jackson,  Minister  Plenipotentiaiy 
of  His  Britannic  Majesty  near  the  United  States,  dated 
the  23d  day  of  October,  1809,  and  addressed  to  Mr. 
Smith,  Secretary  of  State,  conveying  the  idea  that  the 
Ezecutife  Goveniment  of  the  United  States  had  i 
knowledge  that  the  arrangement  lately  made  by  Mr. 
Erskine,  his  predecessor,  in  behalf  of  his  Government, 
with  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  was  en- 
tered into  without  competent  powers  on  the  part  of 
Mr.  Erskine,  for  that  purpose,  were  highly  indecoroiu 
and  insolent." 

This  part  of  the  resolution,  it  will  not  be  denied, 
is  the  foundation  of  the  whole.  For  if  no  9uch 
^Mdea  was  conveyed"  in  the  letter  of  the  23d  of 
October,  then  there  could  be  no '^  repetition"  of 
that  idea,  in  the  letter  of  the  4th  of  November; 
and  if  in  the  former  part  of  his  correspondence 
Mr.  Jackson  bad  made  no  such 'insinuation." 
then  the  assertion  in  this  letter  that  he  had  made 
none,  was  perfectly  harmless  and  justifiable. 
This  part,  therefore,  includes  the  pith  of  the  res- 
olution. If  we  analyse  it,  we  shall  find  that  it 
contains  two  distinct  assertioDs.  First,  that  the 
expressions  alluded  to  convey  a  certain  idea. 
Second,  that  this  idea,  so  conveyed,  is  indecorous 
and  insolent.  Here  again  we  are  enabled  to  limit 
the  field  of  our  investigation.  For,  if  no  such 
idea,  as  is  asserted,  was  conveyed,  then  the  in- 
quiry^ whether  such  idea  is  indecorous  and  inso- 
lent, IS  wholly  superseded.  The  true  and  only 
question,  therefore,  is,  whether  the  expremoMd' 
luded  to,  do  convey  the  (userted  idea.  I  place  the 
subject  in  this  aratract  form  before  the  House  to 
the  end  that,  if  possible,  we  may  exclude  all  those 
prejudices  and  partialities  which  so  oaturaliyand 
im]>erceptibly  bias  the  judgment.  In  the  light  io 
which  it  now  stands,  it  must  be  apparent  to  every 
one  who  will  reflect,  that  the  question  has,  so  far 
a$  it  respects  the  principles  on  which  our  decision 
ought  to  proceed,  no  more  to  do  with  the  rela- 
tions between  Great  Britain  and  the  United 
States,  than  it  has  with  those  between  the  Uni- 
ted States  and  Chioa^  and  has  no  more  connexion 
with  Mr.  Francis  J.  Jackson  and  Mr.  Robert 
Smith,  than  with  the  late  Charles  of  Svedea, 
and  the  old  Duke  of  Sudermania.  It  is  a  simple 
philological  disquisition,  which  is  to  be  decided 
by  known  rules  of  construction.  The  ooljr  in- 
vestigation is,  touching  the  power  or  capacity  of 
certain  terms  to  convey  an  alleged  idea.  How- 
ever illy  suited  a  question  like  this  may  be  for  the 
discussion  of  an  assembly,  like  the  present,  yet  if 
we  would  be  just  to  oi^selves  and  the  people,  we 
must  submit  to  an  examination  of  it,  m  that 
form  in  which  alone  certaintjr  can  be  attained. 
It  is  only  by  stripping  the  subject  of  all  adventi- 
tious circumstances,  that  we  can  arrive  at  that 
perfect  view  of  its  nature  which  can  satisfy 
minds  scrupulous  of  truth,  and  anxious  concern- 
iog  duly.    It  is  only  by  such  a  -rigorous  acratiny 
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that  ire  sImU  beable  to  form  that  jadgmeot  which 
wiii  stand  the  test  of  time,  and  do  honor  to  us 
and  our  coontry,  when  the  passions  of  the  day 
are  passed  away  and  forij^otten. 

The  natural  course  of  inquiry  now  is,  into  the 
idea  which  is  asserted  to  be  conTeyed,  and  the 
expressioEks  which  are  said  to  convey  it.  Con- 
ceroing  the  first  there  is  no  difficulty.  The  idea 
asserted  to  be  co'nreyed  is,  "  that  the  arrangement 
'  made  between  Mr.  Erskine  and  Mr.  Smith  was 
^  entered  into  by  the  American  Ghivernment,  with 
'  a  knowledge  that  the  powers  of  Mr.  Erskine 
'  were  incompetent  for  that  purpose."  It  would' 
save  a  world  of  trouble  if  the  expressions  in 
which  this  idea  is  said  to  be  conveyed  were 
equally  easy  of  ascertainment.  But  on  this  point, 
those  gentlemen  who  maintain  this  insult  are  far 
from  being  agraed.  Some  being  of  opinion  that 
it  is  to  be  found  in  one  place,  some  in  another, 
and  others  again  assert  that  it  is  to  be  found  in 
the  whole  correspondence  taken  togelher.  Never 
was  an  argument  of  this  nature  before  so  strange* 
ly  conducted.  Gentlemen  seem  wholly  to  lay 
oat  of  Slight  that  this  resolution  pledges  this 
House  to  the  assertion  of  a  particular  fact,  and 
expresses  no  general  sentiment  concerning  the 
conduct  of  Jackson,  or  the  conduct  of  his  Qov- 
emment.  Yet,  as  if  the  whole  subject  of  Brit- 
ish relatiom  was  under  discussion,  they  have 
deemed  themselves  at  liberty  to  course  tnrough 
these  documents,  collect  everything  which  seems 
to  them  indecorous,  insolent,  or  unsuitable  in  Mr. 
Jackson's  language,  and  add  to  the  heap  thus 
made  the  whole  list  of  injuries  received  from 
Great  Britain — ^impressments,  affair  of  the  Ches- 
apeake, iDurder.of  Pierce — and  all  this,  for  what 
purpose?  Why,  truly,  to  justify  this  House  in 
making  a  solemn  asseveration  of  a  fatficidar 
fact !  As  if  any  injury  in  the  worla  could  be 
even  an  apology  for  the  deliberate  uttemnce  of  a 
falsehood.  Let  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Jackson,  or 
of  Qreat  Britain,  be  as  atrocious- as  it  will,  if  the 
fact  which  we  assert  do  not  exist,  we  and  this 
nation  are  disgraced.  It  is  evident,  then,  that 
irksome  as  such  a  task  is,  it  is  necessary  that  we 
should  submit  to  a  precise  inquiry  into  the  truth 
of  that  to  which  we  are  about  to  pledge  our  rep« 
aution  and  that  of  this  people. 

in  our  investigation,  let  us  follow  the  natural 
course  that  is  pointed  out  in  the  resolution.  This 
lileges  that  the  obnoxious  expressions  are  con- 
fined in  the  letter  of  the  23d  of  October,  and  to 
bis  limits  our  assertion.  In  this  letter,  therefore. 
»ther  directly,  or  by  way  of  reference  to  some 
)ther,  this  obnoxious  idea  or  insinuation  must  be 
bund.  For  if  it  be  not  in  this,  even  if  it  should 
«  contained  in  other  parts  of  the  corresppndence, 
vhich  is  not,  however,  pretended,  still  our  asser- 
ion  would  be  false.  Concerning  this  letter  of 
he  23d  of  October,  I  confidently  assert,  without 
ear  of  contradiction,  that  the  obnoxious  idea,  if 
ontained  in  that  letter,  is  conveyed  in  the  para- 
lapb  I  am  now  about  to  quote.  -  No  man  has 
reteoded  to  cite  any  part  of  this  letter,  as  evi- 
ence  of  the  asserted  Insnlt,  except  the  ensuing, 
ad  although  there  is  not  a  perfect  coincidence  in 


opinion  as  to  the  particular  part  in  which  it  re- 
sides, yet  all  a^ree  that  it  lurks  somewhere  ia  this 
paragraph,  if  it  have  any  dwelling  place  in  this 
letter. 

"  I  have,  therefore,  no  hesitation  in  informing  you 
that  His  Majesty  was  pleased  to  disavow  the  agree- 
ment concluded  between  you  and  Mr.  Erskine,  because 
it  wes  concluded  in  violation  of  that  gentleman's  in- 
structions, and  altogether  without  eothority  to  sub- 
scribe to  the  terms  of  it.  These  instructions,  I  now 
understand  by  your  letter,  as  well  as  from  the  obvious 
deduction  which  I  took  the  liberty  of  making  in  ;mne 
of  the  1 1th  instant,  were,  at  the  time,  in  substanoet 
made  known  to  you ;  no  stronger  illustration,  there- 
fore, can  be  given  of  the  deviation  from  them  whidi 
occurred,  than  by  a  reference  to  the  terms  of  your 
agreement.  Nothing  can  be  more  notorious  than  the 
frequency  with  which,  in  the  course  of  complicated 
negotiation,  Ministers  are  furnished  with  a  gradation 
of  conditions  on  which  they  may  be  successively  au- 
thorized to  conclude.  So  common  is  the  case  which 
you  put  hypothetically,  that  in  acceding  to  the  Justice 
of  your  statement,  I  feel  myself  compelled  to  make 
only  one  observation  upon  it,  which  is,  that  it  does  not 
strike  me  as  bearing  upon  the  consideration  of  the 
unauthorized  agreement  concluded  here,  inasmuch  as 
in  point  of  fact  Mr.  Erskine  had  no  such  graduated  in* 
struction.  You  are  already  acquainted  with  that 
which  was  given,  and  I  have  had  the  honor  of  inform- 
mg  you  that  it  wes  the  only  one  by  which  the  condi- 
tions on  which  he  was  to  conclude  were  prescribed* 
So  far  from  the  terms  which  be  was  actually  induced 
to  accept,  having  been  contemplated  in  that  instruo- 
tion,  he  himself  states  that  they  were  substituted  by 
you  in  lieu  of  those  originally  proposed." 

I  have  quoted  the  whole  paragraph  because,  ia 
that  obscure  and  general  mode  or  argument  in 
which  gentlemen  have  indulged,  it  has  been  read 
as  that  entire  portion  in  which  the  insult  is  con-* 
veyed.  It  is  aifficult  to  conceive  how  some  parts 
of  this  paragraph  can  be  thouf;ht  to  convey  any 
insult.  However,  in  prosecution  of  mv  plan.  1 
shall  first  exclude  all  those  parts  in  wnich  the 
obnoxious  idea  cannot  be  pretended  to  exist,  and 
then  limit  my  investigation  to  that  part  in  which 
it  most  exist,  if,  in  the  letter  of  the  23d  of  Octo- 
ber, it  be  conveyed  at  all. 

With  respect  to  the  first  sentence  in  this  para* 
graph,  I  say  confidently  that  the  insult  is  not  con- 
tained there.  It  is  simply  a  declaration  of  the 
causes  of  the  disavowal,  so  far  from  including  the 
obnoxious  idea  of  a  knowledge  in  our  Govern- 
ment of  the  incompetency  of  Krskine's  powers, 
that  in  a  manner  it  excludes  that  idea,  by  enu* 
merating  violation  of  instructions,  and  want  of 
authority  as  the  only  causes  of  the  disavowal.  In 
tlie  first  sentence,  then,  the  insult  is  not.  I  pass 
by  the  second,  as  it  will  be  the  subject  of  a  dis- 
tinct examination  hereafter.  The  third  and  fourth 
sentences  it  will  not  even  be  pretended  convey 
this  obnoxious  idea.  They  simply  acknowledge 
the  frequency  of  graduated  instructions,  and  as- 
sert the  fact  that  Mr.  Erskine's  were  not  of  that 
character.  In  this  there  is  no  insult.  As  little 
can  it  be  pretended  to  exist  in  the  fifth  sentence. 
It  merely  asserts  that  Mr.  Smith  "  alrtadyP  that 
is,  at  or  before  the  time  Mr.  Jackson  was  then 
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writing,  is  acquainted  with  the  instructions,  (a 
fact  not  denied,  and  not  suggested  to  bean  insult,) 
and  that  the  fact  of  these  instructions  being  the 
only  ones,  Mr.  Smith  kaovfs  from  the  information 
of  Mr.  Jackson — an  assertion,  which  so  far  from 
intimating  the  obnoxious  idea  of  a  knowledge  in 
Mr.  Smith  at  the  time  of  the  arrangement  with 
Mr.  Erskine,  that  it  conveys  a  contrary  idea, 
by  declaring  that  he  was  indebted  for  it  to  his 
(Mr.  Jackson's)  information.  Here,  then,  the 
io»oU  is  not.  With  respect  to  the  last  sentence 
in  this  paragraph,  the  only  ansertions  it  contains, 
are  the  fact  that  the  terms  accepted  were  not 
contained  in  the  instructions,  and  the  evidence  of 
this  fact,  derived  from  the  statement  of  Erskine 
that  those  acceded  to  were  substituted  by  Mr. 
Smith  in  lieu  of  those  originally  proposed.  In 
all  this,  the  knowledge  of  Mr.  Smith  of  the  in- 
competency of  Mr.  Erskine's  powers  is  not  so 
much  as  intimated.  Indeed  no  one  has  pretended 
directly  to  assert  that  they  have  found  it  in  the 
parts  of  this  paragraph,  from  which  I  have  thus 
excluded  the  obnoxious  idea.  Yet,  as  the  whole 
has  beei^  cited,  aiid  made  the  basis  of  desultory 
declamation,  I  thought  it  not  time,  lost  to  clear 
oat  of  the  way  all  irrelevant  matter,  and  to  leave 
for  distinct  examination  the  only  sentence  of  this 
paragraph  in  which  the  insult  lurks,  if  it  has 
any  existence  in  this  letter.  This  point  we  have 
now  attained.  And  as  little  inclined  as  gentle- 
men may  foe  to  precise  investigation,  they  must 
yield  to  it.  I  say,  therefore,  confidently,  and  with- 
out fear  of  contradiction,  that  if  the  assertion 
contained  in  this  resolution  be  capable  of  justifi- 
cation by  any  part  of  the  letter  of  the  23d  of 
October,  it  is  by  the  following,  the  only  remain- 
ing sentence  of  the  cited  paragraph  which  I  have 
not  yet  examined:  These  instructions  I  now  un- 

*  derstand  by  your  letter,  as  well  as  from  the  ob- 

*  vious  deduction  whic^  I  took  the  liberty  of 
^  making  in  mine  of  the  11th  instant,  were,  at 
'  the  time,  in  substance  made  known  to  you ;  no 
^  stronger  illustration,  therefore,  can  be  given  of 

*  the  deviation  from  them  which  occurred,  than 
^  by  a  reference  to  the  terms  of  your  agreement." 
The  latter  part  of  this  sentence  being  merely  a 
conclusion  from  the  preceding^  part,  and  having 
no  relation  to  the  knowledge  of  our  Government 
at  the  time  of  the  arrangement,  will  be  laid  out 
of  consideration  as  being  obviously  wholly  with- 
out the  possibility  of  any  agency  in  conveying 
the  obnoxious  idea.  There  remains  only  the  pre- 
ceding part  of  this  sentence  for  the  residence  of 
the  insult.  Here,  if  anywhere,  it  must  exist. 
Accordingly  this  is  usually  shown  as  the  spot 
where  the  ghost  of  insinuation  first  appeared  be- 
fore the  eyes  of  our  astonished  Administration. 
Here  we  shall  again  find  it;  unless,  indeed,  it 
were  in  fact  a  mere  delusion  of  the  fancy,  formed 
of  "such  stuff  as  dreams  are  made."  Let  ns ex- 
amine by  way  of  analysis. 

The  sentence  to  which  the  advocates  of  this 
insulting  insinuation  are  now  reduced  contains, 
first,  a  fact  asserted ;  second,  the  sources  from 
which  a  knowledge  of  that  fact  is  derived.  The 
fact  asserted  is,  that  the  '*  instructions  were,  at 


th.e  time,  in  substance  made  known  to  you."  The 
sources  stated  are  Mr.  Smith's  "  letter  of  the  19th 
of  October,  and  the  obvious  deductions  in  hii 
(Mr.  Jacks^on's)  letter  of  the  11th."  The  qaev* 
tion  is,  whether  in  either  of  these  branches,  or  in 
both  taken  together,  directly,  or  in  the  way  of 
reference,  the  following  idea  is  by  any  fair  coih 
struction  conveyed,  viz :  '^  That  at  the  time  of 
'  the  arrangement  with  Mr.  Snkine,the  Govern- 
^  inent  of  the.  United  States  had  a  knowledge  of 
*  the  incompetency  of  Erskine's  powers." 

Previous  to  proceeding  forther,  I  wish  to  make 
a  single  observation,  by  way  of  illastrating  the 
nature  and  strength  of  the  argument  i  shall  offer. 
To  induce  this  House  to  adopt  a  resolnuoo  so 
pregnant  with  consequences  to  the  hopes  asd 
character  of  this  people,  it  cannot  be  sufficieot 
merely  to  show  that  the  insin nation,  on  which 
their  assertion  is  predicated,  may  be  conveyed,  it 
will  require  certainty  that  not  onh  thiMvieaity 
but  also  thai  no  other  poeeMy  can  be.  Sureir  if 
it  be  possible  to  show,  or  even  make  it  probaue, 
that  another  and  an  innocent  idea  may  be  cos- 
veyed,  this  House  will  never  consent  to  make  an 
assertion  of  such  high  responstbtliiy  on  sochdo- 
bious  ground.  For  the  purpose  of  defeating  this 
resolution,  it  wottld  therefore  be  amply  saffieieai 
for  me  to  show  that  vn  idea,  other  than  the  ob- 
noxious one,  may  be  conveyed.  Bat  1  do  Dot 
limit  myself  to  this  task,  I  undertake  to  show  not 
only  that  another  idea  than  the  obnoxious  one 
may  be  conveyed,  but  that  another  is,  and  that 
the  idea  asserted  in  this  resciation  is  not,  and 
by  any  fair  constmotion  of  language  caaaotpos* 
sibly  be,  conveyed  by  these  expressions. 

The  question  recurs,  in  the  fact  asserted,  io 
this  sentence,  Is  the  knowledjpfe  of  our  Goven- 
meat  of  the  incompetence  of  Erskine's  powers 
intimated  1  So  far  from  conveying  such  ao  idea, 
that  it  intimates  nothing  concerning  the  knowl- 
edge of  our  Grovernmcnt  in  relation  to  the  gen- 
eral state  of  Mr.  Erskine's  powers.  The  simple 
assertion  is,  "  you  knew  the  substance  of  those 
instructions,"  because  yon  admit  you  kaew  the 
conditions,  and  I  tell  you  these  were  the  sob- 
stance.  So  far  from  this  assertion  conveying 
the  idea  of  a  knowledge,  in  oar  Ooveramentof 
the  general  stale  of  Mr.  Erskine's  power,  that  if 
Mr.  Jackson  had  here  expressly  asserted  thai 
those  instructions  were  shown  in  ejsteneo  to  our 
Qovernment,  although  this,  after  4he  denial  of 
Mr.  Smith,  might  have  been  insult,  yet  it  wooid 
not  have  conveyed  the  obnoxious  idea,  nor  no- 
thorized  this  resolution,  unless  he  had  also  assert- 
ed, or  it  was  a  fact,  that  those  instraciions  inelo- 
ded  an  exclusion  of  all  other  powers.  Because 
the  assertion  of  the  knowledg^  of  a  particiilar 
power,  which  does  not  include  such  an  exelosioo, 
can  never  convey  the  idea  of  the  general  incom- 
petency of  the  agent,  in  order  to  oiake  my  ar- 
fument  distinct,  I  will  state  it  more  genersUf. 
f  a  particular  power  contain  an  exclusion  of  all 
other  powers,  except  those  expressed  in  it,  then, 
an  assertion  that  this  particular  power  was  koowa 
mav  convey  the  idea  of  a  knowledge  of  the  gen- 
eral incompetency  of  the  agent.  But  if  snch  par- 
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tievlBc  power  does  not  in  facteontaiQ  an  exclQ8ion 
of  tJl  oiber  powers,  then  to  assert  that  this  partiev- 
lar  power  was  koowD.  can  neirer  conrey  tbe  idea 
of  a  knowledge  of  such  general  jocompeteney.  In 
this  esse  a  is  not  even  suggested  thai  theinstrno- 
tioDs  in  question  did  include  any  soch  ezcliision 
of  other  powers.  An  assertion,  therefore,  that 
tbef  we^e  known,  can  never  convey  the  idea  of  a 
general  knowledge  of  the  inejompetener  of  4he 
agent,  unless  a  part  can  be  made  to  ineinde  the 
whole,  and  an  assertion  that  one  thing  is  known 
csD  be  made  to  convey  the  idea  that  everything 
is  known.  If,  then,  an  assertion  of  a  knowledge 
in  our  Government  of  the  iostruetioiu  tn  txtenMO, 
would  not  have  conveyed  the  idea  of  a  general 
knowledge  of  Mr.  Erskine's  powers;  by  mtieh 
stronger  reason  a  simple  assertion,  that  not  only 
the  subtftanee  of  those  instructions  was  known 
cannot  convey  that  idea.  I  say,  therefore,  that 
so  far  as  respects  the  fact  here  asserted,  not  only 
another  idea  than  the  obnoxious  o«e,  may  be 
conreyed,  but  tJiat  another  idea  is,  and  that  the 
idea  this  resolution  aaserts,  cannot  by  any  pos^ 
sibiiiiy  be  conveyed.  So  that  if  this  idea  is  to 
be  found  aaywiiere  in  this  letter  of  the  23d  of 
October,  it  must  be  in  consequence  of  the  refer- 
ence to  the  two  letters  of  the  19th  acnd  the  11th, 
which  Mr.  Jackson  says  were  the  sources  by 
meana  of  which  he  understood  the  facts  he  as- 
serts. Into  these  letters,  therefore,  we  must  look 
after  the  insulting  idea,  for  we  have  now  shown 
that  it  is  not  m  the  letter  of  the  23d  of  October, 
aoless  it  be  by  virtue  of  this  reference. 

With  respect  to  Mr.  Smith's  ieiter  of  the  Idch, 
the  assertion  ^*  I  understand  by  your  letter,  (that 
of  the  19ib.)  that  the  substance  of  those  instruo* 
lions  was  known  to  you,"  h«s  been  represented 
as  insolent.  So  far  from  being  insolent,  it  is  not 
80  much  as  a  contradiction.  Mr.  Smith  says,  '^I 
knew  the  three  conditions."  "  Tkat  is  what  I 
say,"  replies  Mr.  Jackson,  *^  you  know  the  sub- 
stance, because  I  tell  you  that  those  three  condi- 
tions were  the  substance."  Here  is  no  contra- 
diction. The  only  fact  open  to  dispute  is,  whe- 
ther the  three  eonditioBs  were  the  substance.  Mr. 
Jackson  iaileed  asserts,  but  Mr.  Smith  does  not 
deny  this  fact.  He  only  admins  that  he  knew  the 
three  conditions ;  neither  aiimitting^  nor  contro- 
verting the  laot  asserted  by  Mr.  Jac&oh  that  they 
were  the  sutistance.  Buc,  taking  it  for  granted 
that  this  assertion  was  insolent,  general  insolence 
is  no  jostilicatioQ  to  this  House  for  asserting  a 
particular  fact.  It  is  enough,  however,  for  the 
present  argument  to  observe,  that  the  obnoxioos 
idea,  which  is  the  basis  of  the  resolution,  cannot 
be  conveyed  by  means  of  this  reference  to  the 
letter  of  the  19th,  not  only  from  the  argument 
just  now  adduced,  and  showing  that  even  the 
issertion  that  these  instructions  were  known  in 
*jftenso  would  not  have  conveyed  that  idea,  but 
lUo  from  this  further  consideration,  that  no  gen- 
Jeman  has  pretended  that  it  was  ia  consequence 
>r  this  reference  to  that  letter  that  this  obnoxious 
dea  was  conveyed. 

The  advocates  of  this  inanlt  and  of  this  reso- 
tttion  are,  therefore,  driven  back  to  the  leltei  of 


the  11th.  If  it  be  not  found  here,  it  can  be  found 
nowhere,  at  least  to  justify  this  resolution.  With 
respect  to  this  letter  of  the  11th,  we  are  subjected 
to  the  same  difliculty  to  which  we  were  reduced 
ip  relation  to  the  letter  of  the  23d.  Many  pas- 
sages have  been  read  for  the  purpose  of  general 
comment,  to  which,  in  pursuance  of  my  plan,  I 
shall  mace  no  allusion.  I  confine  myself  only 
to  those  passages  which  have  been  cited  to  prove 
the  particular  idea  asserted  in  this  resolution. 
None  of  these  I  shall  omit.  With  anything  else 
under  this  resolution  we  have  nothing  to  do,  un* 
less  we  are  willing,  by  suffering  eztraoeous  influ- 
ence to  operate,  to  mislead  our  own  judgments, 
and  (0  deceive  our  fellow-citizens. 

The  following  paragraph  in  the  letter  of  the 
11th  0^  October,  is  the  first,  and  the  one  princi- 
pally relied  upon,  to  prove  the  existence  of  that 
obaoxious  insinuation  which  is  the  basis  of  the 
resejution.  ^  I  observe,  that  in  the  records  of 
^  this  mission  there  is  no  trace  of  complaint  on 

*  the  part  of  the  United  States  of  His  Majesty 
^  hariag  disavowed  the  act  of  his  Minbter.  You 
'  have  not  in  the  conferences  we  have  hitherto 
'  held,  distinctly  announced  any  such  complaint, 
'  and  I  have  seen  with  pleasure,  in  this  forbear- 
(  anoe  on  your  part,  an  instance  of  that  candor 

*  which  I  doubt  not  will  prevail  in  all  our  com- 
'  munieations,  inasmuch  as  you  could  not  but 
^  have  thought  it  unreasonable  to  complain  of  the 
^  disavowal  of  an  act  done  under  such  circnm- 
^  stances  as  could  only  lead  to  the  consequenoea 
'  that  have  actually  roUowed."  Here  is  the  in- 
sult, the  advocates  of  this  resolution  assert,  in  a 
sort  of  embryo  state.  Let  us  look  at  it  through 
the  spectacles  of  the  friends  of  the  Administra- 
tion, without  any  disposition  to  distort  or  to 
change  any  of  its  proportions.  The  features  of 
this  insult,  say  these  gentlemen,  consist  in  this: 
first,  in  referring  to  the  thoughts  of  Mr.  Smith; 
second,  in  intimating  that  his  thoughts  must  have 
been  such  as  to  satisfy  him  that  it  was  unreason- 
able to  complain  of  an  act  done  under  soch  cir- 
cumstances. In  this  the  insult  consists.  In  other 
words,  in  this  the  obnoxious  idea  is  conveyed  ; 
because  it  implies  a  knowledge  in  Mr.  Smith, 
that  it  was  dcme  under  circumstances  which 
could  only  lead  to  a  disavowal.  Now,  say  they, 
the  cirenmsiance  which  could  only  lead  tp  a  disa- 
vowal, is  a  knowledge  in  Mr.  Smith  at  the  time 
of  the  arrangement  of  the  incompetency  of  Mr. 
Erskine's  powers.  Thus,  say  they,  the  knowl- 
edge oi  that  incompetency  is  implied,  and  the 
idea  asserted  in  this  resolution,  conveyed.  This 
is  a  fair  and  full  statement  of  their  argument.  I 
reply — I  do  agree  that  these  expressions  do  imply 
a  Knowledge  m  Mr.  Smith,  that  it  was  done  under 
ciroumstances  which  could  only  lead  to  a  disa- 
vowaL  But  it  does  not  imply  that  this  knowl- 
edge existed  in  Mr.  Smith  at  the  time  of  the  ar- 
rangement made ;  but,  on  the  contrary,  does  im- 
ply and  can  imply  only  a  knowledge  in  Mr. 
Smith  at  the  time  of  the  disavowal  known.  The 
former  is  the  only  implication  which  can  possi' 

Ibly  be  obnoxious,  the  latter  is  most  innocent,  be- 
cause at  the  time  of  the  disavowal  known,  the 
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circumstances  which  led  to  that  disayowal  were 
eommunicated.  An  intimation  of  this  knowl- 
edge in  Mr.  Smith  could  not  but  be,  therefore, 
perfectly  inoffensive.  That  these  expressions  can- 
not imply  a  knowledge  in  Mr.  Smith  at  the  tim^ 
of  the  arrangement  made,  and  can  only  imply  a 
knowledge  in  him  at  the  time  of  disavowal  known, 
I  ar^ue  uom  this  fact,  that  the  only  time  intima- 
ted IS  the  time  when  Mr.  Smith  *^  could  not  but 
have  thought  it  unreasonable  to  complain  of  the 
disavowal."  Now  Mr.  Smith  could  not  have 
begun  to  think  of  complaining  of  the  disavowal, 
until  the  disavowal  was  known  to  him ;  and  with 
that  knowledge  came  also  the  knowledge  of  the 
circumstances  which  led  to  it.  Nothing,  there- 
fore, can  be  more  plain  than  that  the  time  here 
implied  is  the  time  after  the  disavowal  was 
known,  and  not  the  time  of  the  arrangement 
made.  The  fair  construction  of  these  expres- 
sions is,  "you  must  have  thought  it,  Mr.  Smith, 
unreasonable  to  complain  aAer  you  knew  of  the 
disavowal,  for  that  knowled^re  apprized  you  that 
the  act  was  done  under  circumstances  which 
could  only  lead  to  a  disavowal.''  I  say,  there- 
fore, that  the  idea  asserted  in  this  resolution  (a 
knowledge  in  Mr.  Smith  at  the  time  of  the  ar- 
rangement) is  not  conveyed  in  this  paragraph ; 
another  idea  is  convey^ed,  viz:  a  knowledge  at  the 
time  of  disavowal  known.  I  say  further,  that 
the  idea  of  knowledge. and  incompetency  of  Mr. 
Erskine's  powers,  in  Mr.  Smith,  at  the  time  of 
the  arrangement^  cannot  by  ao^  possibility  be 
conveyed,  unless  the  assertion  ot  a  knowledge, 
existing  at  a  time  subsequent,  can  be  made  to 
express  such  knowledge,  limited  to  a  time  ante- 
cedent. The  only  knowledge  implied  is  subse- 
quent to  disavowal,  and  so  oy  no  possibility  can 
be  wrested  to  express  the  state  of  knowledge  at  a 
time  antecedent  to  disavowal. 

The  ensuing  paragraph  I  cite  at  larse.  because 
it  has  been  quoted  by  some  of  the  advocates  of* 
this  resolution  as  containing  the  obnoxious  idea^ 
although  it  requires  only  a  single  perusal  to  sat- 
isfy any  mind  that  it  is  impossible  that  the  far 
freatest  part  of  it  can  contain  anything  offensive, 
t  is  the  only  paragraph  remaining  unexamioed 
which  has  been  thus  quoted,  and  will  require  a 
very  short  elucidation.  ^^  It  was  not  known  when 
^  I  left  England,  whether  Mr.  firskine  had.  ac- 
'  cording  to  the  liberty  allowed  him,  commnni* 
'  cated  to  you,  in  extensoj  his  original  instruc- 
'  lions.    It  now  appears  that  he  did  not.    But,  in 

*  reverting  to  his  official  correspondence,  and 
'  particularly  to  a  despatch  addressed  on  the  20ih 
'of  April  to  His  Majesty's  Secretary  of  State 
'  for  Foreign  Affairs,  I  find  that  he  there  states 
'  that  he  had  submitted  to  your  consideration  the 
'  three  conditions  specified  in  those  instructions, 
'  as  the  groundwork  of  an  arrangement,  which, 
'  according  to    information   received  from  this 

*  country,  it  was  thought  in  England  might  be 
'  made  with  a  prospect  of  great  mutual  advan- 
'  tage.  Mr.  firskine  then  reports,  verbatim  et  ee- 
^riatim,  your  observations  upon  each  of  the 
^  three  conditions,  and  the  reasons  which  induced 
'you  to  think  that  others  might  be  substituted  in 


'  lieu  of  them.    It  may.  have  been  concluded  be- 

*  tween  you  that  these  latter  were  an  equivaleDt 

*  for  the  original  eondilions,  but  the  very  act  of 
'  substitution  evidently  shows  that  those  original 
'  conditions,  and  those  contained  in  tBe  arrange- 

*  ment  of  the  18th  end  19tb  of  April,  is  sofficieotly 
<  obvious  to  reouire  no  elucidation ;  nor  need  I 
'  draw  the  conclusion  which  I  consider  as  admit- 
'  ted  by  all  absence  of  complaint  on  the  part  of 
^  the  American  Government,  viz :  that  under 
'  such  circumstanqes  His  Majesty  had  an  u&- 
'  doubted  and  incontrovertible  right  to  disavov 
^  the  act  of  bis  Minister." 

On  this  passage  it  is  only  necessary  to  remark, 
that  so  far  as  it  respects  the  assertion  that  Bir. 
Erskine  had  submitted  to  Mr.  Smith  the  tbrce 
conditions  specified  rn  those  instructions,  tbefaet 
is  admitted  by  Mr.  Smith;  that  so  far  as  it  re- 
spects Mr.  Jackson's  assertion  that  Mr.  Erskine 
reports,  in  his  official  eorrespoodence,  the  reasoas 
which  induced  Mr.  Smith  to  tbink  that  others 
might  be  substituted  in  Jieu  of  tliem,  that  it  is  not 
denied  by  Mr*  Smith.  For,  in  his  letter  of  the 
19th,  Mr.  Smith,  referring  to  this  subject,  exm- 
ses  himself  very  cautiously,  that  Mr.  ErsKioe 
"  on  finding  his  first  proposals  unsuccessful,  the 

*  more  reasonable  terms  comprised  in  the  arrange- 
'  ment  respecting  the  Orders  in  Conncil  were 
'  adopted ;"  without  denying,  as  he  wouM,  if  it 
had  been  false,  and  he  tnonght  it  material,  titti 
he  had  offered  "reasons  to  Mr.  Erskine  wbicb 
had  induced  Mr.  Smith  to  think  that  others  mifht 
be  substituted  in  iieii  of  them;"  But  whether 
true  or  false,  the  assertion  that  Mr.  Smith  had 
offered  such  reasons  to  Mr«  Erskine  can  never,  bf 
any  fair  construction,  be  made  to  convey  the  idea 
that  Mr.  Smith  knew  that  Mr.  Erskine's  powers 
were  limited  to  the  three  conditions,  or,  in  other 
words,  that  Erskine's  powers<.were  incompetent 
Upon  the  next  sentence,  the  getttieman  from 
Pennsyrvania  (Mr.  Milnob)  lays  great  stress, 
asserting  that  **it  conveys  the  idea  that  Mr. 
Smith  bad  overreached  Mrw'  Erskine."  Goo- 
eerning  this  sentence  my  .first  aseertion  is,  that 
whatever  else  it  may  convey,  it  can  never  con- 
vey the  idea  asserted  in  this  resolution.  For  cer- 
tainly, to  say  of  two  classes  of  condUions  Biider 
consideration,  that  Mr.  Smith  and  Mr.  Brskioe 
concluded  together,  that  the  one  was  equivalest 
to  the  other,  can  only  imply  a  comparisoa  and  a 
knowledge  of  those  classes,  and  by  no  possibility 
can  imply  the  state  of  Mr.  Smith's  knowledge 
in  relation  to  Mr.  Erskine^  right  to  ceociade 
concerning  either  of  them.  So  that  for  all  the 
purposes  of  supporting  this  resolution  it  is  utterly 
useless,  whatever  other  demerit  it  may  hate. 
The  strenuousness  of  Che  gentleinan  from  Peon- 
sylvania  (Mr.  Milnob)  oh  (his  Doiot,  shows  (he 
crude  ideas  which  even-be.  usually  so  acute  and 
correct,  entertains  concerning  his  duties  oo  this 
occasion.  His  great  aim  was  to  show  that  Mr. 
Jackson  here  intimates  the  idea  that  Mr.  Smith 
had  overreached  Mr.  Erskine.  Weil,  suppose  he 
had  said  this  directly  in  so  many  words  1  Would 
that  justify  this  House  in  voting  that  Mr.  Jack- 
son had  co&reyed  the  idea  asseited  in  this  ress- 
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lotion  ?  It  is  the  Qniversal  fallacy—prove  any* 
thing  rade  or  indecent,  and  it  is  a  somcient  jus- 
tification to  this  House  for  asserting  a  particular, 
independent  fact.  Is  it  possible  for  any  mode  of 
conduct  to  be  more  unjustifiable,  or  thoog^htless; 
more  calculated  to  bring  sbame  upon  ourseires, 
and  disgrace  upon  the  nation  % 

The  next  ana  last  sentence  in  this  paragraph  is 
merely  a  declaration  of  the  obvious  difference 
belweeo  the  conditions  in  the  instructions,  and 
those  contained  in  the  arrangement,  accompanied 
b]r  a  reference,  by  way  of  recapitulation  to  the 
circumstances  alluded  to,  in  the  paraf;raph  which 
)m  been  before  considered.  As  it  nas  been 
shown  that  this  paragraph  did  not  contain  the 
obnoxious  idea,  it  needs  no  argument  to  show  it 
is  not  contained  in  this  sentence.  Indeed,  I  have 
not  heard  it  pretended  that  this  is  the  place  of  the 
insult. 

I  have  thus  far  proceeded  by  way  of  a  strict 
analysis  of  every  part  of  the  correspondence,  in 
which  the  insulting  idea,  asserted  in  this  resolu- 
tion, has  been  said  to  be  conveyed.  I  have  omit- 
ted no  part,  which  has  been  cited  in  support  of 
this  first  resolution,  and  think  I  have  shown  that 
it  exists  nowhere  in  the  letter  of  the  23d  of  Oc- 
tober, either  in  direct  assertion,  or  by  way  of  ref- 
erence. And  it  is  concerning  what  is  contained 
in  that  letter  alone,,  that  the  resolution  under  con- 
sideration makes  assertion.  The  House  will  ob- 
ser re  that,  according  to  all  rules  of  fiiir  reason- 
ing, it  would  haire  been  sufficient  for  me  to  have 
limited  myself  to  show  the  fallacy  of  the  argu- 
ments of  the  advocates  of  this  insult  It  being 
always  incumbent  on  those  who  assert  the  exist- 
ence of  anything  to  prove  it.  I  have  not,  iiow- 
erer,  thoueht  my  duty  on  so  important  an  occa- 
sion fulfilled,  unless  1  undertook  to  prove  what 
the  lawyers  call  "a  negative,"  and  to  show,  with 
as  much  strength  of  reasoning  as  I  had,  the  non- 
existence of  the  idea  asserted  in  this- resolution; 
with  what  success,  I  cheerfully  leave  to  the  de- 
cision of  such  thoughtful  men  \n  the  nation  who 
will  take  the  trouble  to  understand  the  argument. 
There  is,  however,  a  corroborative  view  of  this 
^^«t!t,  which  ought  not  to  be  omitted. 

The  insulting  idea  said  to  be  conve3red  is,  that 
Mr.  Smith  had  a  knowledge,  at  the  time  of  the 
arrangement  of  the  incompetency  of  Srsldne's 
powers,  and  this  because  suck  a  knowledge  was 
one  of  the  essential  circumstances  which  could 
only  lead  to  a  disavowal.  Now  it  does  happen, 
that  neither  Mr.  Brskine  nor  his  Qovernment 
^Domerate  this  knowledge  of  our  Government  as 
one  of  those  essential  circumstances^  On  the 
contrary,  they  constantly  omit  it,  when  formally 
snnmerating  those  circumstances.  Mr.  Canning 
places  the  disavowal,  solely,  on  the  footing  of 
nr.  Erskine's  having  "  acted  not  only  not  in  con- 
ormity,  but  in  direct  contradiction  to  his  instruc- 
tions." Mr.  Jackson,  also,  in  his  letter  of  the 
»3d,  when  formally  enumerating  the  causes  of 
he  disavowal,  says  expressly,  that  the  disavowal 
^s<^  because  the  agreement  was  concluded  in 
violation  of  that  gentleman's  instructions  and 
altogether  without  authority  to  subacril>e  to  .the 


terms  of  it."  Now  is  it  not  most  extraordinary 
that  after  such  formal  statements,  not  including 
the  knowledge  of  our  Government  among  the 
esseptial  circumstances,  that  it  ia  on  this  knowl- 
edge the  British  Government  intend  to  rely'for 
the  justification  of  their  disavowal ?  I  simply 
ask  this  question,  if  the  British  did  intend  thus 
to  rely  on  the  previous  knowledge  of  our  Gov- 
ernment, why  do  they  always  omit  it  in  their 
formal  enumerations?  And  if  they  do  not  in- 
tend thus  to  rely,  in  what  possible  way  could  it 
serve  that  Government  thus  darkly  to  insinuate 
it?  But,  as  if  it  were  intended  to  leave  this 
House  wholly  without  excuse  in  passing  this  res- 
olution^ Mr.  Jackson  expressly  asserts,  in  this 
ver^  letter  of  the  23d  of  October,  that  the  infor- 
mation of  that  fact  was  derived  from  him,  the 
knowledge  of  which,  this  resolution  asserts,  he 
intended  to  intimate  was  known  at  the  time  of 
the  arrangement  with  Erskine.  For  he  specifi- 
cally says :  *'  I  have  had  the  honor  of  informing 

*  you  that  it  (Mr.  Erskine's  instruction)  was  the 
Vonly  one  by  which  the  conditions  on  which  he 

*  was  to  conclude  were  prescribed."  Now,  if 
Mr.  Jackson  had  remotely  intended  to  intimate 
that  Mr.  Smith  had  a  previous  knowledge  of  that 
fact,  would  he  have  asserted  that  he  was  indebted 
to  him  (Mr. Jackson)  for  the  information?  Con- 
clusive, as  this  ar|;ument  is,  there  is  yet  another 
in  reserve,  which  is  a  clencher.  And  that  is,  that 
this  very  Knowledge  which  we  propose  solemnly 
to  affirm,  Mr.  Jackson  intimated  our  Government 
possessed  at  the  time  of  the  arrangement,  it  is. 
from  the  nature  of  thinss,  impossible  they  snoula 
have  possessed.  The  idea  asserted  to  be  intended 
to  be  conveyed  is,  a  knowledge  in  our  Govern- 
oient  that  the  arrangement  was  entered  into 
without  competent  powers  on  the  part  of  Mr. 
Brskine.  Now  the  fact  that  Mr.  Brskiae's  pow- 
ers were  incompetent,  it  was  impossible  for  our 
Government  to  know,  except  from  the  confes- 
sion of  Mr.  Erskine.  But  Mr.  Erskine  before,  at 
the  time,  and  ever  since,  has  uniformly  asserted 
the  reverse.  So  that,  besides  all  the  other  ab- 
surdities growina  out  of  this  resolution,  there  is 
this  additional,  that  it  accuses  Mr.  Jackson  of  the 
senseless  stupidity  of  insinuating  as  a^fact,  a 
knowledge  in  our  Government,  which  from  the 
undeniaoie  state  of  things  it  is  not  possible  they 
should  have  possessed.  Mr.  Speaker,  can  any 
argument  be  more  conclusive  ?  1.  The  idea  is 
not  conveyed  by  the  form  of  the  expression.  3. 
Mr.  Jackson,  though  expressly  enumerating  the 
only  causes  whioh  led  to  a  disavowal4  does  not 
suggest  this.  3.  Mr.  Jackson  expressly  asserts 
that  the  knowledse  that  these  were  the  only  in- 
structions derived  from  him,  of  course  it  could 
not  have  been  known  previous  to  the  arrange- 
ment, 4.  Had  he  been  absurd  enough  to  attempt 
to  convey  such  an  idea,  the  very  nature  of  things 
shows  that  it  could  not  exist,  f  confess  I  am  ig- 
norant by  what  reasoning  the  non-existence  of 
an  insinuation  can  be  demonstrated,  if  it  be  not 
by  this  concurrence  of  arguments. 

Befpre  I  conclude  this  part  of  the  subject,  it 
will  be  necessary  to  make  a  single  observation  or 
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two,  on  the  following  passage  in  Mr.  Jackson's 
letter  of  the  4th  of  November,  for  although  oar 
assertion  has  relation  in  the  part  of  the  resolu- 
tion nnder  consideration,  only  to  the  letter  of  the 
23d  of  October,  yet  this  sabseqaent  passage  has 
been  adduced  as  a  sort  of  accessory  after  the 
fact.    ^You  will  find  that,  in  my  correspondence 

*  with  you,   I  hare  carefully  avoided  drawing 

*  conclusions  that  did  not  necessarily  follow  from 
'  the  premi:ses  advanced  by  me,  and  least  of  all 
'  should  I  think  of  uttering  an  iostnuation,  where 

*  I  was  unable  to  subittantiate  a  fact.    To  facts, 

*  as  I  have  become  acquainted  with  them,  1  have 

*  scrupulously  adhered."  Tbis,  the  subsequent 
part  of  the  resolution  under  debate  dcooroi nates 
"  the  repetition  of  the  same  intimation."  But  if 
the  argument  I  have  offered  be  correct,  there  was 
DO  such  "intimation"  in  the  preceding  letters, 
and  of  coarse  no  repetition  of  it  here.  For  if  he 
had,  as  I  think  I  have  proved^  in  his  former  let- 
ters  uttered  no  such  insinuation  as  is  asserted, 
then  all  the  allegations  in  this  para^aph  are 
wholly  harmless  and  decorous,  neither  disrespect- 
ful nor  improper.  ^*But  this,"  says  the  gentle- 
man from  rennsylvania,  (Mr.  Milnor  )  "is  eon- 

*  elusive  to  my  mind  that  Mr.  Jackson  did  intend 
'  to  insult,  for  if  he  had  not  would  he  have  re- 
^  frained  from  giving  an. explanation  when  it  was 

*  asked?"  That  gentleman  will  recollect  that  the 
assertion  of  tbis  House  is  as  to  the  idea  which 
Mr.  Jackson  has  conveyed  in  the  letter  of  the 
23d,  not  as  to  the  idea  which  he  intended  to  con- 
vey. Suppose  he  intended  it.  and  has  not  done 
it,  our  assertion  is  still  false.  But  will  that  gen- 
tleman seriously  conclude,  contrary  to  so  obvious 
a  course  of  argument,  that  he  has  asserted,  or 
even  intended  to  assert,  this  particular  idea,  mere- 
Iv  because  he  does  not  choose  to  explain  it  ?  Are 
there  not  a  tiiousand  reasons  which  might  have 
induced  Mr.  Jackson  not  to  explain,  consistent 
with  being  perfectly  innocent  of  the  intention, 
originally  to  convey  it?  Perhaps  ho  thought  that 
he  had  already  been  explicit  enough.  Perhaps 
he  thought  the  explanation  was  asked  in  terms 
which  did  not  entitle  Mr.  Smith  to  receive  it. 
Perhaps  he  did  not  choose  to  give  this  satisfac" 
tion.  Well,  that  now  is  "very  ungentle  manly," 
says  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania,  (Mr.  Mr t<- 
MOR.)  I  agree,  if  he  pleases,  so  it  was*  But 
does  that  justify  this  resolution?  Because  he 
is  not  a  gentleman,  shall  we  assert  a  falsehood? 

I  brieny  recapitulate  the  leading  points  of  my 
argument.  Wnen  Mr.  Jackson  asserts  ^  that  the 
substance  of  the  instructions  was  known  to  our 
Government,"  the  expression  cannot  convey  the 
obnoxious  idea,  because  it  is  not  pretended  that, 
in  those  instructions/theexisteiHseof  other  pow- 
ers was  excluded.  When  he  says,  *^  )roa  must 
have  thought  it  unreasonable  to  complain  of  dis- 
avowal," the  time  of  knowledge  implied  is  con- 
fined by  the  structure  of  the  sentence  to  the  time 
of  a  disavowal  known,  and  cannot  be  limited 
backwards  to  the  time  of  arrangement  made.  It 
is  also  absurd  to  suppose  that  Mr.  Jackson  would 
intimate  by  implication  the  knowledge  of  our 
Qovernment  of  flrskine's  incompetency  of  pow- 


ers at  the  time  of  arraagement,  as  aa  essestiai 
circumstance  on  which  the  King's  right  of  disa- 
vowal was  foonded.and  yet  omit  that  circnm- 
stance,  in  a  formal  ennmeratioa ;  and  lastly,  it  is 
still  more  absurd  to  suppose  that  he  would  under- 
take to  insinuate  a  knowledge,  which,  from  tike 
nature  of  things, could  not  possibly  exist. 

I  have  thus,  Mr.  Speaker,  submitted  to  a  strict 
and  minute  scrutiny  all  the  parrs  of  this  corres- 
pondence which  have  been  adduced  by  any  ose 
in  support  of  the  fact  asserted  in  this  resolotioB. 
This  course,  however  irksome^  I  thought  it  my 
duty  to  adopt,  to  the  end  that  no  exertion  of  bqim 
might  be  wanting  to  pnevent  this  House  froa 
passing  a  resolution,  which,  in  my  apprehensioo, 
IS  pregnant  with  naitional  disgrace,  and  other  Id- 
numerable  evils. 

Bm  let  us  suppoae  for  one  moment  that  the 
fact  asserted  in  this  resolution  is  true ;  that  the 
insult  baa  been  oflered ;  and  that  the  proof  is  oot 
obscure  and  doubtful,  but  certain  and  clear.  1 
ask,  is  it  wise,  is  it  politic,  is  it  manly  for  a  Na- 
tional Legislatnre  to  utter  on  any  occasion,  par- 
ticularly against  an  individual,  invectives  so  fail 
of  contumely  and  bitterness?  Shall  we  gaia 
anything  by  it?  Have  such  expressions  a  tea- 
dene  y  to  strengthen  our  cause,  or  add  weight  id^ 
respectability  to  those  who  advocate  it?  k  pri- 
vate life  do  men  increase  respect,  or  nioltipif 
their  friends,  by  using  the  language  of  intemper- 
ate abnse  ?  Sudden  anger  may  be  an  excuse  for 
an  individual.  Inability  to  avenge  an  insult  mar 
afford  an  apology  to  him  for  resorting  to  these 
women's  weapons.  But  what  can  excuse  a  na- 
tion for  humiliating  itself  to  the  use  of  such  tio- 
dictive  aspersions  T  Can  we  plead  sudden  rage? 
We  on  whose  wrath  thirty  suns  have  gone  <Jo wo  1 
is  this  nation  prepared  to  resort  for  apologies  to 
its  weakness,  and  to  confess  that,  being  usable 
to  do  anything  else,  it  will  strive  to  enveDom  its 
adversary  wiah  the  tongue  ?  But  our  booor  ii 
assailed.  Is  this  a  medicament  for  its  wouodst 
If  not,  why  engage  in  such  retaliatory  inialts? 
Which  is  best,  to  leave  the  British  Monarch  at 
liberty  to  decide  upon  the  conduct  of  his  Minis- 
ter,  without  any  dedoctioB  or  sympathy  ooae- 
count  of  our  virulence,  or  to  necessitate  him.  io 
measuring  out  justice,  to  put  your  intemperaDce 
in  the  scate  against  hia  impvodence?  Railiat 
for  railing  is  a  fair  offset  ail  over  the  world.  Av 
I  ask  gentlemen  to  consider,  whether  it  be  notu 
equivalent  for  a  constructive  insinuatioa  ? 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  do  not  believe  that  the  hand  of 
the  -Chi«f  Mapgistrate  of  this  nation  is  in  tbis 
thing.  In  every  aspect,  this  resolution  is  at  war 
with  that  wise  and  teinperate  ground  on  «^^ 
he  has  plaeed  this  insult,  in  the  letter  to  Mr. 
Pinkney : 

**  You  are  pirtienlarly  instmctsd,  in  making  thoa 
eommunications,  to  do  it  in  a  manner  that  will  \t»n 
no  doubt  of  the  undiminished  desire  of  the  Uoitn 
States  to  unite  in  all  the  means^  the  best  otl^al*^ 
establish  the  rslatiotis  of  the  two  oonntvies  on  thesoM 
fbundation  of  jastke,  of  finendship,  and  of  mutttal  is* 

Mts." 

Is  th«K  a  man  in  thia  Hooae  who  oan  kf  ^» 
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hand  on  his  heart  and  say  that,  hj  adopting  this 
resolmioD^  we  are  about "  to  unite  in  aii  the  means 
'  the  best  calculated  to  establish  the  relations  oi 
'  the  two  couo tries  on  the  solid  foundations  of 


'  jus'tice,  friendship,  and  mutual  interest  V^    I  hes- 
itate not  to  say.  tbai  there  is  no  man  who  can 


snip,  a 

DQake  such  an  asseveration. 

Bat,  if  it  would  be  wise  aad  politic  to  refrain 
from  Qtteriog  tbis  opprobrious  resolution,  in  case 
ibe  insult  w«3  gross,  palpable,  aad  undeniable, 
bow  much  more  wise  and  politic,  if  tbis  insult  be 
raly  dttbiotts,  and  bas»  at  oest^  but  a  glimmering 
{zistence?  But,  suppose  the  assertion  contained 
n  tbis  resolution  be,  as  it  appears  to  many  minds, 
tad  certainly  to  mine — ^false;  I  aak  what  worse 
lisgraee,  what  lower  depth  of  infamy  can  there 
)e,  for  a  nation,  than  deliberately  to  assert  a  false- 
lood,  and  to  make  the  falsehood  the  groundwork 
>f  a  ffraduated  9cale  of  atrocious  aspersions  upon 
be  onaraeter  of  a  public  Minister? 

When  I  say  that  the  assertion  contained  in  this 
etolution  is  faUe,  I  bee  gentlemen  distinctly  to 
inderstand  me.  I  speak  only  aa  respects  the  ef- 
ects  of  evidence  upon  my  mind.  I  preten4  not 
0  make  my  perceptions  the  standard  of  those  of 
ny  other.  I  know  the  nature  of  the  human 
aind,  and  how  imperceptibly,  even  to  ourselves, 
Assion  and  preconception  will  throw,  as  it  were, 
.  mist  before  the  intellectual  eye,  and  bend  or 
catter  the  rays  of  evidence  before  they. strike  on 
ts  vision.  On  a  question  of  this  kind,  as  I  would 
lot  trust  the  casual  impressions  of  others,  so  I 
ave  been  equally  unwilling  to  trust  my  own.  I 
ave^  therefore,  submitted  the  grounds  of  my 
piDU>a  to  a  rigid  analysis.  The  process  and  the 
esult  of  my  reasonings  I  have  laid  before  this 
louse.  If  that  which,  to  me,  appears  a  palpable 
ilsehood,  to  others  appears  a  truths  I  condemn 
ot  them.    I  can  only  lament  such  a  diversity  oa 

point,  which,  in  its  oonseqaences,  may  be  so 
nportani  to  the  peace  and  character  of  the 
ouQtry. 

Bur  this  resolution  was  devised  for  the  purpose 
f  promoting  unanimity.  Is  there  a  man  in  this 
[ouse  who  believes  it?  Did  you  ever  hear,  Mr. 
peaker,  that  language  of  reproach  and  insult 
^s  the  signal  for  conciliation  %  Did  you  ever 
now  contending  parties  made  to  harmonize  in 
(raifl  of  insultyM  reproach,  and.contumely  ?  No, 
r.  I  deprecate  this  resolution  on  this  verv  ac- 
^uDt,  that  it  is  much  more  like  the  torch  oi  the 
fries,  than  like  the  token  of  frieaosbip.  Accord- 
%^y^  it  hat  had  the  effect  of  enkindling  party 
kssions  in  the  House,  which  had  begun,  in  some 
?^ree,  to  be  allayed.  It  could  not  possibly  be 
herwise.  A  question  is  raised  concerning  a 
lastructive  insult.  Of  all  topics  of  dispute,  those 
lacive  to  the  meaning  of  terms,  are  most  likely 

beget  diversity  and  obstinacy  in  opinion.  But 
ia  is  not  all*  On  a  question  merely  relative  to 
e  construction  of  particular  expressions,  all  the 
eaU  and  critical  relations  of  the  nation  have 
;en  discussed.  Is  it  possible  to  conceive  that 
eh  a  question  as  this,  on  which  the  debate  has 
ten  thus  conducted,  could  be  productive  of  any- 
ing  else  than  discord  and  contention  ? 


For  my  own  part,  I  have  parposely  avoided  all 
reference  to  any  of  the  great  questions  which 
agitate  the  nation.  I  should  deem  myself  humil- 
iated to  discuss  them,  under  a  resolution  of  this 
kindf  which,  in  troth,  decides  nothing,  but  our 
opinion  of  the  meaning  of  Mr.  Jackson's  Ian* 
guage,  and  our  sense  of  its  nature;  and  has, 
strictly  speaking,  nothing  to  do  with  any  of  tha 
national  questions  whi(£  have  beea  draws  into 
debate. 

I  declare,  therefore,  distinctly,  that  I  oppose  and 
vote  against  this  resolution  from  no  one  consid- 
eration relative  to  Qreat  Britain  or  the  United 
States ;  from  none  of  friendship  or  aaimoeity  to 
any  one  man,  or  any  set  of  siea.  Bot  simply  and 
solely  for  this  one  reason,  that,  in  my  conception, 
the  assertion,  contained  in  this  resolution,  is  a 
falsehood. 

But  it  is  said  that  this  resolution  must  be  taken 
as  a  '^  test  of  patriotism."  To  this  I  have  but 
one  answer.  If  patriotism  aek  me  to  assert  a 
falsehood,  I  have  no  hesitation  in  telling  patriot* 
ism — ^*  I  am  not  prepared  to  make  that  sacrifice." 
The  dutv  we  owe  to  our  country,  is,  indeed, 
among  the  most  solemn  and  impressive  of  all 
obligations.  Yet,  high  as  it  may  be,  it  is,  ne* 
vertheless,  subordinate  to  that  which  we  owe  to 
that  Being,  with  whose  name  and  character 
truth  is  identified.  In  this  respect,  I  deem  myself 
acting  upon  this  resolution  under  a  higher  re- 
sponsibility than  either  to  this  House  or  to  this 
people. 

Mr.  GABDEjNifiB  said  that  he  had  the  honor  to 
represent  a  portion  of  this  country,  that  was  pecu* 
liarly  and  he  might  add  exclusively  interested  in 
an  intercourse  with  the  British  dominions.  It  is 
in  the  dominions  of  Great  Britain,  sir,  said  he, 
and  in  those  alone,  that  they  find  a  market  for 
the  products  of  their  honest  toil.  It  is,  therefore, 
that  they  will  not  be  persuaded  to  abandon  that 
intercourse,  the  cause  of  all  their  prosperity,  the 
catting  off  of  which  must  reduce  them  to  in- 
digence aQd  distress,  unless  in  a  oaae  of  the  most 
imperious  necessity.  Gentleman  may  talk  in 
this  House,  and  others  may  talk  out  of  it,  as  they 
please,  the  passions  of  men  may  be  worked  up  to 
any  extent  that  human  ingenuity  can  urge  them; 
but  when  they  have  said  and  doneall,  the  prosperily 
of  the  farmers,  ''  of  God's  chosen  people,"  in  the 
Northern  and  Eastern  States,  depends  upon  this 
intercourse ;  without  it  they  must  be  poor,  and 
revert  to  that  state  of  indigence  in  which  our 
glorious  Revolution  left  them.  They  will  not 
abandon  it  on  light  ground;  and,  therefore,  sir,  I, 
as  their  representative,  will  not  abandon  it  or  see 
it  abandoned  but  for  the  most  cogent  reasons.  It 
is  this  same  people  which  has  been  made  most 
deeply  to  feel  the  effects  of  that  experimental 
embargo  system  which  evaporated  last  Spring. 
Yes,  sir,  we  have  suffered  by  it — I  was  about  to 
say  we  alone — but  I  will  add,  all  the  other  i&- 
habitaats  of  the  United  Stales,  who  tilled  the 
earth  for  the  purpose  of  getting  eatables  out  of  il, 
because  it  is  this  species  of  our  produce  of  which 
the  British  doraiaioos  stand  in  need.  We  shall 
suffer  by  it  to  the  end  of  time,  because  the  ea« 


969 


HISTORY  OF  CONGRESS. 


960 


H.  OF  R. 


Conduct  of  the  British  MiniMter. 


DCCBMBEB,  1609. 


perimeDt  m&de  at  oar  expense  bas  taught  those 
who  were  the  consumers  of  what  we  raise,  the 
means  of  doing  without  it.  Yes,  sir,  we  have 
suffered  particuiarly  by  this  system,  and  most 
suffer  by  every  system  growing  out  of  the  same 
principle.  I  beg  gentlemen  from  the  South  to 
reflect  that  their  cotton,  tobacco,  and  rice,  find  a 
market  principaliy  on  the  Contineot,  and  very 
much  in  France ;  they  are  not  interested  in  the 
market  in  which  we  are.  they  have  not  suffered 
as  we  have,  because  at  anv  rate  they  could  not 
go  to  France.  France  would  not  let  ihem  come, 
and  England  would  not  let  them  go,  and  they 
themselves  declared  they  ought  not  to  go. 

The  measure  which  is  now  proposed  for  the 
adoption  of  this  assembly  is  a  visitation  which  is 
worse  than  all  the  plagues  through  which  we 
have  gone.  It  is  still  worse  than  war  itself, 
nearly  the  mo^t  dreadful  calamity  that  can  befall 
this  natioh.  It  is  the  worst  measure  that  couM 
have  entered  a  head  the  most  fertile  in  pernicious 
experiments ;  and  this  I  shall  endeavor  to  demon- 
strate. But  let  roe  first  inquire  whether  it  is  the 
object  of  this  resolution  to  lead  us  into  a  war? 
Gentlemen  say,  no ;  war  is  not  intended  to  be 
produced  by  it«  Then,  sir,  to  what  end  and  for 
purpose  is  the  pledge^  contained  in  the  resolution, 
to  be  given?  We  are  to  pledge  ourselves  to 
bring  out  the  whole  force  of  the  nation  in  sup- 
port of  the  determination  of  .the  Executive ;  and 
vei  that  state  of  things  which  can  alone  call  for 
bringing  out  this  force  is  not  to  happen !  We 
are  to  have  no  war,  say  gentlemen,  and  that  in 
the  same  breath,  in  which  they  s^y  they  will 
bring  out  the  whole  force  of  the  United  States. 
Why  then,  sir,  if  it  is  to  be  so,  if  we  are  indeed 
to  have  no  war,  if  it  be  not  looked  Upon  as  pro- 
bable, the  whole  sinks  down  to  that  empty  paper 
gasconade  to  which  I  think  it  high  time  to  put 
an  end.  But  if  it  be  a  prelude  to  war,  as  the 
resolution  indicates,  and  as  on  the  fhce  of  it  it  ap- 
pears to  me  to  be  intended,  then  let  us  pause  a 
moment  before  we  plunge  our  country  into  the 
calamities  attendant  on  that  state  of  things!  It 
is  easy  to  get  into  a  war,  but  it  is  not  so  easy  to 

fet  out  of  it !  And  here  again,  the  country  which 
in  part  represent  is  to  bear  the  brunt.  If  war 
should  come,  our  defenceless  seaports,  in  which 
is  deposited  the  portable  wealth  of  the  nation,  will 
be  the  first  object  of  attack,  of  plunder,  and  of 
destruction ;  and  if  we  are  to  have  war,  we  most 
calculate  that  our  enemy  will  endeavor  to  make 
that  war  as  distressing  as  she  can.  The  subjuga- 
tion of  our  country  she  will  never  be  mad  enough 
to  think  of  attempting.  ,  If  she  could  not  manage 
the  infant  in  its  cradle,  she  will  hardly  attempt 
to  subdue  the  full-grown  giant  in  his  strength. 
It  must  be  a  war  of  plunder,  devastation,  and 
ruin,  wherever  it  reaches.  In  the  inland  country, 
wbere.no  force  can  penetrate,  they  will  only  have 
to  bear  the  burden  of  excessive  taxation  to  defray 
the  expenses  of  the  war.  We  are  subject  not  to 
that  alone,  but  to  the  loss  of  those  very  means 
which  would  enable  us  to  bear  this  taxation. 
What,  in  the  event  of  war,  would  prevent  the 
British  from  sailing  up  the  Hudson,  and  from 


plundering  and  laying  waste  the  whole  of  the 
fertile  country  on  its  t»nks,  and  the  towns  which 
rejoice  to  be  planted  on  its  shores?  Nothing. 
Yes,  sir,  you  may  talk  of  war;  but  when  that 
state  of  things  comes,  you  will  have  cause  to  say 
it  required  strong  considerations  indeed  to  justify 
you  in  producing  it. 

But,  sir,  this  is  not  all.  Remember  that  vhen 
we  have  war,  we  must  hare  armies ;  when  we  have 
armies  we  must  have  a  Qeneral ;  and  rememher 
that  at  the  close  of  the  Revolution,  a  period  when 
there  was  more  purity,  more  sincere  patriotism 
than  can  possii)ly  ever  be  found  sigain — even  then 
you  found  that  there  were  men  who  dared  to  at- 
tempt to  keep  imbodted  the  army  which  had 
procured  your  liberty— and  under  what  pretence? 
The  want  of  pay.  Are  you  sure  that  pretenee 
would  not  again  exist?  Are  you  sure  that  none 
equally  powerful  may  exist?  Are  you  sure,  if 
an  attempt  should  be  made  after  another  war  to 
excite  the  military  to  become  the  rulers  of  the 
country,  that  we  should  find  another  Wash ingtox 
to  put  down  the  traitorous  parricidal  attempt?  I 
know  not  who  may  be  the  General  then ;  bat 
from  the  present  I  have  little  to  hope.  The 
school  of  Burr  is  not  the  school  of  patriot  Grenerak 
This  Republic,  notwithstanding  all  doubts  to  the 
contrary,  can,  in  my  opinion,  exist  to  the  end  of 
time,  unless  it  be  put  down  by  foreign  invasioo 
or  by  a  military  force  collected  within  its  own 
limits.  It  is  hence  that  I  dread  a  war ;  because 
a  war  must  produce  armies;  and  I  am  not  satisfied 
that  when  there  are  armies  we  shall  be  safe,  be 
cause  they  may  be  commanded  by  Republican 
Generals.  The  Republic  of  Rome  was  destroyed 
by  a  popular  General.  The  leader  of  the  Repab- 
lie  put  down  the  Republic  in  England,  and  the 
great  Napoleon  bad  sworn  eternal  enmity  to  all 
Kings! 

But  I  have  said  that  the  adoption  of  this  reso- 
lution would  be  worse  and  more  to  be  dreaded 
than  even  a  state  of  war.  To  war  there  may  be 
an  end.  Tou  may  conquer,  you  may  compro- 
mise, and  you  may  be  obliged  to  yield.  Neither 
of  these  is  as  pernicious  as  what  this  resolution 
promises.  Too  are  called  upon  to  pass  sentence 
in  the  face  of  the  world,  upon  the  reputation  of  a 
Minister  of  a  great  and  powerful  nation.  This  is 
the  object  of  the  resolution.  I  believe  my  honor- 
able friend  from  Connecticut  f  Mr.  Dana)  who 
spoke  the  oth^r  diy,  wa«  not  arraid,  as  was  sap- 
posed  by  the  gentleman  from  Virginia,  (B£r. 
EipPBS,)  that  his  heart  would  be  overcome  by  the 
irresistible  charms  of  this  resolution.  I  believe 
his  paying  little  attention  to  its  particular  features 
was  not  owing  to  that.  If  it  was,  sir,  his  heart 
has  become  more  susceptible  than  we  have  any 
evidence  of  its  havine  been  heretofore.  I  confess 
that  I  see  in  the  resolution  none  of  those  charms 
that  have  so  forcibly  impressed  themselves  on  the 
affections  of  the  gentleman  from  Virginia.  There 
is  a  coarseness  of  feature  and  a  ruffian  dialect, 
and  altogether  the  style  of  a  bully  about  it. 
Things  not  calculated  to  fascinate,  whatever 
other  impression  they  may  make.  I(  contains  a 
condemnation  of  the  conduct  of  a  foreign  Minis- 
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t«r,  an  affair,  in  the  first  place,  with  whieh  we 
have  DO  ConstitutioDai  ri^^bt  to  ioterfere,  wiiich 
belongs  exclusivelf  to  the  Exectttive^  and  upon 
which  the  Executive  has  not  thought  proper  to 
JQtimate  that  it  would  be  expedient  for  us  to  act, 
io  order  to  aid  him ;  but  which  we  are  to  take  up 
of  our  own  mere  volition,  to  no  useful  purpose, 
bat  perhaps  so  as  to  induce  the  moat  diftastrous 
coflseqaeoces.  I  shall  not  on  this  occasion  ex- 
amine whether  the  language  of  Mr.  Jackson  was 
iasolent,  affronting,  and  so  forth ;  &or  whether 
the  dismission  of  him  by  the  Executive  was  pro- 
per; because  as  this  subject  does  not  conalitution- 
all^  belong  to  the  Legislature,  I  would  aroid  as 
long  as  1  could  any  remarks  on  it.  It  is  to 
toother  point  ak>ne  that  I  shall  apply  my  obser- 
fatioDB.  Allowing  for  the  sake  of  araument — 1st, 
that  Mr.  Jackron  waa  insolent ;  2d,  tnat  the  Presi- 
dent did  ri|^ht  in  dismissing  him — I  still  contend 
ihis  resolution  ought  not  to  pass^  and  to  bring 
ny  ideas  more  particularly  to  a  point,  it  is,  there- 
fore, that  I  ana  desirous  that  the  motion  ai  the 
^niletnan  from  Massachnsetta  now  under  con- 
uderation  should  prevail. 

I  have  forborne  to  make  any  remarks  on  this 
(Object  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  because  I 
itd  Qot  wish  to  excite  feelings  wfaicli  can  but 
nd  to  imprudeacies,  and  because  i  was  well 
satisfied  that  the  resolutions  would  be  reported 
>y  the  Gommtitee  of  the  Whole.  And  upon  the 
vhole,  sir.  I  cannot  say  I  am  much  displeased 
hat  the  committee  did  igree  to  report  them ;  but 
0  reporting  them  I  think  they  have  done  all  that 
beir  own  arguments  call  upen  the  friends  of  the 
Sxecutive  to  do ;  and  that  when  we  give  them 
egislative  form  and  sanction,  no  one  useful  pur- 
pose ean  be  answered  by  it,  but  much  pernicious 
iQosequence  may  be  produced.  It  is  said,  inas* 
nuch  as  Mr.  Jackson  was  insolent^  inasmuch  asr 
Ir.  Madison  did  right  in  dismissing  him,  that 
be  President  ougfa.t  to  h»ve  a  knowledge  of  the 
tose  of  the  members  of  the  Legislature  on  these 
wo  points,  so  that  he  may  be  certain  that  the 
ourse  which  he  shall  pursue  to  vindicate  the 
latiooal  honor,  will  meet  with  a  proper  support 
a  the  Legislature.  Well,  sir— is  not  the  Presi- 
lent  now  coovineed  of  the  sentiments  of  the  ma- 
ority  in  both  Homes?  Is  he  not  now  satislSed 
bat  they  think  he  was  rtgkt  in  the  manaer  in 
rbich  he  considered  Jackson's  condtiet,  and  that 
e  was  right  in  dismissing  him  7  if  there  were 
Of  use  ^ which  I  do  not  agree  that  there  is)  in 
kte  President's  knowing  what  is  the  opinion  of 
otb  Houses  of  Congress  on  his  conduct,  he 
oows  it  already  from  what  has  already  taken 
hue.  Giving  this  resolution  the  sanction  of 
•egislative  form  cannot,  thcvefore,  be  for  the 
orpose  of  making  the  President  feel  that  he  is 
ipported;  for,  if  that  be  really  the  purpose,  it  is 
aswered already.  The  Administration  say  Jack- 
in  was  guilty  of  a  gross  insinuation,  and  they 
ave  dismissed  him.  We  come  out,  and  not 
oly  echo  this  sentiment,  though  in  grosser  lan- 
oage,  but  say  that  we  will  draw  out  the  whole 
»rce  of  the  nation  against  any  one  who  say^  dif- 
irentl  y .  I  will  su  ppose,  for  the  sake  ctf  argument, 
nthCoK.  2dSf88.— 31 


that  the  British  Gbrernment  will  entertain  the 
same  opinion  of  Mr.  Jackson's  conduct  that  ours 
has  expressed ;  that  they  will  think  his  dismission 
to  have  been  proper,  or,  that  finding  him  unac- 
ceptable, they  would  be  willing  to  send  another 
Minister.    What  will  they  say  when  you  appeal 
to  them  not  by  argument  but  by  menace-^when 
you  are  not  content  with  laying  before  them  the 
conduct  of  their  Minister,  and  requesting  them, 
bj  recalling  him,  to  pass  the  same  censure  on 
him  which  you  yourselves  are  supposed  to  have 
done?    What  will  they  say^  when  instead  of  ap* 
pealing  to  the  justice  or  politeness  of  the  British 
King  in  the  first  place,  the  Legislature  tell  him, 
if  you  do  not  agree  to  recall  ^our  Minister,  here 
is  the  whole  force  of  the  nation  to  back  our  de- 
mand.   What  is  this  but  a  threat?    Thejr  may 
say,  "we  should  haye  been  willing  to  yield  to 
yoor  argument,  or  at  any  rate  to  your  request; 
but  to  your  menace  we  cannot."    Sir,  you  are 
about  to  deprive  them  of  the  power  of  yielding  to 
you.     I  will  put  a  case.    Your  servant^  Mr. 
Speaker,  has  injured  me;  I  represent  his  conduct 
to  you,  and  say  that  if  you  do  not  punish  him  I 
am  determined  to  have  satisfaction  of  ^ou.    Your 
repljT  would  be,  that  you  could  not  listen  to  me, 
lest  It  should  be  supposed  that  you  yielded  throngb' 
fear  and  not  from  a  sense  of  justice.    You  would 
answer,  had  you  appealed  to  my  justice,  I  had 
vielded ;  you  haTe  appealed  to  my  fears,  and  you 
nave  appealed  in  vain.    If  the  object  of  this  reso- 
lution be  utterly  to  preyent  the  possibility  of 
Qreat  Britain  and  this  country  a|^reeing  on  this 
matter,  no  step  could  be  devised  in  nature  more 
certain  of  producing  this  result.    Do  you  know 
beforehand  that  Great  Britain  will  stand  by  her 
Minister  ?  Is  an  apprehension  entertained  of  that  1 
Is  it  then  doubttol  whether  the  Minister  has 
done  wrong  ?    Or  if  notj  is  the  Qovernmeat  of 
Qreat  Britain  so  profli^te  that  you  suppose  she 
will  support  her  Minister  when  he  has  done 
wrong?    Grant  it.    But  is  this  an  argument  bf 
which  you  expect  to  obtain  her  acquiescence? 
It  is  out  of  the  question.    By  adopting  these  reso«- 
lutions,  you  will  have  violated  the  reputation'  of 
a»  Ambassador,  no  less  sacred  than  nis  person. 
To  punish  him,  either  in  person  or  reputation,  is 
the  prerogative  of  his  Soyereign  alone.  How  then 
can  negotiation  hereafter  of  any  kind,  or  under 
any  circumstances,  be  renewed  between  the  two 
Gk>vernments ?    Here,  is  thrown  in  the  way  a 
barrier  which  must  be  remoyed  before  ever  the 
two  nations  caa  speak  together  again.    For,  let 
it  be  remembered  that  a  Minister  going  from  his 
own  cotmtry  into  the  country  of  strangers  has 
nothing  to  protect  him  but  his  Government,  and 
it  is  as  much  the  duty  of  his  Qavemment  to  pro- 
tect his  reputation  as  his  person,    if  it  be  true 
that  reputation  is  more  valuable  than  life,  then 
indeed  is  his  Government  more  emphatically 
bound  to  protect  him  from  assaults  upon  his  re- 
putation than  from  assaults  upon  his  person. 
You  have  violated,  wys  Qreat  Britain,  the  repu* 
tation  of  my  Ambassador ;  I  cannot  be  safe  in 
sending  another  to  you  till  you  have  made  a  tine 
atonemenu    Now,  if  it  should  so  happen  that  the 
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British  Goyeroment,  not  having  the  same  ten- 
derness and  delicacy  for  our  dignity  which  our 
own  citizens  may  have,  but  feeling  this  tenderness 
and  delicacy  for  (so  they  will  express  it)  their 
insulted  Minister,  should  not  see  this  business  in 
the  same  light  in  which  it  strikes  us,  are  they 
not  as  much  bound  to  protect  the  reputation  of 
their  Minister,  violated  by  this  open  and  gross 
denunciation,  as  if  the  assault  were  made  upon 
his  person !  If  they  should  think  him  innocent, 
and  as  such,  that  they  are  bound  to  support  him, 
what  fruits  will  this  resolution  produce  ?  In  the 
name  of  God,  sir,  are  not  gentlemen  content  with 
the  difficulties  and  embarrassments  which  already 
exist?  Is  there  not  enouffh,  in  the  ixame  of 
Heaven,  to  keep  us  apart  for  years,  but  is  this 
n^w  and  insuperable  obstacle  to  even  negotiation 
to  be  superadded  ?  Hereafter,  when  the  two  na- 
tions desire  to  speak  together,  this  matter  must 
first  be  disposed  of — and  how?  Are  they  to  sub- 
mit to  this  outrage  on  their  Minister?  Or  are 
we  to  make  atonement  ?  Neither  is  to  be  expect- 
ed. Why  then  would  you  throw  this  difficulty 
in  the  way,  which,  it  strikes  me,  can  never  be 
gotten  over?  For  the  purpose  of  producing 
what  good,  I  entreat  you,  sir?  To  show  the 
world  that  you  are  of  the  same  opinion,  with  the 
Executive  in  considering  the  language  of  Mr. 
Jackson  insolent?  Or  to  show  that  you  will 
stand  by  the  Executive  on  the  ground  which  he 
has  taken?  Who  doubts  it?  Who  doubts  the 
devotion  of  Congress  to  the  President  ?  To  what 
end  then,  to  what  useful  end,  is  the  giving  legis- 
lative form  and  final  sanction  to  these  proposi- 
tions ?  For,  let  it  be  understood,  it  is  to  this  I  now 
object  specifically.  There  has  not  been  and  can- 
not be  urged  an  argument  which  can  show  that 
any  practical  good  can  result  from  clothing  these 
propositions  in  a  legislative  garb. 

In  making  these  remarks  to  the  House,  I  have 
carefully  studied  to  avoid  making  a  siagle  re- 
mark which  would  wound  the  sensibility  of  gen- 
tlemen ;  because,  although  it  is  not  my  nature  to 
be  always  so  studiously  sparing,  yet  upon  this 
occasion  my  mind  recoils  with  so  much  terror 
and  horror  from  these  unprecedented,  pernicious 
resolutions,  that  I  would  sacrifice  all  minor  con- 
siderations, all  the  gratification  of  party  feelings, 
for  the  purpose  of  placing  before  gentlemen  a 
view  of  the  situation  in  which  they  are  about  to 
pJace  this  nation  in  relation  to  Great  Britain.  A 
situation  in  which  two  nations  cannot  negotiate. 
A  situation  unprecedented — unheard-of  1  We 
must  have  war  as  the  only  remedy  for  the  passage 
of  this  resolution.  A  war  may  bury  in  the  same 
grave  with  a  multitude  of  our  citizens  this  ques- 
tion about  the  violation  of  the  ambassadorial 
character  of  Mr.  Jackson.  We  may  be  able  then 
to  get  clear  of  it;  it  may  be  forgotten,  or  a  remedy 
be  found  for  it,  in  the  distressing  calamities  which 
will  succeed,  and  if  this  resolution  is  indeed  to 
pass,  I  do  not  know  but  I  should  myself  be  willing 
to  have  war  in  order  to  bring  the  two  nations  to 
that  condition  in  which  they  can  asain  speak  to 
eadk  other  of  their  affiiirs.  Sir,  I  wish  to  do  right; 
I  am  impressed  with  as  much  grief  for  the  un- 


happy condition  of  our  country  as  any  gentleman 
can  profess;  I  would  give  a  helping  hand  as  cheer- 
fully as  any  to  extract  the  country  from  the  terri- 
ble perplexities  with  Great  Britain  in  which  it  is 
involved,  and  the  more  so  as  my  immediate  con- 
stituents are  the  victims  of  them.    If  this  meas- 
ure is  to  do  good,  if  any  beneficial  consequences 
can  result  from  giving  a  final  sanction  to  the 
resolutions,  let  gentlemen  point  them  out,  and  I 
will  be  as  ready  to  vote  against  the  motion  for 
indefinite  postponement  as  they  can   be.     But 
even  the  attempt  has  not  been,  and  will  not  and  can- 
not be  made.    You  have  already  audibly  express- 
ed your  opinion  in  Committee  of  the  Whole ;  the 
Executive  knows  it.    But,  having  done  this,  do 
not  take  way  all  possible  chance  of  the  two  na- 
tions being  able  to  treat  hereafter,  if  hereafter 
such  circumstances  should  arise  as  would  make 
the  conclusion  of  a  treaty  practicable  but  for  this 
obstacle,  whic^  may  render  even  the  commence- 
ment of  a  negotiation  impracticable — for  I  am 
willing  to*  allow  that  I  do  not  at  this  time  see 
how  a  treaty  can  be  attempted.    While  the  pres- 
ent temper  exists  on  the  part  of  the  British  Gror- 
ernment  and  of  our  Administration,  I  ^o  not  set 
that  a  treaty  can  be  made.    LiCt  gentlemen  go  to 
war  if  they  will;  but  let  them  not  bring  a  boat 
that  state  of  things  which  will  prevent  the  i>ossi- 
bility  of  preserving  peace  and  mutual  intercourse 
by  throwing  in  the  way  an  unnecessary  diffico I tr 
which  cannot  possibly  produce  any  good.     In  this 
view  I  shall  vote  for  the  present  motion;  and 
would  to  Heaven  I  had  a  tongue  of  fire  that  might 
pierce  the  hearts  of  gentlemen  who  hear  me  witk 
this  single  question — *'  What  good  will  this  meas- 
ure produce  ?"    I  beg  them  to  consider  it  most 
seriously ;  and  in  the  fair  spirit  of  argument  I  I 
challenge  them  to  answer  me — How  are  the  two  i 
nations  ever  to  speak  to  each  other  again  ?     To  < 
what  good  purpose  is  this  resolution  to  lead  ?     If 
to  no  good  on  the  one  band ;  and  to  so  much  per- 
nicious result  on  the  other,  can  they  answer  it 
to  their  country,  if  they  refuse  to  stop  where 
they  are  ? 

Mr.  PiTEiN  said,  that  he  felt  a  reluctance  in 
addressing  the  House,  at  so  late  an  hour  ;  but, 
viewing,  as  he  did,  the  resolution  proposed,  as  ao 
improper  innovation  on  the  legislative  proceed- 
ings of  Congress;  not  only  so,  but  as  ioTolvinga 
question,  which,  in  all  probability,  would  materi- 
ally afiect  the  peace,  the  happiness,  and  future 
prosperity  of  this  country,  he  could  not  resist  the 
impulse  of  duty,  in  endeavoring  to  arrest  its  prog- 
ress by  an  indefinite  postponement. 

In  the  range  I  may  ttke.  said  he,  in  the  disease 
sion,  ii  is  possible  I  may  alao  touch  npon  some  of 
the  topics  which  have  been  mentioned  by  those 
gentlemen  who  have  preceded  me,  on  diflereo^ 
sides  of  the  House. 

In  doing  this,  I  trust,  I  shall  not  trana^gress  anf 
of  those  rules  which  ought  to  be  observed  in  al^ 
deliberative  bodies ;  I  trust  I  shall  deliver  my  senn 
timents  with  firmness,  but  with  a  due  re^wLtd  td 
legtslattve  decorum. 

In  this  late  stage  of  the  debate,  I  hope  I  shaill 
be  pardoned  if  !  should  repeat  some  of  the  oboerH 
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rations  which  have  been  made  by  others ;  it  shall 
be  my  endearor,  sir,  to  aToid  this  as  much  as 
possible. 

1  hare  stated  that,  in  my  view,  this  is  an  inno- 
ration  in  the  legislatife  proceedings  of  Congress 
highly  improper. 

As  lias  Deen  said,  by  several  gentlemen,  no  pre- 
cedeDt  can  be  found  in  the  history  of  our  Govern- 
meot  for  a  procedure  like  the  present.  A  joint 
resolutioD,  having  for  its  object  either  to  approve 
or  disapprove  the  conduct  of  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  in  relation  to  foreign  nations,  or 
their  Ministers,  has  never  yet  been  adopted  by 
Congress.  And  yet,  sir,  have  not  oocasions  oc- 
curred, under  this  Government,  In  which,  if  such 
a  procedure  had  been  considered  proper,  it  would 
hare  been  done  ?  Have  no  diflScuIties  heretofore 
arisen  between  the  Executive  and  the  agents  of 
foreign  nations  ? 

Need  I  recall  the  recollection  of  gentlemen  to 
the  celebrated  cases  of  Genet  and  Yrujo  ?  I  should 
certainly  consume  the  time  of  the  jflouse  unne- 
cessarily in  making  a  particular  statement  of  the 
facts  in  these  cases.  It  is  well  known  that  Genet 
not  only  undertook  to  exercise  acts  of  sovereign- 
ty in  this  country,  but  even  to  dictate  to  the  Pres- 
ident of  the  United  States  what  course  he  ought 
to  pursue  in  the  discharge  of  his  duty.  He  went 
farther,  sir ;  not  being  able  to  shake  the  firmness 
of  the  President,  he  published  what  has  been  em- 
phatically called  his  *^  Appeal  to  the  People." 
What  was  the  course  which  the  then  President 
thought  proper  to  pursue?  He  informed  Con- 
gress of  the  facts  by  a  special  Message,  on  the  5th 
December,  1793,  in  which  he  says: 

"  It  is  with  extreme  concern'  I  have  to  inform  you, 
that  the  proceedings  of  the  person  whom  they  (the 
French  GoTernment)  have  unfortunately  appointed 
their  Minister  Plenipotentiary  here,  have,  breathed 
nothing  of  the  friendly  spirit  of  the  nation  which  sent 
him  ;  their  tendency,  on  the  contrary,  has  been  to  in- 
rolre  us  in  war  abroad,  and  discord  and  anarchy  at 
home." 

Accompanying  this  Message  was  a  letter  writ- 
ten by  the  then  Secretary  of  State,  to.  our  Minis- 
ter at  Paris,  respecting  the  recall  of  the  offending 
Minister,  in  which  he  says : 

*'  The  Government  thus  insulted  and  set  at  defiance 
by  Mr.  Genet,  committed  in  its  duties  and  engage- 
nents  to  others,  determined  still  to  see  in  these  pro- 
nedings,  but  the  character  of  the  individual  Also, 
^  Mr.  Genet  not  content  with  nsing  our  force,  whether 
we  will  or  not,  in  the  military  line,  against  nations 
inth  whom  we  are  at  peace,  undertakes,  also,  to  direct 
he  civil  government,    &c. 

Did  Congress,  at  that  time,  think  proper  to  pass 
oint  resolutions,  approbating  the  conduct  of  the 
?residenL  and  reprobating  that  of  the  foreign  Min- 
ster? The]^  did  not.  And  yet,  sir,  history 
carcely  furnishes  an  instance  in  which*  a  Gov> 
trnment  was  more  grosslj*  insulted  than  ours  then 
ras,  by  the  French  Minister.  The  case  of  Yrujo 
s  of  a  atill  later  date.  Was  not  the  Government 
hen  insulted?  This  Minister  came  to  the  seat 
»f  Government,  and  was  ordered  by  the  President 
0  depart.    He  aaid  that  he  would  not  go,  t|iat  he 


obeyed  no  orders,  no  commands,  but  those  of  the 
King,  his  master.  In  both  these  cases  there  was 
no  question  but  that  the  Executive  and  the  (Gov- 
ernment had  been  insulted ;  and  yet  Congress,  in 
neither  of  them,  thougnt  it  necessary  to  pledge 
themselves  by  a  joint  resolution,  or  in  any  other 
way,  to  call  out  the  whole  force  of  the  nation  to 
repel  such  insults.   . 

But,  sir,  if  it  is  necessary  to  pass  a  resolution 
of  this  kind,  do  not  let  it  be  couched  in  lanj^uage 
which  ill  becomes  the  dignity  of  Congress  and  of 
this  nation.  If  we  have  really  been  insulted  by 
a  foreign  nation,  or  its  Minister,  let  us  tell  them 
so,  in  a  tone  firm  and  proud,  but  dignified.  Let 
us  convince  them  that  we  feel  for  the  honor  of 
our  country ;  but  let  us  do  it  in  a  language  which' 
will  show  that  we  are  conscious  of  its  worth. 
This  resolution  is  not  for  ourselves,  but- for  a  for- 
eign nation  ;  and  let  us  not,  when  acting  as  legis- 
lators, forget  that  we  are  ^entlemep. 

But,  sir,  the  resolution  in  another  point  of  view 
has  a  bearing  upon  the  future  prospects  of  this 
country,  of  vast  moment.  I  can  consider  it  in  no 
other  light  than  as  a  conditional  declaration  of 
war  against  Great  Britain.  The  words  of  it  are: 
<<  And  the  Cons^ress  of  the  United  States  do  here- 
'  by  solemnly  pledge  themselves  to  the  American 

*  people  and  to  the  world,  to  stand  by  and  support 
^  the  Executive  Government  in  its  refusal  to  re- 
'  ceive  any  further  communications  from  the  said 
'  Francis  J.  Jackson,  and  to  call  into  action  the 
'  whole  force  of  the  nation,  if  it  should  beneces«* 
'  sary,  in  consequence  of  the  conduct  of  the  Exec- 
'  utive  Government,  in  this  respect,  to  repel  such 

*  insults,"  dec.  For  what  purpose,  let  me  ask,  is 
the  force  of  the  nation  to  be  called  out?  Can  it 
b3  to  repel  the  insult  of  Mr.  Jackson  merely? 
This,  sir,  would  be  too  ridiculous.  If  anything  is 
intended  by  it,  it  ihust  be  either  to  declare  to  the 
British  Government  that,  in  case  they  sanction 
the  conduct  of  their  Minister,  war  is  inevitable; 
or,  in  case  Great  Britain,  in  consequence  of  our 
proceedings  relative  to  Mr.  Jackson,  should  make 
war  upon  us,  that  th6  force  of  the  nation  is  to  be 
called  out  to  defend  ourselves.  I  trust  no  gentle- 
man will  avow  that  the  latter  is  intend^.  I  do 
hope  that  we  are  not  yet  so  degraded  in  our  own 
estimation,  or  in  the  estimation  of  the  world,  as 
to  render  it  necessary  to  make  a  formal  deolara- 
tion  that,  in  case  any  nation  makes  war  upon  us, 
we  will  resist. 

What,  sir,  let  me  ask,  is  to  be  our  situation,  if 
the  British  Government  shookl  not  view  the  con- 
duct of  their  Minister  in  the  same  point  of  light 
as  we  do  ?  Suppose  the  British  Ministry  should 
say  that  Mr.  Jackson,  instead  of  insulting  our 
Government,  has,  for  the  purpose  of  repelling  a 
charge  of  a  breach  of  faith  on  their  part,  for  dis- 
avowing the  late  arrangement,  used  a  language 
calculated  only  to  support  the  honor  and  dig- 
nity of  his  own  ?  Having  passed  the  resolu- 
tion now  on  your  table,  what,  let  me  ask,  is  to 
be  done?  The  insult  has  now  become  that  of 
the  British  Government.  And,  having  declared 
that  you  will  call  into  action  the  whole  force  of 
the  nation  to  repel  such  insults,  will  you  not  da 
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it?  In  thateyent  you  have  no  alternative  but  to 
go  forward  or  retreat.  Yo<>raust,  as  the  gentle- 
man  from  Virginia  (Mr.  £pM^)  has  said,  either 
ran  or  fight.  Does  it  not,  therefore,  become  us 
seriously  to  inquire,  whether  it  is  necessary  to 
place  ourselves  and  the  nation  in  that  situation  ? 
I  know,  sir,  that  some  of  the  advocates  of  this 
measure  do  not  consider  it  as  wearing  this  hostile 
aspect.  But,  sir,  I  did  not  so  understand  a  gen- 
tleman from  Yirgloia,  (Mr.  Epp£«.)  I  understood 
kirn  to  say  that  we  were  already  in  a  situation 
that,  according  to  the  laws  of  honor,  we  must 
Either  run  or  fight.  That  the  ^' lie  direct"  had 
been  clven  to  our  Government  by  Mr.  Jackson, 
and  tEat  no  other  alternative  remained.  This  he 
undertook  to  prove  bv  referring  to  the  authority 
of  Shakspeare,  who  had  piven  a  minute  account 
of  afifairs  of  honor  of  this  kind  among  the  an- 
cient kDiehts;  that,  in  the  correspondence,  Mr. 
Jackson  had  gone  beyond  "  the  retort  courteous 
and  the  reply  valiant,"  to  the  "  lie  direct ;"  asd 
that,  according  to  the  laws  of  chivalry  and  the 
authority  of  Shakspeare,  one  party  must  either 
Bun  or  fi^ht. 

Mr.  Eppbs  observed  that,  in  his  remarks  on 
that  point,  he  had  alluded  to  the  discussion  be- 
tween the  Secretary  of  State  and  Mr.  Jackson, 
and  stated  that,  after  wb<i^t  h^d  passed  between 
tbe  two,  nothing  was  left  but  either  (o  run  or 
flght.  He  had  expressed  no  opinion  as  to  the 
oaorse  propee  to  be  taken  after  the  adoption  of  the 
resolution. 

Mr.  Pitkin  continued. — I  think,  sir,  I  could  not 
misunderstand  the  gentleman.  If  tiis  observa* 
tions  bad  any  bearing  upon  the  subject  before  the 
House,  they  went  to  prove  that  those  notions  of 
honor,  to  which  he  alluded,  were  applicable  ta 
nations  as  well  as  to  individuals;  especially  as 
the  gentleman  has  seid,  that  a  nation  that  would 
not  support  its  honor,  even  at  the  expense  of  forty 
millions  of  dollars,  did  not  deserve  the  name ; 
and  that  he  could  not  look  into  the  report  of  the 
Seosetarv  of  the  Treasury  to  determioe  whether 
we  shouUI  defend  him  or  not.  But,  sir,  if  this 
afiair  is  between  Mr.  Smith  and  Mr.  Jackson,  as 
indifiduals  merely,  what  have  we  to  do  with  it  ? 
I  bad  thought  that  the  gentleman  had  considered 
OAr  motional  honor  to  have  been  wounded,  through 
the  Executive,  by  Mr.  Jackson,  the  British  Min- 
i8(ecy$ent  here,  as  I  understood  him  to  say,  for 
the  express  purpose  of  insulting  us ;  and  that,  as 
H  nation,  we  were  in  the  same  situation  in  rela- 
tion ta  Gkeet  Brttain,  as  individuals  are  to  each 
other,  between  whom  bad  passed  not  only  ^*  the 
Detort  courteous,  and  the  reply  valiant,"  hut  the 
lie  direct;  and  that  nations,  like  individuals,  in 
that  situation,  must  eith^  run  or  fight.  Yes, 
air,  according  to  the  ideas  of  the  gentleman,  we 
must  have  ftd  use  the  language  of  chivalry — and 
the  days  of  chivalry  aeem  to  be  fast  returning 
upon-us,)  a  grand  national  tilting  match  about  an 
affair  of  honor ;  not  one  in  which  a  few  brave 
hnights  may  break  their  lances,  but  one  in  which 
every  brave  man  in  the  qation  must  be  engaged. 

But,  let  me  ask,  air,  what  is  to  be  done  with 
*^^  reAoltttion  aftex  it  \^^  passed  both  Houses  ? 


Being  a  joint  resolution  it  must  be  presented  to 
the  President  for  his  approbation.  I  see  a  gen- 
tleman, (Mr.  Ehpes,)  by  shaking  his  head,  seems 
to  say,  no,  this  is  not  necessary.  Let  me  call 
upon  that  gentleman,  and  the  House,  to  examine 
this  question,  and  to  examine  particularly  what 
the  Constitution  says  in  such  cases.    The  word& 


are: 


"  £«sry  order,  resolution,  or  vote,  to  which  the  coii- 
ciureace  of  the  Senate  and  the  House  of  R^resenta- 
tives  may  be  necessary,  (except  on  a  question  of  ad- 
journment,) shall  be  presented  to  the  President  of  the 
United  States ;  and,  before  the  same  shall  take  effect, 
shall  be  approved  by  him,  or,  being  disapproved,  be  re- 
passed by  two-thirds  of  the  Senate  and  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives, according  to  the  rules  and  limitations,  as 
in  the  case  of  bills." 

Is  not  this,  sir.  a  resolution  in  which  the  con- 
currence of  the  Senate  and  House  is  necessary  ? 
Has  it  not  here,  as  well  as  there^  gone  through 
all  the  forms  required  in  the  case  of  bills  ?  The 
Constitution  is  clear  and  explicit  on  the  subject. 
I  would  ask  gentlemen  to  point  out  a  single  in- 
stance when  a  joint  resolution  has  not  been  pre- 
sented to  the  President  for  his  signature  and  ap- 
probation ;  although  they  have  been  coroplimen* 
tary  to  those  officers  and  men  who  have  distia- 

fuished  themselves  in  the  service  of  their  country. 
might  here  refer  the  House  to  the  joint  resolu- 
tion approbating  the  conduct  of  the  f^lant  Trux- 
tun  and  his  officers,  sailors,  and  marines,  oo  board 
the  frif^ate  Constellation,  in  1798;  to  a  similar 
resolution  in  honor  of  the  conduct  and  intrepidity 
of  Commodore  Preble,  and  the  officers,  seamen, 
and  marines,  before  Tripoli.  These,  sir,  as  well 
as  others,  were  presentea  to  the  President  and  re- 
ceived his  approbation.  I  will  agree,  sir,  that,  as 
to  that  part  of  the  resolution  which  goes  to  ap- 
prove of  his  conduct  in  relation  to  A&.  Jackson, 
we  place  the  President  in  rather  a  delicate,  and, 
indeed,  awkward  situation,  when  we  request  hiuk 
to  sign  an  act  commending  himself;  not  oalj  so^ 
sir,  but  as  the  resolution  is  at  present  worded^  ire 
place  him  in  rather  a  laughable  situation  when 
we  request  him  not  merely  to  approve  of  his  owa 
good  conduct,  but  to  declare  to  the  world  that  he 
will  "stand  by  and  support^'  himself  in  doing 
welL  And  if  he  does  n^t  sign  the  resolution,  but 
returns  it  for  our  recoasjdefation,  he  will  ihea 
virtually  say  that  be  will  not  "atasd  by"  himself. 
In  the  latter  case,  we  might,  perhaps,  give  cor* 
selves  very  little  trouble  aboait  repassing  it,  aa  we 
mi||[ht  justlv  say,  if  the  President  will  aoa  ^staad 
by'*  hivaselr,  he  cannot  expect  that  we  shsli  stand 
by  him. 

But,  sir,  it  is  unnecessary  as  well  as  improper 
to  place  the  President  of  the  United  States  ia 
this  situation.    If  it  is  the  wish  of  both  Houses  of 
Congress  to  compliment  him  on  this  occasioo,  to 
return  him  their  thanks  for  his  good  conduct,  let 
them  do  it,  by  a  joint  address,  in  the  troe  Parlia- 
mentarv  style.    This  address,  according  to  the 
establisiied  rules,  is  to  be  presented  to  him  in  the 
presence  of  both  Houses,  and  will  not  require  his 
signature  of  approbation. 

But,  sir,  ao  far  as  this  resolution  is  a  pledge  cf 
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the  constituted  authorities  to  call  into  aetion  the 
trbole  force  of  the  natioo,  ought  it  not  to  be  pre- 
sented to  the  President  for  hfs  approbation  ?  Can 
fou  actually  call  out  the  force  of  the  nation,  by 
my  joint  resolution  you  may  pass,  without  sub- 
nitMog  the  subject  to  the  consideration  of  the 
President?  You  cannot,  sir.  Neither  can  you 
;ive  any  Constitutional  pledge  to  this  efreA, 
¥ithout  taking  the  same  course.  In  what  situa- 
ion,  then,  wilithis  resolution  place  the  President, 
n  respect  to  the  course  he  has  thought  proper  to 
mrsue,  in  relation  to  the  British  Gorernment  ? 
Sir,  yt)u  compel  him  at  once  to  change  the  state 
)f  the  relations  between  the  two  countries.  And, 
et  me  ask,  whether,  in  this  wav,  vou  do  not  in 
act  violate  the  Constitution,  wnich  has  intrusted 
he  Executive  alone  with  the  power  of  conduct- 
Dg  negotiations  of  ererv  kind  between  this  conn- 
ry  and  foreign  nations?  In  respect  to  the  con- 
luct  of  Mr.  Jackson,  has  not  the  President  assum- 
ed a  tone  and  language  totally  different  from  that 
if  this  resolution  1  Has  he  not,  sir,  pursued  the 
curse  pointed  out,  in  a  similar  case,  by  the  im- 
nortal  Washington,  and  which  has  been  pursu- 
!d  by  his  successor  ?  And  ^et  we  are  now  about 
otell  him  that  this  is  an  improper  course,  that 
le  ought  to  have  assumed  a  higher  tone ;  to  have 
hreatened  the  British  Government  ''with  calling 
Qto  action  the  whole  force  of  the  nation"  against 
hem  if  they  should  sanction  the  conduct  of  their 
dinister. 

I  need  only  advert  to  the  Message  of  the  Pres- 
deot,  and  the  letter  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  to 
•ur  Minister  at  London,  to  prove  that  the  lan- 
inage  of  the  Executive  and  that  of  the  resolntron 
re  at  war  with  each  other.  The  langttage  of  the 
iessage  is : 

"  And  it  would  indicate  a  want  of  confidence  due  to 
Government,  which  so  well  underatands  and  exacts 
rhat  becomes  foreign  Ministers  near  it,  not  to  infer 
^at  the  miseondnct  of  its  own  representative  wiH  be 
iewed  in  the  same  light  in  which  it  has  been  regard- 
d  here.  The  British  Government  will  learn,  at  the 
iffle  time,  that  a  ready  attention  will  be  given  to 
ommunications  through  any  channel  wbich  may  be 
abstituted.'' 

The  Seereury  of  State,  also,  says: 
"  You  are  particularly  requested,  at  the  same  thne, 
1  making  these  communications,  to  do  it  in  a  manner 
lat  will  leave  no  doubt  of  the  nndiminbhed  desire  of 
le  United  States  to  unite  in  all  the  means  best  calcu- 
ited  to  establish  the  relitions  of  the  two  countries  on 
le  solid  foundation  of  justice,  of  friendship,  and  of 
ratual  interest." 

Such,  sir,  is  the  language  of  the  President,  and 
nless  gentlemen  are  determined  upon  a  war, 
ven  before  they  have  heard  "  in  what  light  the 
on  duct  of  their  representative  is  viewed  by  the 
Iritish  Government,"  unless  they  are  determined 
>  place  the  dearest  interests  or  this  country  at 
azard,  unless  they  intend  to  close  the  door  which 
le  President  has  left  open  ^*  against  any  further 
ommunications"  from  them  ;  why  will  they  be 
iduced  to  vote  for  the  present  resolution? 

Sir,  I  want  no  more  resolution  and  proclama- 
ion  wars.    This  nation  is  sick  of  them,  and  for- 1 


eign  nations  view  thdm  with  contempt.  If  ona 
of  the  old-fashioned  wars  is  intended,  in  any 
event,  let  gentlemen  prepare  the  means  for  it;  let 
them  replenish  their  arsenals  with  arms  and  am- 
munition  of  every  kind ;  let  them  raise  armiea, 
build  navies,  and  negotiate  loans. 

But,  sir,  before  we  make  any  direct  or  condi" 
tional  declaration  of  war  afi;ainst  Great  Britain, 
let  us  wait  until  we  learn,  through  the  Constitu- 
tional organ,  in  what  light  the  conduct  of  Mr. 
Jackson  is  viewed  by  his  Government ;  let  us  wait 
until  we  are  informed  by  the  President  whether 
any  other  channel  of  communication  between  the 
two  countries  is  substituted  or  not  ?  It  will  then 
be  time  enough  for  us  to  take  a  decisive  step. 
We  may  tlien  be  called  upon  as  legislators  to  ex^ 
ercise  the  high  power  with  which  the  Constitu* 
tion  has  invested  us,  in  relation  to  war.  But,  nn« 
ril'we  come  to  this  point,  to  me,  sir,  it  is  clear 
that  we  ought  not  to  interfere,  as  iegishitors,  in 
the  manner  proposed  by  this  resolution.  And  I 
cannot  but  express  my  fears  that,  in  parsing  it. 
we  shall  not  only  compromit  the  best  interests  oi 
this  country,  but  establish  a  precedent  which  may 
hereafter  be  brought  into  action,  with,  perhaps, 
far  other  views  and  motives  than  those  which 
now  actuate  the  majority  of  this  House. 

But,  sir,  although  no  precedent  can  be  found 
for  this  measure,  in  the  history  of  our  own  Gov- 
ernment, yet,  it  nas  been  skid  to  be  conformable 
to  the  proceedings  relative  to  De  Palm  in  the 
Parliament  of  Great  Britain.  I  beg  leave  to  state 
that  case  to  the  House.  In  January,  1726-'7,  the 
King,  in  his  speech  to  Parliament,  speaking, 
among  other  things,  of  asenret  treaty  which  had 
then  lately  been  made  between  Spain  and  Austria^ 
said: 

"  I  have  received  information  from  diilbrent  ^ait% 
on  which  I  can  entirely  depend,  that  the  placing  the 
Pretender  upon  the  throne  of  Uiis  Kingdom  is  one  of 
the  articles  of  the  secret  engagement ;  and  that  if  time 
shall  evince  that  the  giving  up  the  trade  of  this  nation 
to  one  Power,  and  Gibraltar  and  Port  Mahon  to  ano- 
ther, is  made  the  price  of  imposing  upon  this  Kingdom 
a  Popish  Pretender,  what  an  .indignation  must  this 
raise  in  the  breast  of  every  Protestant  Briton." 

This  speech  gave  great  offence  to  both  th#' 
Courts  or  Austria  and  Spain,  and  Monaiear  de 
Palm,  then  Imperial  Resident  at  the  Court  of 
London,  bad  express  orders  from  the  Emperor,  aa 
appears  by  a  letter  to  him,  from  Chancellor  Zia- 
zendorf,  which  I  now  hold  in  my  hand,  to  pre* 
sent  to  the  King  a  memorial,  expressly  denying 
the  statements  he  had  made  from  the  thronew 
The  memorial  begins  thus : 

'<  Most  Serene  and  Potent  King :  As  soon  as  tlw 
speechi  made  by  your  Majesty  to  the  Parliament  of 
Great  Britain  now  assembled,  came  to  the  knowledge 
of  his  Imperial  and  Catholic  Majesty,  my  moat  gra- 
cious master,  he  was  struck  with  the  utmost  astonosh- 
ment,  that  your  Majesty  could  suffer  yourself  to  be  pre- 
vailed  upon  to  declare,  from  the  royal  throne,  to  thai 
most  renowned  nation,  in  a  manner  hitherto  unheard 
of,  as  certain  and  undoubted  facts,  several  things,  some 
of  which  are  strained,  in  that  speech,  to  a  wrong  sense  ; 
some  are  entirely  distant  from  the  intention  of  His  Im- 
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penal  and  Catholic  Majesty  ;  And,  lastly,  (which  affect 
much  more  sensibly  than  all  the  rest,)  some  things  ab- 
solutely void  of  all  foundation." 

The  memorial  then  proceeds  to  slate,  that  the 
assertions  contUined  in  the  speech  relative  ^Mo 
the  secret  articles  in  favor  of  the  Pretender,  are 
eDtirely  unsupported  by  truth."  De  Palm  had, 
also,  express  orders  to  cause  this  memorial  to  be 
printed,  and  circulated  through  the  Kingdom, 
and  which  was  immediately  done.  This,  then, 
was  not  the  mere  act  of  the  Imperial  Minister — 
it  was  the  act  of  the  Emperor  himself,  and  as 
audi  was  viewed  by  the  British  Parliament.  Can 
gentlemen  see  no  diflference  between  that  case 
and  the  present,  in  this  respect?  That  was  a 
direct  charge  of  the  most  wilful  falsehood,  made 
by  one  nation  against  another,  in  the  face  of  the 
world;  the  present,  to  make  the  most  of  it,  a 
mere  insinuation  of  the  kind,  made  by  a  foreign 
Minister,  against  a  Secretary  of  State,  in  their 
correspondence. 

The  British  Parliament,  in  the  case  alluded  to, 
indiffnant  at  the  manifest  insult  and  outrage  of* 
fered  to  their  King  and  to  the  nation,  presented  a 
joint  address  to  him.  giving  him  assurances  that 
they  would  "  defend  and  support  him  against  all 
his  open  and  secret  enemies,  both  at  home  and 
abroad." 

In  stating  this  case  it  is  impossible,  sir,  not  to 
call  to  our  recollection  the  history  of  those  times, 
and  the  then  political  situation  of  Great  Britain. 

The  house  of  Hanover,  to  the  exclusion  of  the 
ancient  and  tyrantiical  house  of  Stuart,  had  thet) 
but  lately,  b^  the  voice  of  the  nation,  succeeded 
to  the  Crown. 

This  alteration  of  the  succession^  it.  is  well 
known,  lighted  up  a  flame,  not  only  in  England, 
but  in  Europe,  which  lasted  more  than  half  a 
eentary.  The  pretensions  of  the  house  of  Stuart 
to  the  British  throne,  were  abetted,  not  only  by 
the  Scotch  and  the  Roman  Catholics  in  England, 
but,  either  openly  or  secretly,  by  most,  if  not  all, 
the  Roman  Catholic  countries  in  Europe.  But 
a  few  years  before  this,  a  rebellion  in  favor  of  the 
Pretender,  aided  by  foreign  influence,  had  broken 
out.  in  the  heart  of  the  kingdom,  which  had 
nearly  shaken  the  house  of  Hanover  from  the 
tbrooe. 

Under  these  circumstances,  and  in  this  situa- 
tion, the  Parliament  very  justly  viewed  with  in- 
di^oation  every  attempt  of  foreign  nations  to 
reinstate  upon  the  throne  a  family,  which  thena^ 
tioD,  bat  a  few  years  before,  had  expelled  from  it. 
It  was  this  extraordinary  occasion  which  produc- 
ed the  joint  address  from  Parliament,  which  has 
been  mentioned,  and  in  which  they  engaged  to 
aupport  and  defend  the  King,  in  opposition  to  a 
fiimily  under  whose  oppression  and  tyrannical 
actfr',  the  nation,  not  long  before,  bad  so  severely 
suffered.  The  Imperial  Minister  was  immediately 
sent  out  of  the  kingdom,  and  the  proceedings  of 
the  Emperor  were  considered  as  amounting  to  a 
declaration  of  war.  Both  parties,  therefore,  as 
the  historians  of  those  times  inform  us,  prepared 
for  war.  They  increased  their  armies  and  navies, 
and  Great  Britain  immediately  took  into  pay 


thirty  thousand  Danish,  Swedish,  and  Hessian 
troops ;  Gibraltar  itself  was  besieged  by  the  Span- 
iards within  one  month  from  tne  time  of  thb 
transaction. 

Such,  sir,  was  the  case  of  De  Palm,  which  I 
have  heard  so  often  mentioned,  as  precisely  sim- 
ilar to  that  of  Mr.  Jackson.  If  I  am  unable  to 
parceive  that  similarity  so  as  to  justify  the  meas- 
ure now  before  us,  I  presume  it  may  be  owing  to 
my  want  of  that  acuteness  of  perception  which 
otners  seem  to  possess. 

These  are  some  of  the  reasons  which  will  in- 
duce me  to  Tote  for  the  postponement  of  the 
resolution. 

While  a  negotiation  with  a  foreign  Govern- 
ment is  pending,  I  do  not  wish  to  be  called  upon 
to  give  a  vote,  either  to  applaud  or  condemn  the 
conduct  of  the  Executive  in  relation  to  it.  I 
would  do  nothing,  sir,  which  could  embarrass  the 
President  in  any  negotiation,  or  in  any  intercourse 
between  this  country  and  foreign  nations.  And, 
although  I  might  be  of  opinion  that  the  course 
which  the  Executive  had  thought  prober  to  pur- 
sue, was  not,  in  all  respects,  the  wisest  and  the 
best,'  yet,  sir,  I  would  be  cautious  of  ex  pressing 
that  opinion  on  this  floor,  until  the  business  was 
brought  to  a  close.  While,  therefore,  the  door 
for  an  accommodation  of  our  differences  with 
Great  Britain  is  left  open  by  the  Executive,  I 
would  take  no  step  that  might  shut  it. 

But,  if  I  must  be  compelled  to  give  that  opin- 
ion, if  by  pressing  the  resolution  to  a  final  decis- 
ion, I  am  called  upon  to  give  a  vote.  I  must  give 
it  as  my  best  judgment  shall  dictate. 

I  shall  not,  Mr.  Speaker,  detain  you  and  the 
House  long  in  entering  into  the  details  of  the  cor- 
respondence between  Mr.  Smith  and  Mr.  Jack- 
son. This  correspondence  has  been  so  largely 
commented  upon,  and  with  so  much  ability,  bv' 
those  who  have  preceded  me  in  opposition  to  the 
resolution,  as  to  render  it  unnecessary.  The  na- 
ture of  the  alleged  offence,  on  the  pan  of  Mr. 
Jackson,  is  stated  by  the  Secretary  of  State  in  his 
letter  to  Mr.  Pinkney  of  November  23.  Mr. 
Smith  there  states: 

**  It  was  never  objected  to  him  (Mr.  Jackson)  thil 
he  had  stated  it  as  a  fact  that  the  three  propositioiis  in 
question  bad  been  submitted  to  me  by  Mr.  Erskine, 
nor  that  he  stated  it  as  made  known  to  him  by  the  in- 
structions of  Mr.  Canning,  that  the  instruction  to  Mr. 
Erskine,  containing  those  three  conditions,  was  the 
only  one  from  which  his  authority  was  derived  to  con- 
clude an  arrangement  on  the  matter  to  which  it  relat- 
ed. The  objection  was,  that  a  knowledge  of  this  re- 
striction of  the  authority  of  Mr.  Erskine  was  imputed  to 
this  Government,  and  the  repetition  of  the  imputation 
even  after  it  had  been  peremptorily  disclaimed. ' 

From  an  attentive  examination  of  the  docu- 
ments, I  have  been  uiiable  to  find  that  Mr.  Jack- 
son has  anywhere  stated  that  "this  restriction  of 
the  authority  of  Mr.  Erskine"  was  known  to  our 
Government  at  the  time  of  the  arrangement.  He 
states  it,  to  be  £ure,  as  a  fact,  that  the  despatch  of 
the  23d  of  January  was  the  only  one  by  which 
the  conditions  were  prescribed  to  Mr.  Erskine  for 
the  conclusion  of  an  arrangement.   He  also  states 
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what  he  considers  Mr.  Smith  as  admitting,  that 
the  instructioDs  contained  in  it  were,  in  substance, 
made  known  to  our  Gorernment  by  Mr.  Erskine. 
These  premises  being  admitted,  Mr.  Smith  was, 
io  fact,  acquainted,  at  the  time  of  the  arrange- 
ment, with  the  only  instructions  which  Mr.  Ers- 
kine had.  For  if,  in  truth,  there  were  no  other 
instructions  or  authority  than  those  contained  in 
that  despatch,  and  Mr.  Smith  was  made  acquaint- 
ed with  the  substance  of  those  instructions,  Mr. 
Jackson's  assertion,  that  Mr.  Smith  had  a  knowl- 
edge of  the  onlv  instructions  or  authority  which 
Mr.  Erskine  had,  even  supposing  it  refers  to  the 
time  when  the  arrangement  was  made,  was  a 
verily.  , 

Bat,  sir,  does  it  follow  from  this  that  Mr.  Smith 
at  that  time  knew  that  Mr.  Erskine  had  no  other 
instructions,  or  that  his  authority  was  restricted 
to  the  conditions  contained  in  that  despatch?  It 
does  not.  Mr.  Jackson  has  not  said  that  Mr. 
Smith  had  such  knowledge,  neither  do  I  perceive 
that  it  is  necessarily  implied  from  anything  he 
has  said.  In  his  letter  of  October  23d,  (in  which 
are  said  to  be  the  ofiensive  expressions,)  he  says : 

'*  I  have,  therefore^  no  hesitation  in  informing  yon 
that  His  Majestj  was  pleased  to  disavow  the  agree- 
ment conclttded  between  you  and  Mr.  Erskine,  because 
it  was  concluded  in  violation  of  that  gentleman's  in- 
itractions,  and  altogether  without  anthoritj  to  sub- 
scribe to  the  terms  of  it.  These  instructions,  I  now 
understand  by  the  letter,  as  well  as  by  the  obvious  de- 
duction which  I  took  the  liberty  of  making  in  mine  of 
the  nth  inst.,  were  at  that  time,  in  substance,  made 
known  to  you." 

To  what  iostruetions  does  Mr.  Jackson  here 
refer?  Evidently  to  those  contained  in  the  de- 
spatch of  January  23d  ;  for  he  had  before  declar- 
ed, in  the  most  solemn  manner,  that  the  despatch 
contained  the  only  instructions  and  the  only  au- 
thority which  Mr.  Erskine  had  to  conclude  an 
arrangement  on  the  subject  to  which  it  related. 
And  when,  in  his  last  letter,  he  says  that  he  had 
"avoided  drawing  conclusions  that  did  not  ne- 
cessarily follow  from  the  premises  advanced," 
&c.,  is  it  to  be  inferred  that  one  of  the  conclu- 
sions was,  that,  at  the  time  of  the  arrangement 
our  Government  bad  a  knowledge  of  the  restric- 
tion of  the  authority  of  Mr.  Erskine  ?  Certainly 
not ;  because  such  a  conclusion  does  not  neces- 
sarily follow  from  the  premises  advanced.  If 
then,  sir,  by  a  fair  construction  of  the  language 
and  expressions  used  by  Mr.  Jackson,  this  insult 
13  not  to  be  found,  I  can  never  consent  to  give  my 
rote  for  the  resolution. 

In  making  these  observations,  I  am  not  the  ad- 
vocate of  Mr.  Jackson,  or  of  the  British  Govern- 
ment; nor  have  I  condescended,  nor  will  I  ever 
condescend  to  be  the  flatterer  of  the  present  or  of 
any  other  Executive  of  ray  own  country.  I  can- 
not but  regret  that,  in  the  correspondence  between 
Mr.  Smith  and  Mr.  Jackson,  there  appears  to  be 
a  mutual  distrust  of  each  other's  sincerity,  and 
ihat  the  language  of  both  is  far  from  being  con- 
ciliatory. But.  sir.  I  can  see  nothing  in  it  which 
viil  Worrantme  lii  calliog  out  the  whole  force 


of  the  nation,  or  in  giving  a  pledge  to  that  effect. 
I  cannot  consent  to  put  the  dearest  interests  of 
this  country  at  hazard,  because  a  Secretary  of 
Stale  has  supposed  that  he  has  been  insulted,  by^ 
implication,  by  a  foreign  Minister.  If,  sir,  I  coulcl^ 
believe,  what  some  gentlemen  have  stated  as. 
their  belief,  that  Mr.  Jackson  has  not  only  insult- 
ed our  Government,  but  that  he  came  here  with, 
no  other  view,  and  that  he  had  orders  from  his 
Government  to  do  it,  I  would  be  Willinj^  to  sajr 
directly,  that  we  must  have  war  or  satisfaction. 

But,  sir,  the  President  himself  does  not  view 
this  insult,  whatever  it  may  be,  as  coming  from 
the  British  Government;  if  he  had  so  viewed  it,  he 
never  could  have  told  them  that  a*' ready  attention 
would  be  given  to  communications,  through  any 
channel  that  might  be  substituted." 

There  is,  sir,  another  important  inquiry,  wM«h'< 
has  been  presented  for  our  consideration  ;  an  hm- 
quiry  in  which  the  people  of  this  nation  have  the 
deepest  interest.    It  has  been  asked,  and  will  often 
be  hereafter  asked.  How  has  this  quarrel  origina- 
ted?   How  has  it  happened,  that  a  dispute  has 
arisen  between  Mr.  Jackson  and  Mr.  Smith? 
Whether  the  latter  had  or  had  not  a  knowledge 
of  the  restriction  of  the  authority  of  Mr.  Erskine 
in  his  late  arrangement  with  this  Gh)vernment? 
Was  it  of  no  importance  to  the  Secretary  of  State 
in  making  this  arrangement,  to  know  the  extent 
of  Mr.  Brskine's  authority?    Was  it  a  matter  of 
indifference  with  him,  whether  Mr.  Erskine  had 
authority  to  bind  his  Government  to  rescind  the 
Orders  in  Council,  on  the  single  condition  of  our 
suspending  the  non-intercourse  law,  as  it  respects  ' 
Great  Britain,  or  on  othcE  and  further  conditions  ? 
And,  if  it  was  important,  had  or  bad  he  not  a 
right  to  require  of  Mr.  Erskine  the  production  of 
his  authority,  before  he  concluded  the  arrange- 
ment?   The  principles  of  public  law  or  the  law 
of  nations  have  been  clearly  stated  and  proved  by 
my  colleague,  (Mr.  Dana.)    These  prroci pies,  f 
understand  to  be,  that  the  Secretary  of  State  had 
a  right  to  require  of  Mr.  Erskine  the  production 
of  his  power  or  authority,  before  he  concluded 
any  arrangement  with  him  $  and  that,  as  by  the 
arrangement,  the  conditions  on  our  part  were  to 
be  immediately  carried  into  execution,  it  was  pe^ 
culiarly  his  duty  so  to.  do.    If  this,  sir,  had  been 
done,  this  unfortunate  dispute,  a  dispute  which,  it 
seems,  is  now  threatening  to  involve  this  country 
in  a  war,  would  never  have  arisen. 

Much  has  been  said  about  the  diplomatic  pa- 
pers with  which  Ministers  are  usually  furnished, 
viz:  Letters  of  credence,  full  powers,  and  in- 
structions. It  is  of  importance  that  we  should 
distinctly  ascertain  the  nature  and  object  of  these 
several  papers  and  the  different  uses  which  are  to 
be  made  of  them. 

The  gentleman  from  Virginia  (Mr.  Eppes)  has 
more  than  intimated,  that  a  Minister,  by  virtue  of 
his  simple  letter  of  credence,  has  power  to  mak*e 
a  treaty,  or  to  enter  into  stipulations  which  will 
be  binding  on  his  Government ;  and,  to  prove  this, 
has  quoted  the  words,  which  are  usually  inserted 
in  all  the  diplomatic  papers  of  this  kind,  request- 
ing the  Government  to  whom  the  Minister  is 
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•Bent,  ^^  to  g^ive  full  credit  to  all  he  shall  say  to 
theiD;  on  the  part  of  his  Govern  meat.*' 

Simple  letters  of  credence,  sir,  give  no  power 
to  the  Minister,  who  is  the  bearer  of  ibera,  to  en- 
ter into  any  stipulations  which  shall  bind  his 
Oovernment.  The  general  expressions  which  are 
«i8ed  in  diplomatic  papers  of  this  description,  and 
to  which  allusion  has  been  made,  are  words  of 
form,  and,  by  the  general  usage  and  custom  of 
nations,  have  never  been  construed  to  refer  to  any- 
thing more  than  the  ordinary  business  of  a  Min- 
ister or  Envoy  at  a  foreign  Court.  Permit  me  to 
illustrate  this  idea :  Suppose,  Mr.  Erskine,  who 
at  the  time  was  an  accredited  Minister  near  this 
Government,  had,  immediately  after  the  attack 
on  the  Chesapeake,  and  before  he  had  heard  from 
his  Government  on  the  subject,  undertaken,  by 
virtue  of  the  powers,  contained  in  his  simple  let- 
ter of  credence,  to  stipulate  what  reparation  and 
satisfaction  should  be  made  tu  us,  on  the  part  of 
Great  Britain,  for  this  outrage  upon  our  national 
sovereignty.  Would  such  a  stipulation  have 
been,  in  any  manner  whatever,  binding  on  his 
Government?  It  cannot  be  pretended.  Sup- 
pose, also,  that,  immediately  after  laving  the  em- 
bargo, he  had  without  any  other  authority^  enter- 
ed into  an  agreement  or  arrangement  with  the 
Executive,  that,  on  the  repeal  of  our  embargo 
acts,  the  King  should  rescind  bis  Orders  in  Coun- 
cil. Would  the  King  of  England  have  been  un- 
der any  obligation  to  comply  with  the  terms  of 
such  an  arrangement  ?  Certainly  not.  But,  sir, 
further  to  prove  the  correctness  of  this  doctrine, 
let  me  refer  gentlemen  to  another  case,  under  our 
own  Government,  in  addition  to  those  which 
have  been  mentioned  by  my  colleague.  It  is  well 
known  that  great  difficulties  arose  in  the  execu- 
tion of  the  sixth  article  of  Mr.  Jay's  Treaty.  To 
remove  these  difficulties,  a  convention  was  enter- 
ed into 'between  Lord  Hawkesbury  and  Mr.  King, 
on  the  part  of  the  two  Governments,  at  London, 
in  1802. '  In  the  convention  itself,  Mr.  King  de- 
scribes his  power  of  authority  in  the  following 
words : 

«  And  the  President  of  the  United  States,  by  and 
with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate  thereof,  has 
named  lor  their  Plenipotentiary  Rofus  King,  Esquire, 
Minister  Plenipotentiary  of  the  said  United  States  to 
Hie  Britannic  Majesty,  who  have  agreed  to,"  &c 

And  the  Plenipotentiaries,  at  the  conclusion  of 
the  convention,  say,  that  thev  sign  the  same,  ^'by 
▼irtue  of  their  respective  full  powers."  Now, 
sir,  notwithstanding  Mr.  King,  by  virtue  of  his 

Sneral  letter  of  credence,  was  at  that  time  a 
inister  Plenipotentiary  at  the  Court  of  Great 
Britain,  it  was  thought  necessary  to  invest  him 
with  special  Plenipotentiary  powers,  in  order  to 
enable  him  to  settle  the  disputes  which  had  arisen 
under  a  former  treat  v.  This  proceeding  was  un- 
doubtedly considered  as  conformable  to  the  usage 
and  custom  of  nations  in  similar  c^ses.  To  prove 
chat  it  was  so,  as  well  as  to  prove  that  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  had  a  right  to  require  the  production 
of  Mr.  Erskine's  authority,  I  beg  leave  to  refer 
the  House  to  one  or  two  writers  on  this  subject; 
wishing  them  to  keep  in  view  the  important  dis- 


tinction between  the  powers  or  authority  of  a 
Minister  and  his  instructions,  as  separate  from  his 
authority.  For  although  the  powers  ar  authority 
of  a  Minister  may  be  called  for,  and  must  be  pro- 
duced, if  required  ;  yet,  his  instructions,  as  sepa- 
rate frum  his  authority,  can  never  be  called  for 
or  required  of  him.  One  of  the  writers  to  whom 
I  allude,  viz :  Wicquefort,  and  who  baa  writtee 
expressly  on  the  functions  and  duties  of  Ambas- 
sadors, has  been  cited  by  thegentleaian  from  Vir- 
ginia. He  has  described  him  as  an  old  authority. 
I  would  observe,  however,  that  his  writings  arc 
much  less  ancient  than  those  of  Chroiiua^  who  has 
been  justly  styled  the  father  of  public  law.  Hsr- 
Jng  been  unable  to  find  this  work  in  English,  I 
shall  be  compelled  to  eive  the  House  an  imper- 
fect translation  of  it  from  the  French — ^gentle- 
men, however,  will  be  able  to  correct  me,  if  I 
should  mistranslate: 

"  Power  or  authority  {la  pauvoir)  says  Wicguefarij 
is  essentially  necessary  for  an  Ambassador,  when  he 
would  make  or  conclude  a  treaty,  or  negotiate  any  ptr- 
ticular  and  important  afiair,  in  the  execution  of  whick 
both  parties  are  interested  in  having  assurances."  lAx. 
I.  sec.  16. 

After  stating  particular  cases,  be  then  proceeds 
to  say : 

**  And  I  would  add,  that  powers  are  not  so  neoeiinTy 
to  the  Ministers,  who  are  the  beareis  of  them,  as  tlMf 
are  to  the  Commifisioneis  or  Ambasaadois  who  ticst 
with  them,  and  to  whom  it  is  important  to  be  assand 
that,  whatever  they  shall  negotiate  and  treat  apoa 
with  Plenipotentiariesy  wiU  be  agreed  to  and  ratified." 

To  prove  this^  he  also  refers  to  a  particolar  case, 
which  I  shall  ask  permission  to  read  : 

**  It  is  very  certain  (says  he)  thst  the  powo-  or  so- 
thority  is  at  least  as  necessary  lor  him  who  treats  with 
a  Miniiter,  as  to  the  Minister  himself,  as  appears  inm 
the  following  case :  '  The  invasion  with  which  Phi]^ 
the  Hardy,  King  of  France,  threatened  the  kingdom  of 
Arragon,  in  the  year  1385,  obliged  King  Peter  tiM  Great 
to  aend  to  Sancho  the  Brave,  King  of  Castile,  a  gen- 
tleman by  the  name  of  Pierre  de  Bolea,  to  induce  him 
to  enter  into  his  interests.  This  gentleman »  who  bad 
no  other  power  than  a  simple  letter  of  credencre-,  foond 
himself  very  much  embarrassed,  seeing  that  the  Kin^ 
of  Castile  waa  very  little  disposed  to  act  for  the  intereat 
of  the  King  of  Arragon.  8o  that,  fearing  he  would  even 
declare  for  France,  he  told  him,  that  if  he  woold  only 
remain  neater,  the  King  of  Arragon  would  giTe  Yam 
the  city  of  Calatayna  a&r  the  war  riioald  be  fini^ied. 
Sancho  remained  neuter,  and,  seeing  that  Peter  had 
made  an  advantageous  treaty  with  France,  he  demandi 
of  him  the  city  which  Bolea  had  promised  him.  The 
King  of  Arragon  said,  that  the  gentleman  whom  he 
had  sent  to  him  had  neither  order  nor  power  (ni  ardrt 
mpouvair)  to  promise  him  anything;  bat,  not  to  faJH 
in  what  he  owed  to  a  King,  whose  friendship  had  been 
so  dear  to  him,  he  sent  to  him  the  gentleman  himseIC 
to  dispose  of  him  according  to  his  will.  Bolea.  con- 
fessed to  the  King  of  Castile  that  he  had  no  order  to 
o&r  him  anything ;  bat  that  the  great  affection  be  had 
for  the  King  his  master,  had  induced  him  to  make  the 
advances  he  did,  for  the  purpose  of  averting  thoee  dan- 
gers which  the  janction  of  the  forces  of  Prance  and 
Castile  wonld  render  inevitable.  The  King  of  CastBc 
praised  his  aesl  and  sent  him  back  to  his  msster." 
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The  wrher  immediately  adds: 

**  He  (the  King  of  Castile)  ought  to  accuM  himielf 
for  having  too  lightly  truated  to  the  saying  of  a  Minis- 
ter, who,  in  the  regulation  of  his  employment,  did  not 
frar  to  mix  a  little  artifice  with  his  probity.  The  King 
of  Castile  ought  to  have  had  this  promise  made  in 
writing,  and,  before  accepting  it,  he  ought  also  to  have 
had  given  him  an  authentic  copy  of  the  power  in  vir- 
toe  of  which  it  was  made." 

This  case  proves,  sir,  that  simple  letters  of  cre- 
dence give  DO  aaihority  to  a  Minister  to  enter  into 
aoy  special  stipulations  to  bind  his  Government. 
And  we  also  have  the  authority  of  this  writer 
that  the  Qoveroment  to  whom  any  promise  or 
engagement  is  made  by  a  Minister  who  may  have 
a  letter  of  credence,  has  a  right  to  require  thsA 
not  only  the  promise  or  engagement  should  be  in 
writing,  but,  before  accepting  it,  that  an  authen- 
tic copy  of  the  power,  in  virtue  of  which  it  is 
made,  should  also  to  be  given  to  them. 

The  gentleman  from  Virginia,  however,  to 
prove  the  contrary,  has  cited  the  following  pas- 
sage from  fVicquefort: 

"  The  Ambassador,  after  he  has  presented  his  let- 
ters of  credence,  and  had  them  approved,  ought  to  en- 
joy the  effect  thereof  purely  and  simply,  and  has  no 
fiuther  occasion  to  Ibrtify  or  anthoriae  his  negottatidn 
by  producing  other  instraments." 

This  quotation^  sir,  is  but  a  part  of  a  sentence, 
the  whole  of  which  mast  be  taken  together,  in 
order  to  understand  the  meaning  of  th«  author. 
Wicquefort  has  just  before  been  speaking  of  the 
eooduct  of  the  Slates  General  toward  Walter 
Strickland,  in  demanding  his  instructions,  and 
irhich  he  rery  justly  condemns ;  he  then  adds : 

**  What  I  have  pust  said  respecting  the  treatment 
s^hich  Walter  Btnckland  received  at  the  Hague  is 
banded  on  the  law  of  nations ;  because  an  Ambaasa- 
br,  after  he  has  pteaanted  his  letters  of  credence,  and 
isd  them  approved,  ought  to  enjoy  the  efRn^  thereof 
mrely  and  simply,  and  haa  no  Airther  occasion  to  fbr- 
ify  his  eharaeter  or  auHioriae  his  negotiation,  by  pro- 
iadng  other  ihstnunettts,  unleas  that  he  be  either  re- 
[uested,  or  that  he  himself  requests,  to  make  a  particular 
reaty,  for  which  he  must  necessarily  have  a  special 
•ower.  It  is  this,  of  which  I  shall  speak,  after  having 
aid  a  word  on  the  subject  of  letters  of  credence  in  the 
allowing  section." 

This,  sir,  is  the  whole  of  the  sentence,  and  is 
he  conclusion  of  a  section  on  the  subject  of  the 
Dstructions  of  a  Minbter;  and,  taken  together, 
roves,  beyond  a  doubt,  that  a  letter  of  credence 
i  insufficient  to  enable  a  Resident  Minister  or 
Menipotentiary  to  make  a  particular  treaty,  hut 
bat  a  special  power  is  necessary  for  the  purpose. 
Lnd,  let  it  not  be  supposed  that,  by  the  word 
treaty"  here  used,  nothing  more  is  intended  than 
n  agreement,  which  is  technically  so  called, and 
rbich  is  of  the  highest  character,  and  is  the  most 
^lemn  compact  between  nations.  For,  in  the 
ibsequent  section,  part  of  which  I  have  before 
uoted,  fVicquefort  says,  this  power  is  necessary 
ot  only  for  the  purpose  of  ^  concluding  a  treaty, 
at  of  negotiating  any  particular  and  important 
fair,  (u7te  affaire  partvculiere  et  import antej)  to 
B  assured  of  the  execution  of  which  both  parties 
ave  au  interest.'' 


The  power  or  authority  with  which  a  Minister 
must  be  clothed,  in  order  to  enable  him  to  enter 
into  any  stipulations  which  shall  bind  his  Gov- 
ernment mav  be,  either  what,  in  a  strictly  legal 
sense,  is  called  a  full  powerj  and  without  any 
limitation,  and  \ihich  is  under  the  great  seal  of 
the  $tate;  or,  it  is  a  more  limited  and  restricted 
authority,  and  is  not  attended  with  such  high  evi- 
dence ut  authenticity.  But,  in  either  case,  the 
power  or  authority  must  be  produced  if  required. 
When  this  authority  is  given  to  a  Resident  Min- 
ister or  Plenipotentiary,  and  is  limited  to  a  par- 
ticular transaction,  it  may  be,  and  sometimes  is, 
coupled  wi(h  his  instructions ;  and  more  espe- 
cially is  this  the  case  when  the  terms  by  which 
alone  he  is  authorized  to  negotiate,  are  prescribed 
to  him  in  the  instrument  giving  the  authority 
This  limited  power  is  not,  then,  what,  in  the  usual 
style  of  writers  on  public  law,  is  called  a  full  or 
patent  power,  under  the  great  seal  of  the  Stat%; 
but  is  still  such  an  authority,  as,  if  required^  mus 
be  produced.  And,  when  this  authority  is  not 
produced,  if  required,  it  is  optional  with  the  party 
thus  requiring  it,  whether  he  proceeds  in  the  ne- 
gotiation or  not.  If  he  does  proceed,  trusting 
solely  to  the  word  of  the  Minister  that  he  has 
authority  (as  was  the  case  with  the  King  of  Cas- 
tile before  quoted)  to  make  the  stipulations  which 
he  proposes,  he  proceeds  at  his  own  risk,  and  can 
never  complain,  if  the  Government  should  dis- 
own an  agreement  entered  into  by  its  agent  with- 
out authority,  or,  contrary  to  his  authority.  The 
British  Ministry,  aware  that  the  Government  of 
the  United  States  had  a  right  to  call  for  the  au- 
thority of  Mr.  Erskine,  to  bind  the  King  to  re- 
scind the  Orders  in  Council,  gave  him  liberty  to 
show  the  despatch  of  the  23d  of  January,  tn  ex- 
tenso;  which  despatch  not  only  contained  bis 
authority,  but  also  his  instructions  or  the  precise 
conditions  to  be  performed  on  our  part  before 
the  authority  could  be  exercised. 

That  a  Government  is  not  bound  to  ratify 
an  agreement  made  by  its  Minister,  without 
authority,  or  contrary  to  his  authority,  is  one 
of  the  plainest  maxims  of  common  law.  This 
maxim  was  taken  from  the  old  Roman  lav, 
that  the  acts  of  an  agent  or  proxf  were  not  bind- 
ing on  his  principal,  unless  done  in  pursuance  of 
the  power  or  autnority  given  him  bv  his  princi- 
pal. This,  sir,  is  a  maxim  about  which  writers 
on  public  law  have  never  differed.  And  I  will 
Tenture  to  assert  that,  from  the  time  of  the  mem- 
orable agreement  entered  into,  without  authority, 
between  the  Roman  Consuls  and  the  Samnites, 
and  which  was  disavowed  by  the  Roman  people, 
down  to  the  present  moment,  this  principle  has 
never  been  questioned. 

It  is  intimated,  however,  sir,  in  the  President's 
Message,  and  the  same  intimation  has  been  made 
on  this  floor,  that  *'  a  disavowal  of  engagements 
formed  by  diplomatic  functionaries,"  cannot  be 
made  consistently  with  good  faith,  unless,  '4q 

*  cases  where,  by  the  terms  of  the  engagements, 

*  a  mutual  ratification  is  reserved ;  or  where  no- 
'  tice  at  the  time  may  have  been  given  of  a  de- 

*  parture  from  instructions ;  or,  in  extraordinary 
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*  cases,  esseDtially  violation  the  principles  of 
^  equity."  I  must  be  permitted  to  say^  that  my 
opinions  of  the  law  of  nations,  on  this  subject, 
are  totally  different  from  the  intimations  here 
given.  I  have  always  understood  the  public  law 
on  this  subject  to  be,  that  " agreements  ibrmed  by 
diplomatic  functiunaries,"  might  be  disavowed  in 
cases  where  they  had  departed  from  their  secret 
instructions,  although  no  notice  of  such  departure 
was  given  at  the  time,  and  that,  by  the  niodern 
usage  of  nations,  engagements,  although  formed 
by  public  Ministers  in  strict  conformity  with  their 
powers  and  instructions,  are  not  considered  as 
oblieaiory  on  their  respective  Governments,  until' 
ratified  by  ihcm,  although  "by  the  terms  of  the  en- 
gagements, a  mutual  ratification  is  not  reserved." 
If  the  House  will  indulge  me,  sir,  I  will  prove^ 
by  well  established  authorities,  that  my  opinion 
is  correct.  Vattel,  in  his  celebrated  work  on  the 
law  of  nations,  and  which  is  a  sort  of  text  book 
on  this  subject,  in  book  four,  chapter  six,  concern- 
ing public  Ministers,  says:  ^*By  a  well  grounded 
'  custom  any  engagements,  which  the  Minister 

*  should  enter  into,  are  at  present  of  no  force  among 
^  sovereigns,  unless  ratified  by  his  principal." 

Martens  lays  down  the  same  principles,  and  to 
these  let  me  add  the  authority  ot  a  French  writer. 
Monsieur  Picquet;  who,  although  not  so  much 
known  as  the  former,  Vattel  himself  has  quoted, 
and  has  called  a  wise  and  virtuous  politician — this 
author,  (in  a  little  treatise,  entitled  Discours  sur 
Vart  de  Nigocier)  says  "although  the  powers 
'  which  authorize  a  Minister  to  treat  appear  to  be 
'  unlimited,)  yet  they  are  always  in  fact  limited 
'  by  the  instructions,  which  accompany  them, 

*  and  this  limitation  is  of  such  rigor,  that  the  Minis- 
'  ter  cannot  be  too  scrupulous  an  observer  of  them. 
^  He  ought  in  effect^  in  matters  of  so  great  impor- 
'  taoce.  to  avoid,  as  much  as  possible,  taking  any- 

*  thing  upon  himself,  either  as  to  the  terms  of  his 

*  engagements,  or  as  to  their  extent.    The  incon- 

<  veniences  of  this  are  too  evident  to  render  it  ne- 

<  cessary  to  detail  them.   He  who  passes  the  limits 

<  which  are  prescribed  to  him^  not  only  deceives 

<  his  master,  out  does  a  great  ip)ury  {rerid  un  mau- 

*  vols  service)  to  the  Prince  with  whom  he  treats, 
**  because  it  always  depends  on  the  master  to  ratify 

*  or  not  an  engagement  formed  by  a  Minister,  who 

*  acts  contrary  to  his  instruction." 

These,  sir,  are  the  principles  of  national  law 
on  this  subject  Acting  in  conformity  witb  these 
principles,  the  late  Administration  refused  to 
ratify  a  convention  entered  into  between  our 
Minister,  Mr.  King,  and  the  British  Government, 
relative  to  our  Northeastern  boundary;  although 
this  convention  was  formed  in  pursuance  of  powers 
and  instructions  given  to  Mr.  King,  by  jOur  Gov- 
ernment. Upon  the  same  principles  the  late  Presi- 
dent refused  to  ratify  the  treaty  of  Messrs.  Monroe 
and  Piokney ;  and  on  the  same  ground,  no  treaty 
or  convention  in  this  country  is  obligatory,  or  con- 
sidered as  the  law  of  the  land,  until  ratified  by 
the  President  and  Senate,  and  promulgated  by 
proclamation. 

It  is  said,  however,  sir,  that  these  principles  are 
only  applicable  to  treaties  strictly  so  called,  on  ac- 


V 

count  of  their  great  magnitude,  and  of  their  per- 
manent character.  To  this  I  shall  only  oppose 
the  .opinion  of  Vattel,  who  (in  book  H.  chapter 
14)  says:  "All  we  have  said  of  the  validity  of 
'  treaties,  of  their  execution,  of  dissolving  them, 

*  and  of  the  obligations  and  rights  that  flow  from 
'  them,  are  applicable  to  the  various  conventioDs 
^  which  sovereigns  may  conclude  with  each  other. 

*  Treaties,  conventions,  and  agreements,  are  all 
'  public  engagements,  in  regard  to  which  there  is 
'  but  one  and  the  same  rights  and  the  sanae  rules.^ 
It  seems,  sir,  that  in  the  late  arraogement  the 
Secretary  of  State  trusted  to  the  word,  oay,  even 
to  the  belief  of  Mr.  Erskine,  that  he  had  sufticieot 
authority  to  conclude  it.  In  his  letter  to  Mr. 
Jackson  of  October  19th,  page  forty-six,  of  the 
printed  documents,  he  says:  ^  That  be  (Mr.  £r»k- 
ine)  had,  or  at  least  that  he  believed  he  had  suffi- 
cient authority  to  conclude  the  arrangement,  his 
formal  assurances,  during  our  discussions,  were 
such  as  to  leave  no  room  to  doubt." 

If,  sir,  instead  of  trusting  to  formal  assurances 
of  this  kind,  the  Secretary  of  State  had,  agreeable 
to  diplomatic  usage,  called  for  this  authority,  that 
he  might  himself  judge  of  its  sufficiency,  we  should 
not  now  be  required  to  pass  the  resoluiion  before  us; 
we  should  not  now  be  plunged  into  difficulties,  from 
which  nothing  short  of  a  miracle  can  extricate  os 
with  honor. 

With  these  observations,  I  shall  dismiss  thii 
part  of  the  subject ;  claiming,  however,  the  in- 
dulgence of  the  House,  for  a  few  moments  longer, 
while  I  advert  to  some  other  pans  of  the  papen 
and  correspondence  before  us. 

As  to  the  terms  and  conditions,  which  were 
offered  us  in  the  despatch  of  Mr.  KrskiQo  of  Jaoa- 
arv  23d,  on  the  part  of  the  British  Governmeot, 
I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  they  were 
such,  especially  the  second  and  third,  as  ought  not 
and  could  not  have  been  agreed  to  on  the  part  of 
our  Government.  And  no  justification  or  apology 
for  the  British  Ministry  in  proposing  them,  can 
be  made,  but  the  one  which  they  themselves  have 
stated,  a  supposition  or  belief,  that  they  came 
from  members  of  our  Government,  and  that, 
therefore,  they  would  meet  with  the  approbatioa 
of  the  present  Administration.  This  supposition 
or  belief,  originated  it  seems  in  what  Mr.  Smith, 
in  his  letter  of  November  23d  to  Mr.  Pinkoey, 
calls  a  double  mistake.  Let  us,  sir,  examine  the 
subject.  As  to  the  second  condition,  which  goes 
to  renotince  the  colonial  trade  altogether,  this  had 
its  origin  in  a  conversation  between  Mr.  Erskine 
and  Mr.  Gallatin,  previous  to  the  3d  of  Septem- 
ber, 1808.  This  conversation  was  reported  to  the 
British  Ministry  by  Mr.  Erskine,  and  is  detailed 
in  his  letter  of  the  14th  of  August  last,  to  Mr. 
Smith,  in  answer  to  one  requiring  explanations 
on  the  subject  of  the  conditions  contained  in  the 
despatch  of  January  28th.  In  this  letter  of  the  14(h 
of  August,  Mr.  Erskine  proceeds  to  give  **an  ab- 
stract of  the  communications"  which  he  made  to 
his  Government  **  relative  to  unofficial  conversa- 
tions" which  he  held  with  Mr.  Madison,  Mr.  Gal- 
latin, and  Mr.  Smith,  and  which  were  alluded  to 
by  Mr.  Canning.  . 
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Speaking  of  the  conyersations  with  Mr.  Galla- 
tin, be  says : 

"  He  (Mr.  G.)  adverted  also  to  the  probability  of  an 
adjustment^f  another  io^portant  point  in  dispute  be- 
tween the  two  countries,  as  he  said  ho  knew  that  it 
was  intended  by  the  United  States  to  abandon  the 
attempt  to  carry  on  a  trade  with  the  colonies  of  belli- 
gerents in  time  of  war,  which  was  not  allowed  in  time 
of  peace,  and  to  trust  to  the  being  permitted  by  the 
French  to  carry  on  such  trade  in  peace  so  as  to  entitle 
them  to  a  continuance  of  it  in  time  of  war." 

Here,  sir,  Mr.  Erskine  stated  to  his  GoverD- 
ment,  not  the  mere  opinion^  but  the  knowledge,  of 
one  of  the  members  of  the  Administration,  that 
the  United  States  intended  to  abandon  the  colo- 
nial trade  altogether.  It  is  true,  that  in  the  same 
letter  to  Mr.  Smith,  he  adds:  "as  it  may  be  very 

*  material  to  ascertain  what  'trade  with  the  colo- 
'  niea  of  belligerents'  was,  in  my  conception, 
^  meant,  by  Mr.  Gallatin,  as  intended  to  be  aban- 
<  doned  by  the  United  States,  1  feel  no  hesitation 
'  in  declaring  .that  I  suppose  he  alluded  to  the 

*  trade  from  the  colonies  of  belligerents  direct  to 
'  their  mother  country,  or  to  the  ports  of  other 

*  belligerents"  d&c.  It  does  not  appear,  however, 
that  Mr.  Erskine  informed  Mr.  Uanniosr,  what 
his  conceptions  were,  as  to  what  Mr.  Gallatin 
meant  by  the  colooial  trade;  but,  by  the  expres- 
sions which  he  uses,  it  appears  very  plainly  that 
he  did  not,  and  that  he  was  merely  explaining 
his  conceptions  to  Mr.  Smith. 

All  doubt,  however,  must  be  removed  on  this 
point,  by  attending  to  Mr.  Pinkney's  letter  to  the 
Secretary  of  Slate,  dated  May  28lh,  1809,  where, 
speaking  of  the  interview  he  had  with  Mr.  Can- 
ning, he  says  that  Mr.  C.  informed  him  that  the 
instructions  sent  to  Mr.  Erskine  were  "  founded 
'  CD  his  own  letters  received  in  January  last,  in 
^  which  were  set  forth  the  particulars  of  several 
'  conyersations  that  had  passed  between  him  and 
'  Mr.  Madison,  Mr.  Gallatin,"  d&c.  Mr.  Ginning 
thea  stated  to  him  (Mr.  Pinkney  says)  the  sub- 
stance of  Mr.  Erskine's  letters  relative  to  the  con- 
cessions to  be  made  by  our  Government,  and 
among  the  rest,  ^  that  it  would  even  agree  to 
abandon,  during  the  present  war,  all  trade  with 
enemies'  colonies,  from  which  we  were  excluded 
in  peace."  And  Mr.  Pinkney  says,  that  Mr.  Can- 
ning;: read  to  him  passages  in  Mr.  Erskine's  letters 
in  £>ecember  last,  which  contained  the  above  rep- 
reseatation  among  others.  And  Mr.  Pinkney  also 
says,  in  his  letter  to  the  Secretary  of  State  of 
June  23d,  that  '^Mr.  Canning  (in  a  conversation 
*'  ^w^ich  him)  admitted  that  the  second  condition, 
'  viz  :  the  colonial  trade,  had  no  necessary  con- 
■  nexion  with  the  Qrders  in  Council ;  and  he  inti- 
'  mated  that  they  would  have  been  content  to 
">  leave  the  subject  of  it  to  future  discussion  and 

*  arrangement.''  He  added,  that  ^'*  this  condition 
'  was  inserted  in  Mr.  Erskine's  instructions,  be- 
'  cause  it  had  appeared  from  his  own  report  of 
'  coDversaiioDs  with  official  persons  at  Washing- 
^  ton,  that  there  would  be  no  difficulty  in  agreeing 

•  to  it." 

As  to  the  third  condition,  Mr.  Canning  states, 
in  bis  despatch  to  Mr.  Erskine,  that  this  was  sug- 


gested in  consequence  of  "an  opinion  eipressed 
^  to  him  by  Mr.  Pinkney,  that  there  would  be 
'  no  indisposition  on  ttie  part  of  his  Government 

*  to  the  enforcement  by  the  naval  power  of 
^  Great  Britain  of  the  regulations  of  America, 
'  with  respect  to  France  and  the  countries  ta 
'  which  those  regulations  continue  to  apply,  but 

*  that  his  Government  was  itself  aware,  that  with- 

*  out  such  enforcement  those  regulations  must  be 

*  altogether  nugatory."  What,  sir,  does  Mr.  Pink- 
ney himself  say  on  this  subject?  In  a  ^^ Brief 
Qjccount  oj  an  unofficial  conversaiion  between  Mr, 
Canning  and  Mr,  Pinkney ^  en  the  ISth  and  22d 
of  January^  1809,"  sent  to  this  House  by  the 
President,  Mr.  Pinkney  says: 

'*  In  the  course  of  the  convereation,  Mr.  Canning  pro- 
posed several  questions  relative  to  our  late  proposal ; 
the  principal  were  the  two  following:  IsU  In  case 
they  should  wish  either  through  me,  or  through  Mr. 
Erskine,  to  meet  us  upon  the  basis  of  our  late  overture, 
in  what  way  was  the  effectual  operation  of  our  em- 
bargo as  to  France,  6lc,  after  it  should  be  taken  ofi  as 
to  Great  Britain,  to  be  secured  1  It  was  evident,  he 
said,  that  if  we  should  do  no  more  than  refuse  clear- 
ances for  the  ports  of  France,  dbc.,  or  prohibit,  uhder 
penalties,  voyages  to  such  ports,  the  enect  which  my 
letter  of  the  23d  of  August,  and  the  published  instruc- 
tions proposed  to  have  in  view,  would  not  be  produced ; 
for  that  vessels,  although  cleared  for  British  ports, 
might,  when  once  out,  go  to  France  instead  of  coming 
here,  that  this  would  in  fact  be  so,  (whatever  the  pen- 
alties which  the  American  laws  might  denounce 
against  offenders  might  be)  could  not,  he  imagined,  be 
doubted ;  and  he  therefore  presumed,  that  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States  would  not,  after  it  had  de- 
clared a  commerce  with  France,  dec,,  illegal,  and  its 
citizens,  who  should  engage  in  it,  delinquents,  and 
after  having  given  to  Great  Britain,  by  compact,  an 
interest  in  the  strict  observation  of  the  prohibition, 
complain  if  the  naval  force  of  this  country  should  as- 
sist in  preventing  such  a  commerce." 

It  may  not  be  improper  here  to  inquire,  what 
was  the  late  proposal  and  overture  to  which  Mr. 
Cannitig  alluded,  and  what  effect  did  Mr.  Pink- 
ney's  letter  of  the  23d  of  August,  and  the  pub- 
lished instructions,  propose  to  have  in  view.  The 
proposal  referred,  to  was  the  offer  made  on  the 
part  of  our  Government,  in  1808,  to  suspend  the 
embargo  as  to  Great  Britain,  on  the  revocation  of 
the  Orders  in  Council,  and  to  continue  it  as  to 
France;  the  effect  which  was  to  follow  from  thia 
was  then  stated  to  Mr.  Canning  by  Mr.  Pinkney, 
in  August,  1808,  to  be,  that  a  revocation  of  those 
orders  woald,  if  not  attended  or  followed  by  a 
revocation  of  the  decrees  of  France,  place  us  at 
issue  with  that  Power,  and  result  in  a  precise  op- 
position by  the  United  States,  to  such  parts  of  her 
anti-commercial  edicts  as  it  became  us  to  repel. 
Mr.  Canning  asked  Mr.  Pinkney  how  the  effect- 
ual operation  of  the  embargo,  as  to  France,  after 
it  should  be  taken  off  as  to  Great  Britain,  was  to 
be  secured,  in  case  they  should  meet  us  upon  the 
basis  of  our  late  overture;  and  proceeds  to  state 
that  he  presumes  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  would  not  complain  if  their  naval  force 
should  assist  in  preventing  a  commerce  with 
France.    What  answer,  sir,  does  Mr.  Pinkney 
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giTe  to  this  question  ?  It  is  unfortunate  that  the 
account  of  this  '*  unofficial  conversation"  is  so 
brief,  that  the  answer  of  Mr.  Pinkney  is  not  given 
at  all.  After  stating  the  second  question,  which 
went  to  making  the  repeal  of  the  British  orders 
and  American  embargo  contemporaneous,  Mr. 
Pinkney,  without  having  made  any  answer  to  the 
two  questions,  goes  on  to  say,  ^  I  took  occasion. 
'  towards  the  close  of  the  conversation,  to  raen- 
'  tion  the  recent  appointment  of  Admiral  Berke- 
*  ley  to  the  Lisbon  station,^'  6cc,  That  some  con- 
versation passed  between  Mr.  Pinkney  and  Mr. 
Canning  on  the  subject  to  which  the  questions 
related,  there  can  be  no  doubt.  This,  indeed,  is 
acknowledged  in  the  subsequent  letters  of  Mr. 
Pinkney.  I  cannot,  sir,  but  regret  that  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  has  thought  it  impro- 
per to  communicate  to  us  the  answer  which  Mr. 
rink:ney  gare  to  the  first  question  proposed  to 
him  bv  Mr.  Canning.  That  the  whole  conversa- 
tion that  passed*  between  them  on  the  18th  and 
22d  of  January,  or  the  substance  of  it,  was  com- 
municated to  the  Secretary  of  State,  no  one  can 
do^bt;  and  I  am  willing  to  presume  that  the 
President  has  withheld  it  from  motives  of  deli- 
cacy towards  Mr.  Pinkney,  or  from  a  sense  of  the 
imnropriety  of  publishing  to  the  world  the  free 
and  unofficial  conversations  between  public 'Min- 
isters; and  although  I  am  sensible  that,  at  ttmea, 
and  particularly  pending  a  negotiation,  a  publica- 
iioa  of  these  conversations  may  be  improper; 
▼et,  sir,  when  a  question  of  magnitude  is  brought 
crefore  this  House  for  decision,  and  such  a  ques- 
tion as  we  are,  or  mav  be,  unable  to  decide  cor- 
rectly,  without  a  full  knowledge  of  what  has 
passed  between  our  Minister  and  a  foreign  Gov- 
ernment relative  to  it.  I  most  think  that  this>  in- 
formation ought  not  to  be  withheld  from  us. 

But,  sir,  let  us  endeavor  to  obtain  this  informa- 
tion as  well  as  we  can  from  the  subsequent  letters 
of  Mr.  Pinkney.  On  the  6th  of  June,  1809,  Mr. 
Pinkney  writes  to  the  Secretary  of  State: 

"  Mr.  Canning  tells  me  that  the  convenations  de- 
tailed in  Mr.  Erskine's  letters  did  not,  as  I  had  sup- 
posed, suggest  that  the  GoTemment  of  the  United 
States  would  allow  it  to  be  undecstood,  that  British 
cruisers  m^ht  stop  American  vessels  attempting  to 
violate  the  embargo  and  non-intercourse,  continuing 
as  to  France,  ^.,  after  they  should  be  withdrawn  a< 
to  Great  Britain.  They  suggested  that  the  United 
States  would  side  with  tbe  Power  reroking  its  edicts 
against  the  Power  perseTering.  This,  Mr.  Canning 
■ays,  he  considered  (although  he  did  not  so  insist  upon 
it*  in  the  recapitulation  contained  in  his  instructions 
to  Mr.  Brskine)  as  comprehending  what  I  thought  he 
had  represented  the  actual  suggestion  to  be,  and  what 
he  supposed  I  had  said  to  him,  in  an  informal  conver- 
sation, at  his  house  in  Briton  street,  on  the  22d  of 
January,  in  an  answer  to  one  of  his  inquiries.  It  will, 
I  am  sure,  occur  to  you,  as  the  fact  is,  that  the  little  I 
may  have  thrown  out  upon  that  occasion,  did  not  look 
to  the  admission  of  Mr.  Canning's  object,  into  any 
stipulation  between  the  two  countries,  and  thst  I  re- 
ceived it  only  as  a  consequence,  that  might  and  would, 
if  France  persisted  in  her  unjust  decrees,  grow  out  of 
arrangements  similar  to  those  offered  by  us  in  Augurt 
last." 


In  this  letter,  sir,  Mr.  Pinkney  admits  that,  on 
the  22d  of  January,  he  said  something  to  Mr. 
Canning,  by  way  of  answer  to  one  of  bts  inqui- 
ries, and  it  must  have  been  to  the  first  inquiry 
which  Mr.  Canning  made.  And  what,  sir,  was 
this  answer  ?  Notwithstanding  the  obscurity  with 
which  it  seems  to  be  enveloped,  it  is  manifest, 
that  Mr.  Pinkney  did  admit,  ihat  Mr.  Canning^ 
object  might  be  obtained  in  some  way.  The  neg- 
ative terms  which  he  uses  clearly  imply  it:— 
*^  What  little  he  may  have  thrown  out  (he  says) 
did  not  look  to  the  admission  of  Mr.  CanniDg's 
object  into  ^  stipulation  between  the  two  coun- 
tries." To  what,  then,  let  me  ask,  did  it  lookl 
For  it  looked  to  the  admission  of  it  for  some  pur- 
pose. What  was  the  object  Mr.  Canning  had  in 
view?  To  have  security  that  our  embargo  and 
non-intercourse  should  be  enforced  as  to  France 
after  it  should  be  taken  off  as  to  Great  Britain; 
and,  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  that  object  be 
intimates  to  Mr.  Pinkney  that  their  naval  force 
might  be  employed  wiihout  any  complaint  on 
our  part.  Mr.  Pinkney  seems  to  say,  that  tbe 
object  might  be  obtained  by  means  of  the  British 
naval  force,  but  not  in  consequence  of  any  stipu- 
lation; but,  as  he  adds,  "as  a  conseqaence  that 
might  and  would,  if  France  persisted  in  her  un- 
just decrees,  grow  out  of  arranfi;ement8  similar  to 
those  offered  by  us  in  August  last."  What  that 
consequence  would  be.  and  what  those  arrange- 
ments were  which  he  offered,  I  have  before  stated, 
viz :  is  to  place  us  at  issue  with  France.  And, 
sir,  it  appears  by  Mr.  Erskine'^  letter  to  Mr.  Smith, 
of  the  14th  of  August,  page  16th  of  the  corres> 
pondence,  that  Mr.  Madison  informed  Mr.  Ers- 
Kine,  *'  that  the  United  States  would  at  once  side 
with  that  Power  against  the  other  which  might 
continue  its  aggressions." 

When  our  Government  has,  therefore,  informed 
Great  Britain,  that  in  case  the  revocation  of  tbe 
Orders  in  Council  was  not  followed  by  the  revo- 
cation of  the  decrees  of  France,  we  should  be 
placed  at  issue  and  in  collision  with  France,  sod 
that  we  would  side  with  (which  must  mean  to 
take  part  with,  if  it  means  anything)  that  Power 
against  the  other,  which  might  continue  its  ag- 
gressions ;  was  it  not  ver^  natural  that  Mr.  Can- 
ning should  make  the  inquiry,  which  he  did? 
But,  sir,  here  let  me  ask  gentlemen  in  what  light 
was  this  third  condition  viewed  by  our  Govern- 
ment at  the  time  of  the  arrangement?  Hear 
what  Mr.  Erskioe  says  on  this  subject  in  his  let- 
ter of  explanation  to  Mr.  Smith:  ^' The  third 
^  condition  (he  says,  page  20)  you  certainly^  very 
*  distinctly  informed  me,  could  not  lie  recognised 
'  by  the  President ;  but  you  added,  what  had  great 
'  weight  in  my  mind,  that  you  did  not  see  why 
^  any  great  importance  should  be  attached  to  snch 
'  a  recognition,  because  it  would  be  impossible 
^  that  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  coula  prefer 
'  a  complaint  to  his  Government,  on  account  of 
^  the  capture  of  his  vessel  while  engaged  in  a 
'  trade  absolutely  interdicted  by  the  laws  of  his 
^  country."  From  this  statement  of  Mr.  Brskine, 
it  appears^  that  althoui^h  this  condition  coald  not 
be  recognised  by  the  President,  yet  that  no  great 
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importance  could  be  atcaeiied  to  such  a  recount- 
tioD — ami  why,  sir  ?    Because  our  citizeos  could 
not  eoflnplaia  if  captured  by  the  naval  force  of 
Great  Britain  while  violating  the  laws  of  their 
country.    And,  Mr.  Erskiue  says,  that  this  had 
great  weiffht  in  his  miod.    Why,  air,  should  this 
remark  of  our  Secretary  of  State  have  weight 
with  him  ttiilcss  ht  was  satisfied,  that  although 
this  condition  was  not  recognised  ^'io  the  formal 
manner  reqnired"  by  his  instructions,  yet  that 
his  Government  would  in  reality  have  the  full 
benefit  of  it  in  this  side^ way  manner;  and  that, 
with  this  understanding  with  our  Giovefnment, 
he  had,  in  making  the  arrangement,  complied  at 
least  with  the  spirit  of  his  instructions?   I  find  it 
difficult,  sir,  to  reconcile  these  remarks  of  the 
Secretary  of  State,  made  at  the  time  of  the  ar- 
rangement, with  those  I  find  made  by  him  on  the 
same  subject,  in  his  correspondence  with  Mr. 
Jackson.    In  his  letter  of  October  19th.  1809,  he 
says:  "The  other  demand  could  still  less  have 
'  been  apprehended.    Besides,  the  inevitable  and 
'  iocalcuiable  abuses  incident  to  soch  a  license  to 
'  foreign  cruisers,  the  stipulation  would  touch  one 
'of  those  vital  principles  of  sovereignty  which 
'  DO  nation  ought  to  have  been  expected  to  im- 
'  pair — for  where  would  be  the  difference  in  priu- 
'  ciple  between  authorizing  a  foreign  Gbvernment 
'  to  execute,  and  authorizmg  it  to  make  laws  for 
'  us  ?    Nor  ought  it  to  be  supposed  that  the  sane- 
'  tioDs  and  precautions  of  a  law  of  the  United 
'  States,  in  the  cases  of  the  prohibited  trade  in 
'  question,  would  nrove  iirafficacious  for  its  pur- 
'  poses."    I  do  not  hesitate  to  declare  that  I  would 
ftever  consent  that  the  naval  force  of  Great  Brit- 
ain should  enforce  our  laws ;  I  would  not  consent 
that  it  should  be  done  either  directly  or  indirectly, 
by  way  of  stipulation,  or  in  aiiy  other  wav :  and 
I  cannot  but  rejgret  tnat  the  Secretary  or  State 
should,  at  the  time  of  the  arrangement,  have  at- 
tached BO  little  inportance  to  a  condition  or  prop- 
osition of  this  kind.    I  do  believe  that  our  citi- 
zens could  not  onlv  complain  when  thus  captured 
by  a  foreign  naval  force,  but  that  they  ought  to 
complain,  and  ought  also  to  obtain  redress  from 
their  Crovernment.    As  to  the  views  which  our 
government  bad  of  the  first  and  second  condi- 
tions, a«  the  time  of  the  arrangement,  Mr.  Ers- 
kiae  says,  page  19:  "I  consider  it,  however,  to 
^  W  my  duty  to  declare,  that  during  my  negotia- 
^tionwith  you.  which  led  to  the  conclusion  of 
the  provisional  agreement,  I  found  no  reason  to 
believe  that  any  difliculties  would  occur  in  the 
accomplishment  of  the  two  former  conditions, 
M  far  as  it  was  in  the  power  of  the  President  of 
^the  United  States,  to  accede  to  the  first,  and 
^  consistently  with  the  explanation  which  I  have 
before  given  of  the  second  point."    I  have  made 
these  observations  relative  to  the  three  conditions 
contained  in  Mr.  Erskine's  instructions,  for  the 
'J^'S?  .°^  showing  that  they  were  proposed  by 
the  British  Ministry,  from  a  supposition  that  they 
^oald  be  agreed  to  by  dur  Government ;  and  that 
this  sunposition,  to  make  the  most  of  it,  was 
^"^*?  on  the  mistaken  coiiceptiona  of  certain 
^ooBicial  coiversalions  that  passfed  between  the 


I  agents  of  the  two  Gkivernments.  It  was  my  wish 
aUo  to  satisfy  this  House  and  the  nation,  not  only 
of  the  impolicy,  but  of  the  folly  cf  taking  a  course, 
in  consequence  of  these  mistakes,  which  might, 
and  in  all  probability  would,  involve  this  country 
in  a  war. 

I  will  add,  sir,  but  a  few  words  more^  I  would 
beg  gentlemen,  before  they  pass  this  resolution, 
to  call  to  their  recollection  the  present  unparal- 
leled state  of  the  world.  History  furnishes  no 
example  to  be  compared  with  it.  A  new  era  has 
arisen.  France  commands  by  land,  and  Englc^nd 
by  sea.  The  whole  Continent  of  Europe,  hith-^ 
erto  comi>osed  of  many  independent  kingdoms, 
powerful  in  arms,  and  justly  celebrated  for  their 
improvement  in  all  the  arts  of  eiviliaed  and  social 
life,  is  now  bending  beneath  the  iron  yoke  of  a 
military  despot. 

England  alone,  in  that  quarter  of  the  world, 
remains  unsubdued  by  the  mighty  conqueror. 
For  more  than  ten  years  a  war  has  now  been 
waged  between  that  nation  and  France;  a  war 
which  has  never  been  equalled,  either  as  to  thQ 
objects  wliich  it  had  in  view,  or  as  to  the  manner 
in  which  it  has  been  carried  on.  In  this  mighty 
conflict,  principles  of  public  law  have  been  disre- 
garded and  trampled  under  foot,  and  we  have 
been  the  victims  of  its  fury.  In  this  state  of  the 
world,  in  vain  shall  we  expect  to  be  able  to  reset- 
tle the  law  of  nations  upon  its  ancient  basts ;  nay, 
it  can  hardly^  be  supposed  that  we  can  make  trea- 
ties with  either  on  any  permanent  principles* 
Have  we  not  a  treaty  with  France  which  secures 
to  us,  as  far  as  treaties  can  secure,  the  freedom  of 
the  seas?  Does  not  this  treaty  provide,  that  in 
case  France  is  at  war,  "we  may  sail,  with  our 

*  ships  and  merchandise,  not  only  to  enemies'' 

*  ports,  but  from  enemies*  ports  to  neutral  ports, 
'  and  even  from  one  place  belonging  to  an  enemy 
^  to  another  place  belonging  to  ain  enemy,  with- 

*  out  any  opposition  or  disturbance  whatsoever?" 
Notwithstanding  this,  our  vessels  are  seized,  not 
only  for  entering  an  enemy's  port,  but  are  cap* 
tuied  and  burnt  on  the  high  seas  for  having  don« 
so.  No  regard,  sir,  is  paid  by  France  to  her  OMst 
solemn  stipulations.  And  has  net  ou»  Minister, 
Mr.  Armstrong,  long  siaoe  told  us  and  the  Frenck 
Government,  that  to  appeal  to  the  stipulations  m 
this  treaty,  or  to  the  law  of  nations  for  redress, 
^wooM  literally  beappealing  to  the  dead  V^  France 
says,  that  Great  Britain  regards  no  law;  that  she 
forgets  **  all  ideas  of  justice,  and  all  humane  sen- 
timents; that  she  insults  even  reason  itself." — 
That  France,  therefore,  is  obliged  to  forget  them 
herself.  Great  Britain,  on  the  other  hand.  says. 
that  France  *^has  established  an  tinpreceaentea 
system  of  warfare  against  her,  aiming  at  the  de« 
struction  of  her  commerce  and  resources,''  and 
tint  she  is  compelled  to  adopt  retaliatory  measures 
for  her  own  security.    And  in  this  unheard-of 


y,  if  by*foree  itself  we  couU  hush  the  uMghty 
tempest  which  is  now  desolating  the  fairest  por« 
tion  of  Europe,  and  which,  I  fear,  will  loo  teoo 
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desolate  our  happy  shores,  I  would  he  the  fast  to 
he  fouDd  JD  the  ranks  of  opposition.  But,  sir,  our 
efforts  raust  be  vain.  From  the  moment  we  seri- 
ously enter  into  this  contest  against  Great  Brit- 
ain, instead  of  securing  our  neutral  rights,  we 
seal  the  ruin  of  our  country.  The  ineritable  con- 
sequence must  be  an  alliance  with  her  enemy ; 
and  I  cannot  but  view  such  an  alliance  with  a 
sort  of  horror  I  am  unable  to  describe.  No  ally 
of  Bonaparte  has  ever  fought,  but  to  increase  the 
power  or  this  military  despot,  and  to  lose  their 
own  independence.  And  we  cannot  expect  to 
share  a  different  fate.  It  is  possible,  sir,  that  in 
this  contest,  what  has  been  called  the  freedom  of 
the  seas  may  be  obtained ;  but  it  wi^ll  not  be  ob- 
tained for  us;  it  will  only  be  transferred  to  him 
who  now  commands  the  freedom  of  the  land. 


Frioat,  December  29. 

Another  member,  to  wit :  from  North  Carolina, 
James  Hollano,  appeared  and  toojc  his  seat 

Mr.  Lewis  presented  a  petition  of  the  Levy 
Court  of  the  county  of  Alexandria,  and  of  the 
Common  Council  of  the  town  of  Alexandria,  in 
the  District  of  Columbia,  praying  a  grant  of  mo- 
ney sufficient  for  the  erection  of  a  permanent  jail 
in  the  said  county,  for  the  safe-keeping  of  prison- 
ers.— Referred  to  the  District  Committee.  i 

BREACH  OF  PRIVILEGE. 

Mr.  Taylor,  from  the  committee  appointed  to 
inquire  into  the  circumstances  alluded  to  in  the 
letter  of  I.  A.  Coles  to  the  Speaker  of  the  House, 
made  the  following  report : 

That,  according  to  order,  they  have  taken  into  con- 
•ideration  the  subject  referred  to  them;  that  in  ma- 
king the  proposed  inquiry  they  have  taken  the  deposi- 
tions of  the  honorable  James  Turner,  a  Senator  of  the 
United  States,  and  of  Mr.  Samuel  Sprigg,  which  de* 
positions  tliey  beg  leave  to  report  to  the  House. 

From  these  depositions  it  was  established,  to  the  satis- 
fiictory  belief  of  your  committee,  that  Mr.  I.  A.  Coles, 
without  any  immediate  previous  altercation  or  provo- 
cation, did  assault  and  strike  a  member  of  this  House, 
within  the  wallc  of  the  north  wing  of  the  Capitol ; 
that  this  act  was  done  on  Monday,  the  27th  ult.,  about 
one  o'clock  P.  M.,  and  after  this  Honae  had  adjourned 
over  to  the  following  day. 

That,  from  the  assertions  of  Mr.  Coles,  and  from  the 
actual  admission  of  the  member  assaulted,  your  com- 
mittee were  satisfied  that  the  provocation  or  supposed 
provocation  which  occasioned  the  attack  did  not  arise 
from  anything  said  or  from  any  act  done  by  the  mem- 
ber of  this  House,  in  the  fulfilment  of  his  duties  as  a 
Representative  in  the  Congress  of  the  United  States. 

Your  committee  are  of  opinion  that  this  latter  cir< 
cumstance  may  be  received  in  extenuation,  but  cannot 
be  admitted  in  justification  of  the  act  done  by  Mr.  Coles ; 
and,  from  all  the  circumstances  of  the  case,  they  are 
of  opinion  that  said  assault  and  violence  offered  to  the 
member  was  a  breach  of  the  privileges  of  this  House. 

Tour  committee  fbrther  report,  that  they  have  con- 
sidered the  letter  of  Mr.  Coles  to  the  Speaker  of  this 
House,  together  with  another  letter  from  Mr.  Coles  ad- 
dressed to  the  Chairman  of  your  Committee,  (which 
they  also  beg  leave  to  report  to  the  House,)  that  these 
two  letters,  in  the  opinion  of  your  commitiee»  do  con- 


tain acknowledgments  and  apologies  on  the  occanon, 
which  ought  to  be  admitted  assatis&ctory  to  the  Home. 
They  therefore  recommend  the  following  resolution. 

Ruolved,  That  any  further  proceeding  in  the  tbon 
case  is  unnecessaiy. 

To  the  Hon.  Jchn  Taylor^  Chairman,  i(t* 
8iB :  Understanding  that  the  declaration  which  I 
had  the  honor  this  morning  to  make  before  the  Com- 
mittee, will  be  more  acceptable  if  put  in  the  wriUen 
form,  I  hasten  to  comply  with  what  I  believe  to  be  their 
wish,  in  tendering  thiough  them,  to  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives, the  renewed  assurance  **  that  if  I  cook 
have  supposed  that  the  circumstance  alluded  to  in  mj 
letter  to  the  Speaker,  would  have  been  construed  into 
a  breach  of  the  privilege  of  the  House,  it  would  not 
have  occurred  at  the  time  and  in  the  place  where  itoa- 
fortunately  happened." 

With  sentiments  of  great  respect,  I  am,  your  obedient 
humble  servant,  I.  A.  COLES. 

December  28,  1808. 

Ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

CONDUCT  OF  THE  BRITISH  MINI8TEB, 

•The  House  resumed  the  consideration  of  this 
subject;  when  Mr.  Pitkin  concluded  his  speech, 
as  isiven  in  full  in  preceding  pages.  At  four 
o'clock  Mr.  LiVERMOBE  commenced  a  speech,  but 
gave  way  for  a  motion  to  adjourn  which  was  car- 
ried, 53  to  51. 


Saturday,  December  30, 

A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Dawson,  that  the 
report  made  yesterday,  on  the  occurrence  be- 
tween I.  A.  Coles  and  a  member  of  this  House, 
and  the  documents  accompanying  the  same,  be 
printed  for  the  use  of  the  members:  and  the  ques- 
tion being  taken  thereon,  it  was  resolved  ia  ihe 
affirmative — yeas  76,  nays  25.  The  report  sDd 
documents  were  referred  to  a  Committee  of  \ht 
Whole  on  Thursday  next, 

CONDUCT  OF  THE^  BRITISH  MINISTEB. 

The  House  resumed  the  consideration  of  ibe 
unfinished  business,  being  the  resolution  fromtbe 
Senate — the  motion  for  indefinite  postpooemeot 
yet  under  consideration. 

Mr.  PoiN DEXTER. — ^Mr.  Speaker,  it  has  not 
heretofore  been  my  practice  to  address  you  oa 
subjects  relating  to  the  general  welfare  of  ibe 
nation.  I  have  hitherto  confined  myself  to  ibe 
discharge  of  those  duties  which  devolve  on  me 
as  the  sole  Representative  of  a  distant  and  im- 

r>rtant  Territory.  But,  on  the  present  occasioa 
deem  it  an  indispensable  duty,  to  the  perform- 
ance of  which  I  am  led  by  every  impulse  of  feel- 
ing, to  express  to  this  honorable  assembly,  to  mf 
constituents,  and  to  the  world,  m^r  opinions  cop- 
cerning  the  resolution  under  consideration.  Sir, 
the  present  ought  not  to  be  considered  a  partf 
question.  The  sovereignty,  the  honor,  and  the 
best  interests  of  Anierica,  have  been  assailed,  aod 
the  Executive  Magistrate  most  grossly  insulted 
by  Francis  James  Jackson,  the  Minister  PleoipO' 
tentiary  from  His  Britannic  Majesty  to  the  Uoi* 
ted  States;  a  Minister  sent  among  us  to  excite 
the  demon  of  discord  and  division;  a  legalized 
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spy,  prowling  from  Hampton  to  New  York,  iind 
tbrougli  everjr  city,  town,  and  village,  to  desig- 
nate the  victims  of  corruption,  and  to  subvert,  if 
possible,  the  allegiance  of  the  citizens  from  their 
Government,  and  thereby  promote  the  views  of 
the  King,  bis  master.  Under  such  circumstances 
there  ousfht  to  be  but  one  sentiment  from  Missis- 
sippi to  Maine,  and  that  sentiment  should  prompt 
us,  without  distinction  of  party,  to  rally  around 
the  constituted  authorities  of  our  common  coun- 
try, and,  by  a  patriotic  burst  of  indignation,  to 
$cmU  the  Joreigner,  While,  sir,  the  pendulum  of 
reason  vibrates  between  the  innocence  or  guilt  of 
those  who  administer  the  Qovernment  of  my 
couQtry,  I  shall  never  hesitate  to  support  the 
Government  against  every  species  of  foreign  in- 
flence.  Yes,  sir,  so  long  as  there  is  a  loop  on 
which  to  han^  a  doubt,  the  vindication  of  the 
country  to  which  I  owe  my  existence,  and  to 
which  I  am  bound  by  the  strongest  ties  of  afiec- 
tioo,  shall  call  forth  the  energies  which  it  has 
pleased  Heaven  to  bestow  on  me. 

But,  in  the  present  instance,  the  course  pursued 
by  the  Executive  is  manifestly  founded  in  wis- 
dom, moderation,  and  firmness,  and  merits  the 
ODdivided  support  of  the  American  people.  Can 
I  then,  sir,  forbear  to  express  my  astonishment 
that  the  Minister  of  Qreat  Britain  should  find  an 
advocate  within  these  sacred  walls?  It  is  not 
wonderful  that,  in  matters  of  internal  policy,  we 
ihould  difier  as  to  the  means  best  calculated  to 
promote  the  general  good ;  these  differences  often 
lead  to  useful  investigation,  and  produce  the  roost 
»)utary  results.  But  1  cannot  reconcile  my  mind 
0  the  novel  and  afflicting  controversy  which  has 
iriseo  out  of  the  subject  under  consideration. 

Before  I  proceed  to  discuss  the  points  immedi- 
itely  embraced  by  the  resolution  on  your  table, 
)ermit  me  to  notice  the  remarks  which  have  been 
nade  by  gentlemen  opposed  to  the  measure  in 
elation  to  the  character  of  Mr.  Jackson.  On 
his  subject  there  appears  to  exist  an  uncommon 
lOftion  oi  sensibility.  The  gentleman  from  Mas- 
achusetts  ^Mr.  CIuincy)  has  told  us  that  we  are 
bout  to  fulminate  legislative  contumely  against 
he  accredited  Minister  of  the  Sovereign  of  a 
;reat  and  powerful  nation,  who  is  bound  to  see 
hat  whatever  treatment  he  may  receive  is  not 
isrespectful.  And  the  gentleman  from  New 
fork  (Mr.  Gardenibr)  has  added,  that  the 
doption  of  this  resolution  will  inflict  a  fatal 
round  on  the  character  of  Mr.  Jackson.  Sir,  I 
eg  gentlemen  who  feel  thus  tenderly  for  the  rep- 
tation  of  this  •  Minister,  to  tell  us  in  what  coun- 
y  he  has  acquired  the  celebrity  of  character  1 
•y  what  noble  deeds  has  he  signalized  himself, 
Dd  where  is  the  record  of  them  to  be  found  ? 
^as  it  prior  to  his  memorable  mission  to  Copen- 
agen,  or  subsequent  to  that  disgraceful  event, 
lat  he  was  clothed  with  the  mantle  of  fame,  of 
'hich  we  are  about  to  disrobe  him?  If  gentle* 
len  refer  to  a  period  anterior  to  the  destruction 
r  that  devoted  city,  I  put  it  to  their  candor  to 
^Yf  if  that  act  of  perfidy,  at  the  recollection  of 
hich  the  human  mind  recoils  with  horror  and 
^testation,  is  not  enough  to  stamp  with  infamy 


the  vile  instrument  of  treachery  and  assassination 
who  performed  it?  Can  gentlemen  be  really  in 
earnest  when  they  speak  with  reverence  of  the 
character  of  Mr.  Jackson?  I  hope  they  will  par- 
don my  doubts  as  to  the  sincerity  of  their  declar- 
ations. What,  sir,  was  the  conduct  of  Mr.  King, 
our  late  Envoy  Extraordinary  and  Minister  Plen- 
ipotentiary in  London,  when  it  was  proposed  to 
send  this  same  Mr.  Jackson  to  the  United  States 
as  the  Minister  of  Qreat  Britain  on  a  former  occa- 
sion ?  And  let  it  be  remembered  that  Mr.  King 
is  a  Federalist ;  a  distinguished  member  of  that 
party  who  now  manifest  so  much  zeal  in  vindi* 
eating  the  character  of  Mr.  Jackson.  If  I  am 
correctly  informed,  and  if  not  I  call  upon  gentle- 
men to  deny  the  fact,  Mr.  King  felt  it  his  incum- 
bent duty  to  remonstrate  against  the  appointment 
of  Mr.  Jackson  as  the  resident  Minister  in  the 
United  States.  Was  this  a  wanton  act  on  the 
part  of  Mr.  King?  Will  it  be  alleged  by  any 
gentleman  in  opposition  to  this  resolution,  that 
Mr.  King  was  actuated  by  any  unworthy  motive 
in  that  transaction  ?  I  presume  to  say  that  such 
insinuations  will  not  receive  the  slighest  support. 
To  what  cause,  then,  are  we  to  look  as  the  basis 
of  this  remonstrance?  The  turbulent  and  un- 
principled character  of  Mr.  Jackson  must  suggest 
Itself  to  every  mind  as  the  foundation  of  the  oh* 
jection.  The  British  Ministry,  on  every  occasion 
which  required  extraordinary  duplicity,  have 
availed  themselves  of  the  services  of  this  incen- 
diary. These  liacts  cannot  be  controverted,  and 
yet  gentlemen  tremble  lest  the  fame  of  this  im- 
maculate personage  should  fall  a  sacrifice  to  the 
rutbiess  violence  of  legislative  contumely! 

Mr.  Garden lEB  said  he  supposed  the  gentle- 
man alluded  to  him  as  attempting  to  patch  up  a 
character  for  Mr.  Jackson.  That  I  expressly  dis- 
claim ;  and  if  the  gentleman  had  understood  my 
argument,  bis  candor  certainly  would  have  pre-; 
vented  him  from  imputing  to  me  that  intention. 
I  did  not  speak  of  the  merits  of  Mr.  Jackson,  but 
took  this  point,  that  the  British  Government  con- 
sidered his  character  as  good,  and  our  denuncia- 
tion of  it,  whether  it  is  demonstrated  to  be  bad  or 
not,  so  long  as  they  think  he  does  not  deserve  it, 
is  calculated  to  produce  an  obstacle  to  negotia- 
tion which  cannot  be  overcome.  I  did  not  speak 
of  his  character. 

Mr.  PoiNDEXTER  said  he  had  understood  the 
gentleman  in  the  manner  he  bad  stated  his  argu- 
ment; the  House  would  determine  whether  he 
had  understood  him  correctly  or  not.  But,  sir, 
while  gentlemen  are  thus  anxious  to  save  the  rot- 
ten fabric  of  Mr.  Jackson's  reputation  from  the 
destruction  which  awaits  it.  are  they  ignorant  of 
the  deleterious  effects  whicli  the  rejection  of  this 
resolution  would  have  on  the  character  of  the 
President  of  the  United  States?  A  man  whom 
eulogy  cannot  exalt,  and  who  soars  above  the 
miserable  shafts  of  calumny  and  detraction.  In 
order  to  elucidate  this  point,  I  beg  the  indulgence 
of  the  House,  to  take  a  concise  view  of  the  mea- 
sures which  were  in  operation  at  the  dose  of  the 
last  session  of  the  tenth  Congress.  Commercial 
intercourse  between  the  United  States  and  Great 
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Britain  and  France,  and  their  dependencies,  was 
wholly  interdicted.  Provision  was  made  bjr  law 
for  raising.a  military  force  of  tix  thousand  men 
in  addition  to  the  Military  Peace  Establishment 
of  the  United  States;  for  manning  and  equipping 
the  whx)le  itaval  force,  including  a  large  number 
of  gunboats  for  actual  service,  and  for  holding  in 
requisition  one  hundred  thousand  militia,  to  be 
ready  to  march  at  a  momeQ*t's  warning.  These 
were  the  precautions  which  the  crisis  demanded. 
Well,  sir,  what  were  the  events  which  occurred 
to  produce  a  relaxation  in  these  preparations  for 
a  state  of  actual  hostility  ?  About  one  month 
previous  to  the  meeting  of  the  extraordinary  ses> 
sioB  of  Congress,  in  May  last,  it  was  officially 
announced  to  the  President  by  David  M.  Erskine, 
the  British  Minister  Plenipotentiary  in  this  coun- 
try, that  he  had  received  His  Majesty's  instruc- 
tions to  offer  suitable  and  honorable  reparation 
for  the  aggression  committed  by  a  British  naval 
officer,  in  the  attack  on  the  United  States'  frigate 
Chesapeake.  The  offer  of  satisfaction  was  ac* 
cepted.  This  part  of  the  arrangement  was  fol- 
lowed by  propositions  from  Mr.  Erskine  for  a 
renewal  of  commercial  intercourse  between  the 
lespective  countries,  which  was  likewise  accepted ; 
in  <;oQsequeflice  of  which,  Mr.  Erskine  explicitly 
states,  in  an  official  letter  to  Mr.  Smith,  the  See- 
iittary  of  State,  that  he  is  ^^cnMorized  to  declare 
^that  the  Orders  in  Coancii  of  January  and  No- 

*  vember,  1807,  will  have  been  withdrawn  on  the 
'  tenth  day  of  June  next."  The  President  of  the 
United  States  proceeded  immediately  to  execute, 
with  good  f»itn,  the  agreement  on  his  part,  by 
issuing  a  proclamation  declaring  the  revocation 
of  these  Orders  in  Council,  whereby  commercial 
intercourse  between  this  country  aad  Great  Brit- 
ain, and  her  dependencies,  wan  restored. 

P^mit  me  now,  sir,  to  call  the  particular  atten- 
tion of  gentlemen  to  the  Message  of  the  Presi- 
dent, at  the  opening  of  the  May  session,  from 
which  I  bea  leave  to  make  a  few  extracts:    '*  A 

*  revision  oi  the  commercial  laws,  proper  to  adopt 

*  them  to  the  arrangement  which  has  taken  place 
'  with  Great  Britain,  will  doubtless  engage  the 
'  early  attention  of  Congress." 

Again :  '^  Under  the  existing  aspect  of  onr  af- 
'  fairs,  I  have  thought  it  not  inconsistent  with  a 

*  just  precaution,  to  have  the  gunboats,  with  the 
'  exception  of  those  at  New  Orleans,  placed  in  a 
'  situation  incurring  no  expense  beyond  that 
'  requisite  (or  their  preservation  and  eonveniency 
'for  future  service;  and  to  have  the  crews  cKf 
'  those  at  New  Orleans  reduced  to  the  number 
'  required  for  their  navigation  and  safety.  I  have 
'  thouffhc,  also,  that  our  citizens  detached  in  quo- 
'  tas  of  militia,  amounting  to  one  hundred  thon- 
'  sand,  under  the  act  of  March,  1808,  might  not 
'  improperly  be  relieved  from  the  state  in  which 
'  they  were  held  for  immediate  service.  A  dis- 
'  charg^e  of  them  has  accordingly  been  directed. 

*  And  it  is  further  submitted  to  the  judgment  of 

*  Congress  to  decide  how  far  the  charge  in  our 

*  external  prospects,  may  authorize  any  modifica- 
'  tions  of  the  laws  relating  to  the  Army  and 
'  Navy  fistabitshments." 


What  are  the  plain  and  obvious  conclusioos  to 
be  drawn  from  the  "promptitude  and  frankness 
with  which  the  President  met  the  overtures  of 
Great  Britain."  and  the  full  confidence  which  he 
here  manifests  in  the  good  faiih  of  that  Govern- 
ment?   The  inference  is  irresistible,  that  he  did 
not  entertain  the  most  distant  suspicion  that  Mr. 
Erskine  had  either  acted  without  authority,  or 
that  he  had  violated  his  instructions.    But  sup- 
pose the  resolution  under  consideration  should  be 
rejected.    In  that  event,  the  expressions  contained 
in  Mr.  Jackson's  letter  of  the  11th  o#  October, 
which  are  repeated  in  several  other  commonics- 
tioBs,  conveying  the  idea  that  the  Executive  Groi- 
ernment  of  the  United  States  had  a  koowle^ 
that  the  arrangement  made  by  Mr.  Erakine  ia 
behalf  of  his  Government  was  entered  intowiib* 
out  competent  powers  on  the  part  of  Mr.. Erskine, 
will  receive  all  the  support  which  this  House  can 
give  them.    I  demand  of  gentlemen  who  oppose 
the  passage  of  the  resolution,  whether  such  a  pro- 
ceeding would  not  contain  a  charge  of  twofold 
perfidy  against  the  President  of  the  United  Suitea? 
It  would  speak  a  language  not  to  be  mistaken. 
In  the  first  place,  the  arrangement  was  entered 
into  by  the  President  with  a  knowledge  that  it 
could  lead  to  no  other  result  than  a  disavowal 
and  with  this  knowledge  he  permits  the  ocean  to 
be  covered  with  the  products  of  the  Americas 
people,  exposed  to  the  robbery  and   plunder  of 
British  and  French  privateers.    He  oirects  the 
whole  of  the  gunboats,  with  the  exception  of  a 
few  at  New  Orleans,  to  be  placed  in  a  situation 
incurring  no  expense,  except  that  necessary  for 
their  preservation.    The  quota  of  one  hundred 
thousand  militia,  ordered  to  be  held  itt  requisition 
for  immediate  service,  is  discharged.    And  the 
change  in  our  external  prospects  is  made  the  basis 
of  a  recommendation  to  redaoe  the  Army  and 
Navy  Establishments,  added  to  which  the  recTQit- 
ing  service  was  actually  suspended  in  obedience 
to  that  recommendation.    Yes,  sir,  in  order  to 
sare  Mr.  Jackson  from  disgrace,  and  to  fortify 
the  honor  of  the  British  nation,  the  President 
must  bear  the  foul  imputation  of  havinff  entered 
into  a  fraudulent  contract  with  Mr.  Srskine,  and 
what  is  still  more  perfidioos  and  extravagant,  of 
having  corruptly  leeommeodcd  to  Ck>ngress  the 
reduction  of  our  means  of  national  defence,  on 
the  grround  of  that  arnngement.  which,  at  the 
time  it  was  made,  he  knew  would  result  in  a  dis- 
avowal on  the  part  of  His  Britannic  Majesty.  I 
cannot  submit,  in  silence,  to  insinuations  like 
these,  against  the  Chief  Exeentive  Magistrate  of 
the  only  free  people  on  earth.    No  man  whose 
mind  is  exempt  from  the  despotism  of  prejudice, 
can  for  a> moment  countenance  such  glaring  ab> 
surdities. 

I  shall  now,  sir,  take  a  view  of  the  ground  o& 
which  the  act  of  the  British  Minister  Plenipo- 
tentiary in  the  United  States  is  professedly  disa- 
vowed. In  the  course  of  this  discussion,  it  seems 
to  have  been  admitted,  that  if  Mr.  Erskhie  did 
really  violate  his  private  instructions,  the  disa* 
vowal  of  the  arrangement  of  April  by  the  Briiisii 
Government  was  regular  and  not  inconsistent 
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with  public  Jaw.  FrcHQ  tbis  opinion  I  beg  leave 
to  dissent.  First,  because  the  Bgreement  was  not 
coDfiogenr  or  executory.  Secondly,  because  the 
engagements  entered  into  came  within  the  open 
commission  and  ackoowledi;ed  powers  of  the 
Minister  who  comrluded  it.  And,  tbirdtv,  because 
it  was  executed  wiili  ^ood  faith. on  the  part  of 
the  United  States.  Besides  the  usaat  letter  of 
credence  with  which  the  Minister  of  one  sorer- 
cign  Power  is  furnished  to  liie  sovereign  jilower 
of  the  Government  at  which  he  is  accredited, 
Mr.  Erskine  was  clothed  with  apectal  author Ky 
on  this  particukr  occasioir.  In  the  despatch  of 
the  23d  of  January,  Mr.  Canning,  after  enumer- 
ating the  three  conditions  which  Mr.  Enkine  was 
instructed  to  propose  to  this  Government,  pro- 
ceeds with  his  instructions  in  the  following  lan- 
guage: "As,  however,  it  is  possible  that  the  dtlay 
^  which  must  intervene  before  the  actual  conclu- 
'  sion  of  a  treaty  may  appear  to  the  American 
'  Government  to  deprive  this  arrangement  of  part 
'  of  its  benefits,  I  am  to  authorize  you,  if  the 
^American  Government  sKould  be  deurous  of 
*ti(Hing  opoQ  the  agreement  before  it  is  reduced 
'  inio  a  regular  form,  either  by  the  immediate  re- 
^peal  of  the  embargo  and  the  other  acts  in  ques- 
*  iion<  or  by  engaging  to  repeat  them  on  a  partie- 
'ular  day,  to  assure  the  American  Government 
'  of  His  MajestySi  readiness  to  meet  such  a  dis- 
'^sition  in  the  manner  best  calculated  to  give 
'  It  immediaite  eifect." 

Thus,  Mr.  Erskine  is  made  the  sole  judge  of 
the  extent  and  import  of  bis  instructions,  and  if 
he  has  been  guilty  of  a  departure  from  them,  his 
Sovereign  cannot  fake  advantage  of  that  eircum- 
stanee  so  as  to  work  an  injury  to  the  other  con- 
tracting party^  .But,  independent  of  this  special 
power,  I  contend  that  the  act  of  Mr.  Erskine  was 
strictly  within  his  general  letter  of  credence,  and 
that  the  British  Gov^nmeot  was  bound  to  per- 
form the  agreement  on  its  part,  unless  it  could  be 
shown  that  fraud  and  coliuston  had  been  prac- 
tised between  Mr.  Erskine  and  Mr.  Smith,  the 
American  Secretary  of  State.  This  I  think  was 
manifestly  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Canning,  whicb'I 
shall  attempt  to  show  from  Mr.  Jackson's  corres- 
pondence in  ^be  eoarae  of  my  argument.  Mr. 
Canning,  without  doabt,  knew  the  law  on  thie 
subject,  and  bad  charged  the  successor  of  Mr. 
Brskine  to  make' out  a  good  case,  for  the  preeei^ 
vaiion  of  His  Majesty's  honor. 

Permit  me  now,  air,  to  examine  what  are  the 
established  principles  of  public  la*w,  in  relation 
to  edntracts  entered  into  by  proxy,  i  shall  refer 
m  the  course  of  my  remarxs  lo  the  several  wri- 
ters on  the  law  of  nations,  whose  authority  will 
Dot  be  questioned;  and  for  greater  convenicDee,  I 
piopose  to- give  a  qnatation  from  each  in  succes- 
sion. Ihi^endorf^.  page  309-10— Here  the  prin- 
ciple for  which  i  have  contended,  is  clearly  sup- 
ported: >  J      r 

**lf  any  agent  be  tent  with  a  double  commission,  one 
JjP«ni  to  show  the  person  with  whom  he  is  to  transact, 
«s  otbor  seeiet,  prescribing  what  steps  he  shall  take,  and 
mw  far  he  shall  proceed ;  it  may  be  made  a  question  whe- 


private  and  secret  ordem,  and  yet  to  keep  within  his  ope9 
cx>mmisaioa  where  the  affirmative  side  ought  to  be  main- 
tained. For,  by  my  own  instructions,  I  bind  myself  to  the 
third  person  with  whom  the  contract  is  made  that  I  will 
ratify  and  make  good  what  my  agent  shall  conclude  on* 
And  by  my  teertt  orders  I  bind  my  agent  not  to  recede 
from  such  positive  terms,  in  which  point  if  hetransgresa^ 
he  stands  accountable  to  me,  for  so  much  as  I  lose  by  his 
mismanagement,  but  I  am  stilt  tied  to  perform  to  the 
third  person,  what  was  thus* granted  in  my  name.  For 
otherwise  there  could  be  no  taanner  of  safety  in  treat*' 
ing  by  commissioners,  it  being  ever  io  be  feared,  lest 
their  secret  directions  should  differ  from  their  open 
powergy  neither  could  there  be  a  more  specious  pretence 
made  uas  of  to  overthrow  all  afiidrs  transacted  by  me- 
diation, and  to  deceive,  and  abuse  men  with  vain  trea- 
ties. But  it  must  be  observed,  We  suppose  here,  as  ia 
the  former  case,  that  the  agent,  when  he  thus  trans- 
gresses the  bounds  of  his  private  instructions,  did  it 
not  out  of  a  dishonest  and  treacherous  design." 

The  same  doctrine  is  held  by  RtUkerford,  vol. 
1,  pasre  194— 

**  Where  we  have  given  a  man  a  power  or  commis- 
sion to  act  for  us  as  our  proxy,  though  no  restriotioni 
or  limitation  of  such  commissions  may  appear,  yet  it 
frequently  happens  that  we  give  some  private  instruo- 
tions  to  such  proxy,  or  agent,  in  what  manner  we 
would  have  him  act,  and  how  liar  be  may  go.  Suppose 
him  then  to  act  oontrerj  to  these  private  instructions,, 
and  to  go  farther  than  we  allowed  him,  we  shall  be 
obliged  to  stand  to  the  promise  which  he  makes  for  us, 
notwithstanding  our  consent  seems  to  be  wanting. 
For  that  act  of  our  will  whereby  he  was  appointed 
our  agent,  which  is  the  only  act  of  our  will  that  is  or 
can  bo  known  by  tho  party  to  whoni  the  promise  Ls 
made,  is  sufficient  to  make  what  such  agent  does  for 
us,  be  considered  as  our  own  act ;  the  private  instruc- 
tions which  we  gave  him  cannot  affect  any  one  to  whom 
they  are  not  known,  and  from  whom  we  were  deter- 
mined to  conceal  them ;  they  cannot  therefore  so  afiect 
the  party  to  whoni  the  promise  is  made  as  to  prevent 
his  claim  upon  us.'  The  consent  which  appears  to  him, 
must  in  respect  of  him,  be  looked  upon  as  our  true  and 
full  consent  If  it  was  othiarwise,  there  would  be  such 
room  for  collusion,  between  the  promtser  and  Ms  agent, 
that  it  would  be  in  their  power  at  any  time,  to  prevent 
any  obligation  firom  arising  upon  the  promises  thos 
made." 

'  i  truat,  sir,  no  gentleman  will  hereafter  attempt 
to  justify  the  conduct  of  the  Brrilsh  Government, 
eitbefr.  on  the  ground  that  Mr.  Erskine  violatea 
his  secret  instructions,  or  that  he  was  not  possess- 
ed of  a  foil  powers  The  despatch  of  the  23ci  Jan- 
uary authorizes  htm  to  conclude  an  agreement  to 
tak^  immediate  effect,  without  any  reservation  to 
suspend  its  operation  for  the  ratification  of  His 
Majesty.  Mr.  Canning  well  knew  that'  the  first 
information  received  in  Bngland  of  such  an  agree- 
ment, would  bring  with  it  the  supplies  so  neces- 
sary to  relieve  the  wants  of  his  suffering  country  : 
it  was  therefore  important  that  the  British  Min- 
ister here  should  stipulate  for  the  fulilment  of  the 
.  terms  agreed  on  by  Hia  Majesty,  and  thereby  pre- 
vent delay  in  the  benefits  which  would  result  to 
that  nation,  from  the  enlafgement  of  our  conn- 
meree. 
But,  whether  we  consider  that  special  authorit|r 
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that  the  British  Gorernraent  was  bound  by  the 
act  of  its  Minister.  The  pleia  that  Mr.  Erskine 
bad  violated  his  private  orders  is  unavailing,  both 
in  reference  to  the  known  and  established  prin- 
ciples of  public  law,  and  to  the  plain  and  obvious 
dictates  of  reason,  and  of  common  sense.  I  chal- 
lenge any  gentleman  to  show,  in  the  annals  of 
diplomacy,  a  solitary  case  in  which  the  veracity 
of  an  accredited  Minister  at  any  Court  has  been 
questioned,  when  he  officially  makes  known  the 
inatruclioqs  he  has  received  from  his  Sovereign* 
If  then  Mr.  Erskine  had  authority  to  bind  his 
Government,  it  may  be  useful  to  examine  the 
•ground  on  whtoh  the  contract  he  entered  into  with 
4be  President  might  be  trnpugned.  On  this  point,  I 
refer  gentlemen  to  Pothier  en  Obligations,  page  21 : 

''  It  is  onl^r  the  fraud  which  has  given  rise  to  the  con- 
Imct  that  may  gire  occasion  for  the  rescidon  of  it,  riz : 
the  fraud  hj  which  one  pf  the  parties  has  induced 
the  ofiier  to  contract,  Who  would  not  have  contracted 
without  it  2.  It  is  requisite  also,  in  order  that  I  may 
-olaim  the  reaciaion  of  my  engagement,  that  the  fraud 
which  has  been  made  use  of  in  onkr  to  induce  me  to 
con  tract  ahonld  have  been  comnutted  by  ike  party  with 
-wham  I  hone  eontraeted,  or  at  ieaat  that  he  ehoald  have 
participated  in  it  If  it  baa  been  committed  without 
his  participating,  and  if  I  have  not  beaidea  been  enor- 
DHMiBly  injured,  my  engagement  ia  valid,  and  ia  not  li- 
.  able  to  reaeiaion." 

These  are  the  principles  upon  which  alone  the 
arrangement  of  A|>ril  could  have  been  disavowed 
by  the  King  of  Great  Britain,  without  a  sacrifice 
of  the  honor  of  the  British  nation;  and  I  think 
it  very  evident  that  Mr.  Jackson  has  taken  as  the 
basis  of  his  correspondence  with  Mr,  Smith,  not 
merely  that  Mr.  Erskine  violated  his  instructions, 
but  that  the  Secretary  of  State  had  induced  him 
to  substitute  terms  which  were  known  not  to  be 
within  his  powers,  and  consequently  that  the 
Bffreem.ent  originated  in  fraud  and  collusion. 
This,  sir,  is  the  broad  position  assumed  by  Mr. 
Jackson,  in  his  letter  of  the  11th  of  October.  In 
that  letter  he  stales  that  it  would  have  been  un- 
Teasooable  for  this  Government  to  Odmplain  of 
the  disavowal  of  a^  act,  done  under  soeh  circam- 
stances  as  could  only  lead  to  the  consequences 
that  have  actually  followed,  and  then  prooeedl  to 
explain  the  circumstances  to  which  he  alludes : 

•<  It  waa  not  known  when  I  left  England  whether 
Mr.  Erskine  had,  according  to  the  liberty  allowed  him, 
-eommttnicated  to  jou  in  extenso  hia  original  inatrno- 
tiona-~it  now  appears  he  did  not.  But  in  reverting  to 
hia  official  correapondence,  and  particularly  to  a  des- 
patch ad«Jr«9sed  on  the  20th  of  April  to  His  M^esty'a 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  A  flairs,  I  find  that  he 
there  states  that  he  had  submitted  to  your  consideration 
the  three  conditions  specified  in  those  instructions,  as 
the  ground-work  of  an  arrangement  which,  according 
to  information  received  from  this  country,  it  was  thought 
in  England  might  be  made  widi  a  prospect  of  mutual 
advantage.  Mr.  Erskine  then  reports,  verbatim  et  ee- 
ridiimt  year  obsifrvations  upon  each  of  the  three  con> 
ditiona,  and  the  reasons  which  induct  you  to  think 
Ihat  others  might  be  aubstituted  in  lieu  of  them.  It; 
may  have  been  concluded  between  you  that  these  letters 
•w«#e  en  equivalent  for  the  original  conditiDns,  biit  the 
'my>act  of  fuhatitutia^^vidantljr  ahnwa  tfam  thfli*  •ngi 


nal  conditions  Trere  in  (kct  very  explicitly  commfini* 
cated  to  you,  and  by  you  of  course  laid  before  the  Pres- 
ident for  his  oonsideration.  I  need  hardly  add,  that 
the  difference  between  these  conditions  and  those  con- 
tained in  the  arrangement  of  the  18th  and  19tk  of 
April  ia  sufficiently  obvious  to  req«ire  no  duddatioa; 
nor  need  I  draw  the  conclusion,  which  I  consider  u 
admitted  by  all  absence  of  complaint  on  the  part  of  the 
American  Government,  viz :  that,  under  mch  drcui* 
atances/  Hia  Majesty  had  an  undoubted  and  incontro* 
vertible  right  to  disavow  the  act  of  his  Minister." 

Here  then  we  have  the  original  ground  taka 
by  Mr.  Jackson,  to  vindicate  the  honor  of  his  Sot- 
ereig[n.  I  do  not  believe  that  this  Was  the  work 
of  his  own  imagination.  No,  sir — it  formed  aa 
object  of  no  small  magnitude,  in  his  mission  to 
this  country,  to  inculpate  the  Executive  Grovera- 
ment  of  the  United  States  in  thisafiair^  and  there- 
by to  exculpate  His  Majesty  from  the  disgrace  iih 
eident  to  tne  violattoii  of  a  solemn  engagemeet. 
'*  The  breach  of  a  solemn  promise."  says  a  modern 
writer,  on  the  law  of  nations,  ^is  a  violatioa  of 
*  another  person's  right,  and  as  evidently  an  act 
^  of  injustice  as  it  would  be  to  |t}b  a  man  of  his 
'  properly." 

Mr  Canning,  well  knowing  that  the  King,  his 
master,  had  reserved  no  right  *^to  disavow  the  act 
of  his  Minister,"  in  the  despatch  of  the  23d  of 
January,  and  that,  upon  the  most  solid  priocipies 
of  public  law,  he  could  not  refuse  with  goodfailli 
to  execute  his  part  of  the  agreement,  except  be 
supported  the  allegation  of  fraud  between  the 
contracting  parties,  charges  the  new  Minister  to 
rest  the  justification  of  the  disavowal  on  that  ba- 
sis.   And  what,  sir,  are  the  reasons  urged  by  Mt. 
Jackson  to  show  the  right  of  His  Majesty  to  dis- 
avow the  agreement  of  April?  does  he  reijria 
the  assertion,  that  Mr.  Erskine  made  propositions 
to  this  Government  noi  warranted  by  his  iDstroe- 
tions,,and  therefore  not  binding  on  hia  Sovereign  1 
No,  sir.    Does  he  pretend  that  a  foU  power  was 
necessary  to  give  validity  to  the  contract  ?    This 
is  not  pretended.    But  he  says,  explicitly,,  that 
Mr.  Smith  was  made  acquainted  with  the  tbiee 
conditions,  contained  in  the  despatch  of  the  S3d 
of  Janutiry,  that  he  made  obaervations  on  eacii 
of  them,  and  offered  reasons,  why  <he  thoagiit 
others  might  be  substituted  in  lieu  of  them.   It 
nkay,  says  Mr.  Jackson,  have  been  ooncladed  be- 
tween you  (Mr.  Smith  and  Mr.  Erskine.)  tbac 
these  latter  were  an  equivalent  for  the  original 
conditions.    The  evident  meaning  of  these  ex- 
pressions is,  ihat  the  arrangement  of  April  was 
first  ccmeeived  by  Mr.  Smith,  that  he  prop<»ed  to 
substitute  it  in  lien  of  the  original  conditions,  and 
that  he  collusively  prevailed  on  Mr.  Erskine  tc 
accept  them  as  an  equivalent  for  those  condition!. 
To  show  that  Mr  Jackaon  never  lost  sight  of  this 
charge  against  the  American  Secretary  of  State. 
I  refer  to  a  seAtence  in  hia  letter  of  the  23d  of 
October.    "  So  far  from  the  terms  which  he  (Mr. 
*  Erskine)  was  actnallyind seed  to  accept  ^.*i^i°f 
^  been  contemplated  in  his  instructions,  he  himsdl 

<  staiea  that  they  were  substituted  by  you  in  Uea 

<  of  thoae  originally  proposefd."    From  ttim  viev 
of  thft  aubjebty  I  mnat  eobeinde^  thacnet  only  Mi. 
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.  Ji»eksoo,bat  the  British  ministry  thetnselves,  were 
of  opinion,  that  to  refuse  with  honor  to  carry  the 
arniDgement  of  April  into  effeet  on  their  part,  It 
}  was  iocumbent  on  them  to  show  that  the  Bxecu- 
:  tive  of  the  United  States  had  fraudalently  induced 
1  Mr.  Brskine  to  substitute  that  arrangement  in  lieu 
»  of  the  condidons  "  orig^inally  proposed."  Mr. 
^  Jackson  expressly  admits,  in  bis  letter  of  the  4th 
'■  of  Noveinber,  that  he  must  continue  to  repeat  this 
>  iosultine^  charge,  "  whenever  the  good  faith  of  His 
^  Majesty's  GbTernment  is  called  in  question ;"  and 
L  for  what  purpose?  ^  To  yimliciite  its  honor  and 
.  dignity,  in  the  manner  that  appears  to  me  beet 
calculated  for  that  purpose."  This  is  indeed  a 
r.  most  unfortunate  admission  for  Mr.  Jackson.  The 
'  official  correspondence  of  Mr.  Erskine  with  the 
:  Secretary  of  State,  repels  the  foul  insinuation. 
;  and  fixes  a  stain  on  the  honor  of  the  British  na« 
:  tion,  which  the  corroding  band  of  time  cannot 
efface. 

Bot  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut  (Mr.  Pit- 
kin) has  told  us  that  the  agreemeni  entered  into 
b^  Mr.  Erskine  could  not  bind  his  Government, 
because  that  gentleman  had  no  full  power.   A  sen- 
tence from  Mr.  Jackson's  letter  of  the  4th  of  No- 
;   Tember  will  answer  that  argument  more  conclu- 
:  sirely  than  volumes  of  reasoning  in  all  the  syl- 
logistic forms  of  ancient  or  modern  logicians. 
*'I  must  beg  your  very  particular  attention  to  the 
.   'circumstance,  that  His  Majesty's  ratification  has 
'been  withheld,  not  because  the  agreement  was 
'concluded  without  a  full  power,  but  because  it 
'was  altogether  irreconcilable  to  the  instructions 
*^on  whicn  it  was  professedly  founded."    The 
l?entleman  from  Connecticut   bdmits  that  the 
President  could  not  demand  a  view  of  Mr.  Ers- 
kine's  secret  instructions,  and  Mr.  Jaekson  as- 
sures us  that  the  want  of  a  full  power  formed  no 
part  of  the  motive  which  induced  His  Majesty 
Co  withhold  his  ratification.    A  more  complete 
jttstrfieatioQ  of  the  American  Government  could 
not  be  given  than  is  contained  in  these  conflict- 
ing arguments.    I  have  shown  that  Mr.  Canning, 
in  the  despatch  of  the  23d  cf  January,  bad  pro- 
vided for  an  immediate  execution  of  the  agree- 
ment ;   the  instructions  of  Mr.  Erskine  were 
known  only  to  himself,  and  were  submitted'to  be 
exercised  entirely  at  his  discretion,  according  to 
his  own  opinion  of  their  spirit  and  intention. 
The  ratification  of  His  Majesty  is  not  made  a  pre- 
requisite to  the  fulfilment  of  the  agreement  on 
oar  part ;  it  follows,  therefore,  according  to  the 
respectable  authority  which  I  have  quoted,  that 
the  breach  of  a  perfect  promise  made  on  the  part 
of  Great  Britain,  by  a  Minister  whose  powers  are 
acknowledged  to  be  full  and  sufficient  for  the  pur- 
pose, is  a  violation  of  right.  "  and  as  evidently  an 
act  of  injustice  as  it  would  be  to  rob  a  man  of 
hisproperty." 

The  cases  referred  to  by  the  gentleman  from 
Connecticut  relate  to  treaties,  conventions,  and 
explanatory  articles  of  treaties,  where  the  con- 
•ent  of  theco-ordindte  department  of  the  Govern- 
meac,  to  whom  the  treaty-making  power  is  con- 
fided, mast  be  obtained  befbre  either  party  is  at 
liberty  to  proceed  to  their  executloo. 


To  illustrate  the  distinction  which  I  shall  take 
between  the  disavowed  arrangement  and  a  treaty, 
I  refer  to  WarcZV  history  of  i-he  Law  of  Nations, 
page  231.  *' By  treaties,  I  do  not  mean  merely 
^  those  agreements  which  men  fall  upon  in  order 

*  to  bring  about  a  cessation  from  war.  But  all 
'  those  deeds,  whatever  they  were,  by  which  some 
'  uncertainty  was  put  out  of  doubt,  some  contin^ 
'  gent  difficulty  smoothed  away,  and  the  natural 
'rights  of  mankind,  not  unfrequently  trenched 
'  upon  in  order  the  better  to  enjoy  those  that  re- 
'  mained."  The  Minister  of  Great  Britain,  in  the 
case  tinder  consideration,  entered  into  no  deed 
either  formal  or  informal,  but  merely  declares 
himself  to  be  authorized  to  pledge  His  Majesty 
for  the  performance  of  an  act  purely  Executive. 
The  removal  of  the  Orders  in  Council  in  alto- 
gether a  Cabinet  measure,  which  might  be  taken 
at  any  moment  in  the  recess  of  Parliament. 
This  Government,  therefore,  could  not  conceive 
itself  at  liberty  to  hesitate  in  placine  full  confi^^ 
dence  in  the  official  declarations  of  Mr.  Erskine, 
that  ly  was  instructed  to  declare,  "  that  the  Or* 
ders  m  Council  of  January  and  November,  1807. 
will  have  been  withdrawn  on  the  10th  day  of 
June  next."  Let  us  look,  sir,  at  the  conduct  of 
Mr.  Canning  in  a  case  precisely  apposite  to  this. 
The  President  of  the  United  States  was  author- 
ized, in  the  event  of  such  peace  or  suspension  of 
hostilities  between  the  belligerent  Powers  of  Eu- 
rope, or  of  such  changes  in  their  measures  affect- 
ing neutral  commerce,  as  might  render  that  of 
the  United  States  sufficiently  safe,  in  his  judg- 
ment, to  suspend  in  whole,  or  in  part,  the  act  lay- 
ing an  embargo  on  all  ships  and  vessels  in  the 
ports  and  harbors  of  the  United  States,  and  the 
several  acts  supplementary  thereto.  Instructions 
were,  accordingly,  forwarded  to  our  Minister  at 
London  to  propose  a  suspension  of  the  embargo, 
as  an  equivalent  for  the  removal  of  the  British 
Orders  in  Council,  so  far  as  they  respected  the 
United  States.  This  proposition,  it  seems,  was, 
in  the  first  instance,  communicated  in  conversa- 
tion between  Mr.Pinkney  and  Mr.  Canning,  upon 
which  the  latter  has  made  the  following  remarks: 
**In  the  first  of  our  conferences,  I  understood  you 

*  to  say  little  more  on  the  authority  of  your  Crov- 
'ernment,  than  that  you  were  instructed  to  re- 
'  monstrate  against  the  Orders  in  Council  of  the 
*7ih  of  January,  and  of  the  11th  of  November, 
'  ld07,  but  to  add,  as  from  yourself,  an  expression 
'  of  your  conviction,  that  if  those  orders  were  re- 
'  pealed,  the  President  of  the  United  States  would 
'suspend  the  embargo,  as  to  Great  Britain.  Upon 

*  the  consequences  of  sucti  a  suspension  of  the 
'embargo,  while  it  would  still  continue  to  be  en- 
forced against  France,  you  expatiated  largely, 

*  still  speaking,  however,  as  I  understood  you, 
'  your  own  individual  sentiments."  Will  gentle- 
men dispute  the  accuracy  of  the  orthodox,  sharp- 
sighted  George  Canning  t  I  .think,  sir,  unless 
some  radical  change  has  very  recently  taken 
place,  there  is  nothing  to  be  feared  on  that  score. 
Mr.  Pinkney,  in  these  conversations,  was  induced 
to  believe  that  his  proposal  would  be  well  re- 
ceived, and  Mr.  Canning,  in  order  to  evade  the 
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obligatioD  w|iich  he  mii^hi  have  incurred  relative 
to  a  removal  of  the  Orders  in  Council,  resiorts  to 
every  pretext  within  the  grasp  of  his  fertile  im- 
aginaiioQ  to  show  that  the  proposition  was  not 
submitted  in  regular  form,  so  as  to  make  it  bind- 
ing on  the  President  of  the  United  States.  Well, 
sir,  does  he  demand  of  Mr.  Pinkney  the  produc- 
tion of  a  full  power  ?  Is  that  made  a  sinequanon 
to  all  further  negotiation  ?  None  of  these  things 
appear  to  have  entered  in  the  brain  of. Mr.  Can- 
ning; notwithstanding,  he  seems  peculiarly  dis- 
posed to  equivocate,  and  even  to  misrepresent  the 
words  of  Mr.  Pinkney.  The  only  objection. which 
Le  thought  it  plausible  to  urge  was,  that  the  over- 
ture was  not  made  on  the. authority  of  the  Presi- 
dent, but  that  Mr.  Pinkney  expressed  his  own 
opinion,  that,  if  the  Orders  in  Council  were  re- 
moved, the  President  of  the  United  Slates  would 
suspenci  the  embargo  as  to  Great  Britain. 

The  result  of  that  correspondence  shows,  that 
the  overture  of  Mr.  Pinkney  was  rejected  on  prin- 
ciples of  general  policy,  and  not  on  either  oi  the 
grounds  of  exception  taken  by  gentlemen  to  the 
powers  of  Mr.  Erskine.  There  is  not  the  Slight- 
est shade  of  difference  between  the  two  cases. 
The  removal  of  the  embargo  by  the  President, 
an(f  of  the  Orders  in  Council  by  His  Britannic 
Majesty,  were  reciprocal  acts,  each  within  the 
range  of  Executive  authority,  without  requiring 
the  interposition  of  any  co-ordinate  branch  of 
either  Government. 

But,  sir,  it  is  impossible  to  mistake  the  dupli- 
city uf  Mr.  Canning  in  this  transuctioo.  We 
know  too  much  of  that  Jesuitical  negotiator  in 
America  to  be  caught  in  the  cobweb  which  he 
has  thrown  over  the  real  motives  which  influ- 
enced His  Majesty's  Ministers  in  the  disavowal 
of  the  act  of  Mr.  Erskine.  The  delusive  idea  that 
he  had  violated  his  instructions,  is  the  ostensible, 
not  the  real  cause  of  the  disavowal.  I  think  that 
it  has  been  satisfactorily  shown,  that  the  depar- 
ture of  a  proxy  from  his  secret*  orders  does  not 
impair  a  fair  and  bona  fide  contract  which  he 
enters  into  for  his  principal ;  and  from  the  admis- 
sions of  Mr.  Canning  himself,  it  will  be  readily 
inferred  that  such  a  departure  is  not,  in  fact,  tlie 
consideration  on  which  the  arrangement  of  April 
was  rejected.  When  Mr.  Pinkney,  our  Minister 
in  London,  was  informed  that  a  new  Ministel- 
was  to  be  sent  to  America,  Mr.  Canning  assigns 
as  the  reason,  that  Mr.  Erskine  had  not  acted  in 
confornaiiy  to  the  despatch  of  the  23d  of  January, 
in  obtaining  the  three  conditions  therein  speci- 
fied, and  that  these  conditions  must  be  obtained 
before  any  alteration  could  take  place  in  the  Cab- 
inet measures  of  Great  Britain,  afieciing  the  neu- 
tral commerce  of  the  United  States.  He  states 
explicitly,  that  Mr.  Jackson  is  to  proceed  to  Amer- 
ica, "not  on  any  special  mission,  which  Mr.  Ers- 
skine  was  not  authorized  to  promise,  except  upon 
conditions—not  one  of  whicn  he  has  obtained." 

On  the  23d  of  June  following,  Mr.  Canning, in 
ia  conversation  with  Mr.  Pinkney  respecting  these 
Tery  conditions,  which  he  previously  declared 
must  be  made  the  basis  of  the  repeal  of  the  Or-, 
ders  in  Council,  **  admitted  that  the  second  con 


^  dition  had  no  necessary  connexion  with  the  Or- 

*  ders  in  Council,  and  intimated  that  they  would 
\have  been  content  to  leave  the  subject  of  iito 
^future  discussion  and  arrangement.  And  wiih 
'respect  to  the  third  condition,  he  said,  thai  he 
'  was  himself  of  opinion,  that  the  idea  upon  which 

*  that  condition  turns  could  not  well  find  its  vay 
'  into  a  sti])ulation  ;  that  he  had,  nevertheless, be- 
'  lieved  it  proper  to  propose  the  condition  to  ihe 
^  United  Stales."  If  then,  sir.  the  failure  of  Mr. 
Erskine  to  obtain  the  whole  of  these  conditioas 
was  really  the  reason  on  .which  the  act  of  that 
Minister  was  dL^a vowed,  why  are  the  only  objec- 
tionable conditions  suddenly  abandoned,  and  de- 
clared to  be  wholly  unconnected  with  the  Orders 
in  Council,  and  inadmissible  in  any  siipulaiioa 
for  their  repeal?  Does  not  this  abandonmeiH 
carry  with  it  the  most  irrefragable  demonstration 
that  the  arrangement  of  April,  relative  to  the  re- 
moval of  the  Orders  in  Council,  was  not  dis- 
avowed because  these  conditions  were  not  ao- 
ceded  to  by  the  American  Government?  Atooe 
moment  we  are  told,  that  no  special  missioacaa 
be  authorized  to  this  country  except  upon  condi- 
tions— not  one  of  which  Mr.  Erskine  has  ob- 
tained ;  and  afterwards  it  is  confessed  that  the 
two  conditions,  which  were  alone  ofifensive  to 
this  Government,  had  nothing  at  all  to  do  with 
the  subject.  I  waive  the  evidence  which  is  con- 
tained m  Mr.  Erskine's  explanatory  correspood- 
ence,  as  to  the  several  letters  uf  instructions  with 
which  he  was  furnished,  and  I  rest  nay  argumeci 
on  this  point  solely,  on  the  admissions  of  Mr.Cao- 
ning  in  his  conversations  of  the  23J  of  June,  IS09. 
Sir,  I  am  one  of  those  who  believe  that  this 
agreement.was  brought  ab^ut  by  the  shock  which 
Great  Britain  sustained  under  the  operaiioo  of 
our  embargo.  Mr.  Canning  had  to  perform  the 
arduous,  task  of  quieting  the  murmurs  of  a  huD- 
gry  people.  The  great  manufacturing  interest 
of  the  nation  were  discontented  and  clamorous 
affainst  Ministers,  because  they  were  thrown  oat 
of  employment,  and  deprived  of  theif  usual  supply 
of  the  important  articles  of  cotton  and  tobacco, 
which  they  had  been  accustomed  tu  receive  from 
America.  Ireland  was  on  the  brink  of  ruin.  The 
British  armyjn  Spain  was  defeated,  and  coca- 
pelted  to  return,  to  England,  covered  with  wooods 
instead  of  laurels.  Admonished  by  these  disas- 
trous circumstances,  and  urged  by  the  hard  hand 
of  necessity,  the  relaxation  of  their  maritime  xt- 
strictions  appeared  to  be  indispensable  to  the  al* 
vation  of  the  British  nation.  It  was  this  state  of 
things  which  prompted  Mr.  Canning  to  furnish 
the  several  letters  of  instruction  to  Mr.  Rrskiae. 
on  which  he  was  authorized  to  declare  that  the 
Orders  in  Council  would  be  removed  on  a  partic- 
ular day.  But,  sir,  before  the  success  of  Mr.  £rs- 
kine's  proposititm  for  a  renewal  of  commercial 
intercourse  was  officially  known  at  the  foreign 
office,  the  markets  of  Great  Britain  and  her  de- 
pendencies were  glutted  with  the  products  of 
America.  Their  wants  were  supplied,  and  from 
a  state  little  short  of  starvation,  they  were  re- 
stored to  the  enjoyment  of  that  abundance  which 
custom  had  taught  them  to  look  for  from  this  fex- 
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<ile  region.    The  Contrnenta)  war  was  renewed 
with  great  visror  by  the  ilifaied  Emperor,  Francis. 
The  affairs  of  Spain  revived  again  the  despond- 
ing hopes  of  the  British  Ministry.    New  expedi- 
tious were  planned  ;  and  the  gloom  which  recent 
calamilies  had  spread  over  the  national  prospects 
was  exchanged  for  the  illusory  dream  of  count- 
less victoiies«  whose  terrors  should  reach  eve« 
the  imperial  throne  of  Napoleon  himself.  Buoyed 
up  by  these  delu&ive  calculations,  His  Majesty 
was  induced  to  disavow  the  agreement  entered 
into  by  Mr.  Ers^kine  with  the  American  Govern- 
ment.   The  suggestion  that  Mr.  En4ine  acted 
contrary -to  his  several  letters  of  instroeitonS)  is  a 
mere  pretext,  which,  can  not  bear  the  penetrating 
touch  of  open  and  candid  investigation.  We  have 
learnt  from  experience  that  the  only  security  we 
can  have  for  the  good  faith  of  the  British  Gov- 
ern men  t;  is  necessity.    The  embargo  was  a  wea- 
pon which  naight  have  been  wielded  with  great 
effect  in  producing  that  necessity,  and  in  redress- 
.  ing  the  wrongs  inflicted  on  this  country  by  the 
befligerent  Powers  of  Europe.    "  God's  chosen 
people,"  the  planters  of  the  Southera  States  and 
Territories,  have  sustained  the  most  severe  losses 
from  the  operation  of  the  embargo,  and  yet  no 
people  in  the  Union  hare  evinced  a  more  ardent 
determination^  to  support  that  and  every  other 
measure  of  policy  calculated  to  vindicate  the  na- 
tional honor.  But  the  fact  is  notorious,  that  there 
was  not  virtue  enough  hi  the  Eastern  portion  of 
the  Union  to  carry  the  law  intoeffeet«    That  ex- 
pedient is  now  rendered  imbecile  by  thefatal  ex- 
periment which  it  has  recently  undergone.  There 
IS  now  no  alteifnative  but  war  or  submission.  But 
the  adoption  of  the  resolution  is  deprecated,  on 
the  ground  of  its  hostile  aspect.    We  are  told  bv 
the  gentleman  from  New  York.  (Mr.GAiWErriERj 
that  it  is  an  appeal  to  the  King  of  En^lai)d,  on 
the  subject  of  the  misconduct  of  one  of  his  ser- 
vants, not  by  argument,'  but  by  menace ;  and  that 
gentleman  has  asked,  what  would  be  the  conduct 
of  Southern  gentlemen,  if  required  to  chastise  a 
servant  who  had  transgressed)  when  that  request 
was  aeeompanied  with  a  threat  of  personal  vio- 
lence in  ease  of  refusal?    I  will  answer  the  gen- 
tleman^s  hypothesis  by  a  concise  statement  of 
facu.    The  people  of  the  United  States  have 
been  robbed  of  their  poperty  while  pursuing  a 
lawful  commerce  on  tne  bign  seas.    Our  fellow- 
citizens  have  been  impressed  to  the  number  of 
several  thousands,  and  compelled  to  enter  into 
the  service  of  His  Majesty,  on  board  his  ships  of 
"war,  without  the  roost  distant  prospect  of  relief. 
A  national  ship  has  been  attacked  in  a  time  of 
profound  peace  by  a. British  squadron,  and  her 
crew  most  shamefully  murdered  within  oar  own 
jurisdictional  limits;  for   which  acknowledge^ 
outrage  upon  the  national  sovereignty  no  honor- 
able atonement  has  been  made.    Our  commerce 
is  rebtricted  by  the  enforcement  of  regulations  in- 
consistent with  t^e  most,  sacred  principles  which 
bind  together  the  nations  of  the  earth  ;  and  to  cap 
the  climax,  the  Executive  Government  of  this 
country  is  charged  with  perfidy  and  falsehood  in 
its  very  domicile. 


Now.  sir,  I  ask  Northern  gentlemen  to  say  how 
they  will  resent  these  injuries  and  insults  which 
the  nation  has  received  from  Great  Britain  ?  Will 
they  crouch  under  the  lash  of  tin's  inexorable  ty- 
rant ?  or,  will  they,  by  a  manly  display  of  digni- 
fied firmness,  support  the  rights,  the  honor^  and 
independence  of  the  United  States  ?  Sir,  between 
individuals,  when  the  party  assailed  calls  on  those 
around  him  for  protection,  and  seeks  to  shelter 
himself  from  danger,  the  assailant  becomes  more 
brave,  and  rushes  with  iifipetuosity  in  pursuit  of 
the  object  of  his  vengeance ;  but  woere  each  man 
shows  an  equal  disposition  to  maintain  his  grpun^ 
a  parley  is  not  uofrequeatly  the  result.  The  gea* 
tleman  is  unwilling  even^  to  menace  His  Moat 
Gracious  Maiesty,  but  wishes,  in  the  mildaesa  of 
Christian  forbearance,  to  appeal  t»  him  by  arga- 
ment,  and  persuade  him  to  do  us  justice;  while 
we  are  to  retreat  as  if  affrighted  by  some  fell  spirit 
of  destruction  from  the  proposition  before  us,  bo* 
cause,  forsooth,  it  aiay  so  affect  the  delicate  oervea 
of  His  Majesty  that  he  can  never  ^  speak  to  us 
again.**  Sir,  tnis  is  not  the  language  which  was 
held  by  our  venerable  fathers  who  so  ooblj 
achieved  our  independence,  end  it  is  not  the  lan- 
guage which  will  perpetuate  that  independence. 

If  indeed,  we  could  be  so  pusillanimous  as  to 
dread  the  consequences  of  a  maply  declaration  of 
our  rights,  and  our  determination  to  support  them| 
it  might  oe  questionable  whether  Great  Britaia 
would  stoop  so  low  as  to  speak  to  us.  Under 
such  humiliating  circumstances  we  should  de- 
serve the  contempt  of  the  world.  ThegoDtle- 
man  from  Massachusetts  (Mr.  CIdincy)  has  de- 
nounced the  resoibtion  on  yout  table  as  a  tissnre 
of  falsehood.  That  gentleman  has  taken  as  the 
ground  of  bis  argument  that  the  knowledge. im- 
puted to  this  .Government  of  Mr.  Erfikine's  ie- 
structioos  refers  to  the  time  of  the  disavowal,  and 
to  the  time  the  agreement  was  entered  into,  l 
shall  not  ransack  these  documents  for  the  purpose 
of  sifting  from  Mr.  Jacksoti's  letters  the  moit  of- 
fensive expressions  which  they  contain  to  show 
the  great  object  of  his  mission  was  to  lrescu«  hit 
awn  Government  from  disgrace  by  fixing  a  charse 
of  fraud  and  collusion  on  the  Exediuve  of  the 
United  States,  and  that  object  is  steadily  poraaed 
tlurough  the  whole  correspondence.    But,  as  the 

f gentleman  from  Massachusetts  has  eiven  us  a 
umping  argument,  I  shall  call  on  Mr.  Jacksoa 
for  the  only  reply  which  it  merits.  And  really, 
sir.  I  beg  pardon  of  Mr.  Jackson  for  paving  so 
often  set  him  in  collision  with  his  friends.  I  hope 
It  will  produce  no  mi&Qnderst^ndihg  between 
them.  Mr.  Smith,  in  his  letter  of  dismissal  to 
Mr.  Jackson,  enumerates  the  causes  why  no  fur- 
ther commaoications  will  be  received  from  him ; 
and  that  these  may  be  fairly  before  the  House,  I 
beg  leave  to  refer  to  the  letter  itself: 

DxFAaTXXNT  OF  StITB, 

NovembirSf  1609* 

8ia :  In  my  letter  of  the  19th  ult.,  I  stated  to  yoii 
that  the  declaration  in  your  letter  of  the  11th,  that  th^ 
despatch. from  Mr.  Canning  to  Mr.  Erskine  of  the  98d 
of  J«nu8iy,  was  the  only  despatch  by  which  the  oon- 
ditiona  were  preecribed  to  Mr.  Bzskine*  Ibr  the  oondi^ 
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■ion  of  an  arrangement  on  the  matter  to  ^hich  it  re- 
lated, was  then  for  the  first  time  made  to  this  Govern- 
ment.  And  it  was  added,  that  if  that  despatch  had 
been  communicated  at  the  time  of  the  arrangement,  or 
if  it  had  been  known  that  the  propositions  contained  in 
it  were  the  only  ones  on  which  he  was  authorized  to 
make  an  arrangement,  the  arrangement  would  not 
have  been  made. 

In  my  letter  of  the  let  inst.,  adverting  to  the  repe- 
tition in  your  letter  of  the  23d  ult.,  of  a  language  im- 
plying a  knowledge  in  this  Government,  that  the  in- 
structions of  your  predecessor  did  not  authorize  the 
arrangement  formed  by  him,  an  intimation  was  dis- 
tinctly given  to  you,  that,  after  the  explicit  and  pe- 
remptory asseveration  that  this  Government  had  not 
any  such  knowledge,  and  that  with  such  a  knowledge 
Bttcfa  an  arrangement  would  not  have  been  made,  no 
sach  insinuation  could  be  admitted  by  this  Govern*- 
anent 

Finding  that,  in  your  reply  of  the  4th  inst.,  you  have 
used  a  iBXigUBge  which  cannot  be  understood  but  as 
RiCerating,  and  even  aggravating,  the  same  gross  in- 
dnuatlon,  it  only  remains,  in  order  to  predude  opporta- 
nitsea  whidi  are  thus  abused,  to  inibrm  you  that  no  fui^ 
tiier  communications  will  be  received  from  you,  and  that 
Ibe  neceeaity  of  this  determination  will,  without  delay, 
be  made  known  to  your  Govomment.  In  the  mean 
time  a  ready  attention  will  be  given  to  any  communi- 
cations ajflecting  the  interests  of  the  two  nations, 
through  any  other  channel  that  may  be  substituted. 
I  have  the  honor  to  be,  Sec, 

R.  SMITH. 

Well  sir,  what  does  Mr.  Jackson  say,  through 
Mr.  Oakley,  in  reply  to  the  eaumeratioD  of  facts 
which  is  eoDtaiaed  in  Mr.  Smith's  letter?  He 
says,  '*  that  Mr.  Jackson  has  seen,  with  much  re- 
^gret,  that  factj,  which  it  has  been  his  duty  to 

*  state  m  hia  official  correspondence,  have  been 
^deemei  by  the  Amerieaa  Gorerfiment  to  afford 

*  a  sufficient  motive  for  breaking  off  an  important 
« negotiatioii,  end  for  putting  an  end  to  all  com* 
(  municatioD  whaterer  with  the  Minister  charged 
'  by  his  Sovereign  with  that  negotiation,  so  inter* 
^esting  to  both  nations,  and  on  ooe  point  of  which 
<  an  answer  has  not  even  been  returned  to  aa  official 

*  aad  written  overture."  Is  not  this  a  satisfhctory 
answer  to  the  labored  speech  of  the  gentleman 
from  Masaacbosttts?  Mr.  Jackson  does  not  pre- 
tedd  thai  he  was  misunderstood,  or  misstated  by 
Mr.  Smith.  He  merely  regrets  that  the  facts, 
which  it. had  been  his  duty  to  state,  were  deemed 
a  sufficient  motive  for  breaking  off  an  important 
negotiation.  It  is  tacitly  admitted  that  he  had 
charged  this  Government  with  a  knowledge  that 
the  dcspatck  of  the  23d  of  January  was  the  only 
despaich  hy  which  the  conditions  were  ^escribed 
to  Mr.  Erskine  on  the  subject  to  which  it  related. 
That,  with  this  knowledge,  the  President  bad  col- 
lusirely  induced  Mr.  Efrskine  to  substitute  the 
arrangement  of  April,  ^'in  lieu  of  the  conditioDs 
originaUK  proposed ;"  and,  that,  under  these  cir- 
cuowtBDces,  His  Majesty  had  an  undoubted  and 
iACootvovertible  right  to  disavow  that  ariange- 
XQcat,  but  he  regrets  that  these  f^cls.  which  it 
bad  been  his  duty  to  state,  should  be  deemed  by 
iJIm  Attefican  Qovernment  to  ^Soxd  a  auffioieat 
motive  for  breaking  off  an  isi{K>rtaa4  negottaiioQ. 


Sir,  I  do  noi  believe  if  Mr.  Jackson  was  now  at 
the  bar  of  the  House,  that  in  his  own  defence,  be 
would  descend  to  retract  these  insulting  charges. 
Nay,  I  go  further;  I  do  not  believe  he  would  feel 
himself  authorized  to  retract  them  under  any  cir- 
cumstances. To  these  facts,  says  Mr.  JacjuoD, 
<<  I  have  scrupulously  adhered,  and  in  ao  doin?  I 
must  continue,  whenever  the  good  faith  of  His 
Majesty's  Government  is  called  in  questioo." 
How  far  the  knowledge  which  this  Gro  vera  meat 
possessed^  at  the  time  tbe  a^eement  was  di^ 
avowed,  is  connected  with  a  justification  of  tbe 
act,  remains  for  the  gentleman  from  Massachu- 
setts to  show.  ^*  It  is  only  the  fraud  which  hat 
ffiven  rise  to  the  contract  th^t  may  give  occasioa 
lor  the  rescisioD  of  it ;"  and,  according  to  the  pre* 
mises  assumed  by  the  gentleman,  it  follows  that 
if  this  Grovernment  knew  the  extent  of  Mr.  Ers- 
kine's  powers,  at  tbe  time  the  disavowal  of  His 
Majesty  was  made  known,  ergo,  the  asreemeot 
was  fraudulent  and  void,  ab  iniiio.  I  leave  the 
gentleman  to  reooacile  these  absurditiea.  But  it 
has  been  said,  that  the  threat  which  the  rcsolutioa 
contains  will  be  an  effectual  barrier  to  further 
negotiation.  Mr.  Jackson  has,  indeed,  alleged 
that  his  dismissal  put  an  end  to  an  important  oe- 
gotiation ;  but  the  most  superficial  view  of  this 
correspK>ndence  must  satisfy  every  man  that  such 
is  not  the  fact.  Mr.  CaaDiag.  as  early  as  the 
27th  of  May,  informs  us  that  Mr.  Jackson  is  to 
proceed  to  America,  ^*  not  on  any  special  mission, 
which  Mr.  Srskine  was  not  authorized  to  prooaise, 
except  upon  conditions — not  one  of  which  hehai 
obtained ;"  and  not withsUn ding  every  gentlemtD 
has  warmly  protested  sgainst  these  conditions, 
they  seem  to  hav«  forgotten  that  Mr.  Jack»oa 
has  expressly  made  their  adoption  the  ultimatum 
of  his  Government — the  event  on  which  he  is 
authorized  to  conclude  a  treaty.  And  this.  sir,ii 
tbe  important  negotiation  which  has  terminated 
with  the  missioa  of  Mr,  Jackson,  and  which  gen- 
tlemen fear  will  not  again  resuscitate.  We  are 
required  by  this  resolution  to  give  a  pledge  to 
the  American  people,  aad  to  the  world,  to  ^  stand 
by  and  support  the  £xe«utive  Government  in  its 
refusal  to  receive  any  further  comoiuoicationi 
from  Francis  J.  Jackson."  What  answer  shall 
we  give  to  this  proposition  ?  Shall  we  say  to  the 
American  people,  to  Great  Britain,  and  to  the 
world,  that  we  will  not  stand  by  and  support  the 
Executive  Government  in  that  refusal?  Let  os 
consider  the  conaequeaces  of  such  a  step  in  the 
present  crisis. 

The  President  of  the  United  Sutes  has  re* 
quested  His  Majesty  to  recall  the  odendiog  Mio- 
isxer,  from  whom  he  refuses  to  receive  further 
communications.  That  Minister  has  doubdess 
giv^  lo  his  transactions  here  a  coloring  favor- 
able  to  the  part  he  has  acted,  and  his  representa* 
tions  will  beat  in  unison  with  the  wishes*  of  hit 
Sovereign.  And,  sir,  at  the  very  moment  when 
these  despatches  form  the  subject  of  coasultatioa 
in  the  British  Cabinet,  a  tianscript  from  your 
journals  announces  the  determination  of  the  Rep* 
reseniatives  of  the  people  not  to  support  tbe  con- 
duct of  the  President  in  his  refusal  to  receive  fur- 
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ther  coram uoicationa  from  Mr.  Jackson.    Is  it  to 
be  expected  that,  noder  these  circumstances,  the 
request  of  the  Executive  would  commaod  the 
respectful  attention  which  its  importance  to  the 
welfare  of  the  nation  really  demands  ?    So  far 
from   attending  to  that  request,  the  President 
would  he  told,  ^*  that  he  had  insulted  iheMtnfster 
of  a  great  and  powerful  nation,  while  in  the 
legitimate  discharge  of  his  official  functions;  and 
that  upon  a  solemn  appeal  to  the  most  popular 
branch  of  the  American  Government,  they  had 
refused  to  stand  by  and  support  him  in  the  atti- 
tude which  he  had  assumed  towards  that  Min- 
ister.   If,  then,  you  cannot  find  isupport  within 
the  walls  of  your  own  Capitol,  it  is  unreasonable 
in  you  to  expect  His  Majesty  to  listen  to  your 
request."    Mr.  Jackson  might  be  recalled,  but 
the  breach  between  the  two  nations  would  re- 
ceive a  more  portentous  aspect  by- a  demand  from 
the  British  Government  or  ample  atonement  for 
the  insult  he  had  received  in  ius  ministerial  cha- 
racter, notwithstanding  the  solemn  declarations  of 
the  Kxecntive  to  the  contrary.     And,  sir.  all  the 
consequences  which  gentlemen  seem  to  antici- 
pate from  the  adoption  of  the  resolution  would 
unavoidably  fiow  from  its  rejection.    We  should, 
in  that  case,  say  to  the  American  people,  and  to 
the  world,  that  we  will  not  **eall  into  action  the 
whole  force  of  the  nation,  should  it  become  neces* 
sary,  in  consequence  of  the  conduct  of  the  Exec- 
utive department  in  this  particular,"  nor  "repel 
future  insults  if  they  should  be  oflfered,"    And 
is  there  any  honorable  member  on  this  floor  who 
is  prepared  to  say,  that  he  will  not  call  into  ac- 
tion the  whole  force  of  the  nation  if  it  should  he* 
come  necessary  t    That  he  will  not  repel  future 
insults  if  they  should  be  oflfored?    Sir,  I  should 
loatiie  my  country  if  such  degrading  sentiments 
could  recetrc  the  sanction  of  the  National  Legist 
la  tare. 

Whatever  may  be  the  fate  of  the  resolution,  ii 
has  my  hearty  approbation.    It  is  the  only  sup* 

S>rt  wnich  the  Constitution  permits  me  to  give  ji. 
ut  though  my  sufi'rage  cannot  be  recorded,  my 
hand  and  my  voice  shall  be  raised  to  defend  the 
honor  and  independence  of  the  nation  so  long  as 
the  vital  spark  aball  continue  to  animate  my 
bosom. 

Mr  Rbea,  of  Tenne6see.*^Mr.  Sp€«ker,  it  is 
not  deemed  necessary  in  the  observations  I  will 
make  on  the  resolution  under  consideration  to 
take  into  view  any  relations. of  the  United  States 
with  Great  Britain  or  France,  because,  it  does  noit 
clearly  appear  thai  any  exist,  except  in  thlis,  that 
the  United  States  are  sufi^ring  loss  and  damage. 
If  there  be  any  relations  with  Great'  Britain,  as 
tbey  respect  the  United  States,  they  are  negative 
and  sufiteriog ;  as  tbey  respect  Great  Britain,  posi- 
tive and  active.  Be  they  what  they  may,  they 
are  not  properly  within  the  range  6f  a  xltscussioo 
on.  this  resolution,  which  merely  respects  the 
CO  Qduct  of  an  Ambas<;ador  Extraordinary  and 
IVI  inister  Plenipotentiary  of  His  Britannic  Ma^ 
jcsty  near  the  United  States.  How  the  relation^ 
if  there  beany,  between  the  UniLed  States  and 
f^raoce  ^e  connected  with  .the  subject  of  this 


resolution,  .will  require  the  greatest  civilian,  the 
most  wise  master  of  public  law,  to  discover ;  the 
consideration  of  these  subjects,  except  so  far  as 
mentioning  only  circumstances  which  have  ex- 
isted, will  be  omitted.    Neither  does  it  appear 
very  necessary  to  recnr,  in  examining  this  ques- 
tion, in  the  view  I  intend  to  take  of  it,  to  writera 
or  authorities,  as  they  are  called,  on  public  law  or 
laws  of  nations,  because,  if  any  time  heretofore,, 
there  was  a  public  law  acknowledged  and  prac- 
tised bv  all  civilized  nations,  that  law  is,  in  these 
times,  become  obsolete  and  disused;  and  the  great 
nations  of  the  old  world  have  severally  adopted 
particular  systems  of  law  respecting  other  nationsy 
adapted  to  their  own  several  existing  circum-» 
stances,  and  bottomed  on  principles  different  from 
those  which  heretofore  were  denominated  prin* 
ciples  of  public  law.    When,  therefore,  in  the- 
course  of  these  observations,  said  Mr.  R.,  I  may 
use  the  words  ^'public  law,"  my  intention  is  to 
express  thereby  an  idea  of  some  system  named 
public  law,  not  the  law  of  nature,  which,  gra-* 
dually  becoming  obsolete,  has  been  very  little,  if* 
any,  in  use  since  the  commencement  of  the  Ame- 
rican Revolution — a  system  which,  notwithstaod^ 
ing  it  is  often  appealed  to,  if  ever  it  did  exist,  is 
now  only  to  be  found  in  books,  and  not  in  prac- 
tice.   Neither  is  it  intended  in  this  case  to  draw^ 
into  notice  any  diplomatic  proceedings  mady 
years  heifetofore  transacted,  by  way  of  argumentw 
in  support  of  what  I  may  say  on  the  subject  ot 
this  resolution ;  inasmuch  as  the  truth,  and  merits 
of  it  da  f est  and  depend  on  the  Messase  of  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  and  the  docu- 
menta  accompanying  the  same,  and  the  other 
documents  relative  thereto,  which  have  been  rei 
ceived  from  him  since  the  commencement  of  this 
session  of  Congress,  together  tviih  some  other 
documents  relative  to  the  arrangement  of  April 
last,  made  between  the  American  GK>vernmeDt( 
and  the  honorable  David  Montague  Erskine,  late 
Ambassi|dor  Extraordinary  and  Minister  Plenin 
potentiary  from  His  Britannic  Majesty,  near  the 
United  States. 

This  resolution  i&  not  an  answer  to  a  Message, 
frpm  the  President  of  the  United  States;  there 
are  not  in  it  any  words,  of  relation  between  it  and, 
a  mea^ge  evidencing  an  expression  or  inteoded 
direction  of  that  nature;  neither  are  there  in  it. 
any  words  manifesting  an  iptention  to  transmit 
it  to  him  a^^  an  address;  for  these  and  other  rea- 
'sons,  which,  if  necessary,  might  be  mentioned,  it 
does  not  appear  that  thy$  Joint  resolution  can.  with 
any  propriety,  be  named  an  answer  or  resppnse^ 
to  a  Message  from  the  President,  or  ah  address  to( 
him.  It  may,  therefore,  be  reasonably  expected, 
that  any  objection  raised  against  it,  on  the  opin- 
ion of  its  being  an  answer  to  a  Message  from  the 
President,  or  ai;i  aijdress  to  him,  will  not  prevail. 

This  resolution  js  not  a  declaration  of  war ;  it 
is  predicated  on  a  specified  eonc^uct  of  an  Am- 
bassador Kxtraordinar)r  and  Minister  Plenipo- 
tentiary of  His  Britannip  Majesty,  near  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  IBtates,  a.n(I  on  the  denial 
of  the  Executive  Government  of  the  United 
St9.t.es  to,  receive  any  further  communication! 
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from  him  in  consequence  of  that  conduct.  And 
it  may  be  observed  that,  how  ancient  soever 
among  nations  the  custom  or  usage  of  sending 
or  receiving  Ambassadors,  Plenipotentiaries,  and 
public  Ministers  of  (bat  kind  may  be,  the  custom 
or  ut:age.  it  is  reasonable  to  belie've,  is  bottomed 
only  on  the  great  principle  of  humanity,  and  does 
not  impose  a  perfect  obligation  either  to  send 
such  Minister,  or  to  receive  him,  or  to  continue 
him  after  being  received ;  therefore,  not  to  send 
an  Ambassador,  Plenipotentiary,  or  public  Min- 
ister— not  to  receive  such  MinisVter — to  recall  such 
Minister — or  to  refuse  to  receive  any  further  com 
jnuoications  from  such  Minister,  is  not  a  just 
•cause  of  war;  and  it  follows  that  the  acting  or 
not  acting,  in  either  of  the  cases,  is  not  a  decla- 
ration of  war.  True  it  is,  that  the  resolution 
states,  that  ^Mhe  Congress  of  the  United  States 
'do  solemnly  pledge  themselves  to  the  American 
*  people,  and  to  the  world,  to  stand  by  and  sup- 
'port  the  Executive  Government  in  its  refusal  to 
'receive  any  further  communications  from  the 
'said  Francis  James  Jackson,  and  to  call  into  ac- 
'  tioD  the  whole  force  of  the  nation,  if  ii  should 
'  become  necessary,  in  consequence  ot  the  conduct 
'of  the  Executive  Government  in  this  respect,  to 
'  repel  such  insult,  and  to  assert  and  maintain  the 
'rights,  the  honor, and  the  interests x>f  the  United 
'  States ;"  but,  it  is  to  be  obseryed,  that  that  pledge 
goes  only  to  the  doing  of  certain  things  which 
may  become  necessary  in  consequence  of  the 
conduct  of  the  Executive  Government  in  respect 
to  that  thing  which  is  alluded  to.  Biit  if  any 
gentleman  is  disposed  to  continue  to  this  resolu- 
tion the  name  of  auNwer  to  a  Message  from  the 
President,  or  address  to  him,  or  to  call  it  a  decla- 
ration of  war,  be- certainly  may  give  it  any  name 
he  pleases  ;  and  I  hope,  said  Mr.  R.,  that  I  may 
also  have  the  liberty  to  give  it  a  name  that  ap- 
pears  appropriate  to  it. 

*  At  the  last  session  of  Congress  a  resolution 
was  proposed  for  consideration  in  this  House,  of 
the  import  following: 

'*  Resolved,  That  the  promptitude  and  frankness 
with  which  l^e  President  of  the  United  States  has  met 
the  overtures  of  Great  Britain  towards  the  restoration 
of  harmony  and  a  free  commercial  intercourse  between 
the  two  nations,  receives  the  approbation  of  this 
House."  ' 

That  resolution  and  the  reso1ut:on  now  under 
consideration  are  not  similar  in  cause,  subject- 
matter,  or  effect.  The  cause  assigned  for  that 
Ksolution  was  the  frankness  and  promptitude  of 
the 'President  in  meeting  the  overtures  of  Great 
Britain,  which  preceded  the  arrangement  of  April 
last,  virtually  implyino;  that  that  Power  had  been, 
prior  to  that  period,  m  the  practice  of  making 
overturies  of  the  same  nature  and  extent  to  the 
Executive  Government  of  the  United  States,  but 
without  effect,  and,  for  that,  virtually  approbating 
the  conduct  of  that  Power;  and  that  the  Execu- 
tive Government  of  the  United  States  bad  not, 
prior  to  that  period,  been  frank  and  prompt  to 
meet  such  overtures  of  Great  Britain,  and  that, 
therefore,  it  had  not  attended  to  the  interest  of  the 
American  people.    That  resolution  in  express 


terms  approbated  the  conduct  of  the  President,. 
and  was  intended,  if  adopted,  to  have  been  pre- 
sented to  him. as  an  act  of  this  House  (but  of  this 
House)  only,  it  not  being  a  joint  resolution  of 
both  Houses  of  Congress;  the  effect  of  thai  reso- 
lution, notwithstanding  it  ought  so  to  have  been, 
was  not  conclusive  on  Great  Britain  ;  it  also  was 
presented  to  the  House  of  Representatives  at  a 
time  when  doubts,  in  consequence  of  the  orders 
of  April  26,  existed  whether  Great  Britain  would, 
in  good  faith,  perform  the  arrangement  of  April, 
made  by  Mr.  Erskine  wfth  the  United  States; 
and  the  event  has  indubitably  proved  the  pro- 
priety of  not  adopting  tbct  resolution. 

The  resolution  under  consideration  respects  the 
conduct  of  an  Ambassador  Extraordinary  aad 
Minister  Plenipotentiary  of  His  Britannic  Ma- 
jesty towards  the  Executive  Government  of  the 
United  States,  and  the  act  of  that  Governroeniia 
consequence  thereof;  the  cause  and  subject-mat- 
ter of  this  resolution,  after  what  has  been  said  bj 
gentlemen  in  support  of  it,  require  l)Ut  little  fur- 
ther elucidation ;  the  act  of  the  Executive  Gar- 
ernment  is,  in  thiscase,  complete,  conclusive,  awl 
cannot  be  contested.  It  cannot,  therefore,  witb 
good  faith  be  said,  that  the  disapprobation  of  that 
resolution  presented  at  the  last  session  of  Coo- 
gress,  and  the  approbation  of  the  resolution  under 
consideration,  argues  a  change  of  opinion,  or  a 
change  of  principle. 

Against  the  adoption  of  this  resolution,  it  has 
been  urged  that  there  is  no  precedent  in  nature 
of  a  joint  resolution  of  both  Houses  of  Congress 
for  it.  nor  any  precedent  for  it  to  be  found  in  the 
acts  and  proceedings  of  any  nation.  Admit  that 
to  be  so,  it  will  prove  nothing.  It  will  be  diffi- 
cult, indeed,  to  find  in  the  acts  and  proceedings  of 
any  nation  a  precedent  (if  one  was  necessary)  to 
sanction  and  authorize  the  adoption  of  the  Coo- 
stitution  of  the  United  States;  but  the  United 
States  judged  themseirea  to  be  sufficiently  ade- 
quate to  adopt  that  Constitution,  and  it  was  adopt- 
ed. I  will  not,  therefore,  said  Mr.  R.,  trouble  this 
House  or  myself  to  inquire  about  a  precedent  to 
sanction  this  resolution;  for,  if  this  be  a  new  or 
novel  case,  (as  has  been  intimated,)  1  am  williog 
to  assist.  And  it  is  certain  that  the  United  Sutes, 
in  Congress  assembled,  have  power  sufficient  to 
make  a  precedent  in  this  new  case,  which  in  future 
may  be  relied  on  in  all  cases  of  a  similar  natore. 
The  resolution  states: 

"  That  the  expreasions  contained  in  the  official  letter 
of  Francis  J.  Jackson,  Minister  Plenipotentiary  of  H^ 
BriUnnic  Majesty  near  the  United  States,  dated  t^ 
23d  day  of  October,  1809,  and  addressed  to  Mr.  Smith, 
Secretary  of  State,  conveying  the  idea  that  the  Execa- 
tive  Government  of  the  United  Stajtea  had  a  knowledge 
that  the  arrangement  lately  made  by  Mr.  Eraktiie,  ha 
predecessor,  in  behalf  of  his  Government,  with  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States,  was  entered  into  withont 
competent  powers  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Erskine,  for  that 
purpose,  were  highly  indtcorous  and  insolent.  That 
the  repetition  of  the  same  intimation  in  his  official  letter 
dated  the  4th  of  November,  1609,  a^er  he  was  apprized 
by  the  asseveration  of  the  Secretaiy  of  State  that  the 
Executive  Government  had  no  such  knowledge,  and 
that  if  it  had  -possessed  anch  knowledge^  such  arrange- 
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ment  would  not  have  bpen  entered  into  on  the  pa/t  of 
the  United  States;  and  after  alao  being  efflcialij  afH 
prized  that  f  uch  intimation  waa  iQa<]|nia8ible,  Was  atili 
more  insolent  and  affronting ;  and  in  refuaing  to  receive 
my  further  commnnjcatione  froi^i  hini,  in  consequence 
oftbeee'odtrageoufl  and  premeditated  insults,  the  ex- 
ecutive Government  has  manifested  a  juat  regard  to  its 
dignity  find  honor,  as  well  as  \o  the  character  and  inter- 
est of  the  American  people.  That  the  letter  sig'ned 
Francis  J.  Jackson,'  headed  '  CirCtdar/  date|l  the  13th 
VoTember,  1809,  and[  published  Inrough  the  country, 
s  a  still  more  direct  and  aggravated  int;ult  and  affront 
0  the  Ameiican  people  and  their  Government,  and  it 
s  etidently  an  insidious  attempt-to  excite  their  rescnt- 
nent  and  distrust  against  their  own  '€h>vemment,  by 
ippealing  to  them,  through  false  *or  fallacious  disguises, 
(gainst  some -of  their  acts;  and  to  exeile  MsentrntnUi 
tnd  divisions  amongst  the  peoplegihemselvM,  which' can 
ml  J  be  dishonorable  to  their  own  characters  and  ruin-' 
»tts  to  their  own  interests.  .  An^  the  Congress  of  the 
Jnited  States'  do  hereby  solemnfy  pledge  themselves 
0  the  American  people,  and  to  thjo  world/'  &c. 

Mr.  Jackson,  in  hisi  official  letter  of  the  4ih  of 
November,  1809.  to  the  Secretary  of  Sttfte  of  the 
Jolted  States,  uses  the  following  remarkable  ex*. 
iression:  *'But,  as  to  the  propriety  qif  my  allu- 
sioDs,  yoq  most  allow  me  to  acknowledge  only 
the  decision  of  my  own  Siovereii^D,  whoke  com- 
maDdn  1  obey,  and  t(f  whom  alone.1  caD^eonsider 
my&elf  responsible." 

Here,  then,  Mr.  Jackson  clearly  intimates,  that 
sto  the  propriety  of  his  allusions,  he  6beys-the 
ommaod  of  his  Sovereign,  ^hose  decision  only,- 
)  respect  to  the  propriety  of  bi|^  allusions  he  ac- 
Dowiedges ;  and  to  whom  alone,  in  respect  tO'ihe 
ropriety  of  his  allusions,  be  considered  himself 
■sponsible*  The  propriety  of  this  construction 
fthat  remarkable  expression  will  not  be  doubted^ 
lasmach  a^  every  general  one  contains  all  the  par- 
culars.  It  fullpvrs,  then,  that  the  Sovereign  of 
Ir.  Jacksop  is  a  party  in'  the  aUasion  of  Nlr.  J.« 
nd  consequently  that  His  3ritaniiic  Majesty's 
rovernment  and  the  Ignited  States  are  parties  to. 
le  case  stated  in  th^  resolution.  •  This  case  ha^- 
ig  originated  fronO*  the  conduct  of  a  Minister.  Plen- 
•otentiary  from  one  sovereign  Power  to  another, 
)d  as  all  civilized  nations  ar-e  interested  in  the 
)oduct  of  their  Pleoi()otentiaries  and  public 
[ioisters,  it  may  truly  be  said,  that  all  the  civil* 
ed  nations  of  the  worfd  are  interested  in  the  casei 
mtained  in  the  resolution  under  conside>auon. 
is  therefore  necessary  that  .this  case,  novel  as*ts 
id  in  the  United  States  of  America^  be  made 
lowji  to  all  the  civilized  nations  in  the  world, 
his  resolution  is  for  that  purpose,  and  that  all 
e  civilized  nations  in  the  world  may  know  whtft 
e  decision  is;  that  the  .Senate  and.  House  of 
epreseotatives  of  the  United  States  of  America, 
Congress  assembled j  do  pronounce  on  it.  This 
solution,  therefore,,  may  propecly  be  named  a 
^nijesio. 

Immediately  on  reading  this!  resolutioii,  atjaea-. 
>o  of  the  greatest  importance  presented  itself-^ 
at  IS,  is  tjiis  resolution,  or,  in  Hither  wogrds,  are 
e  inatters  therein  stated  Aiui  alluded  to^  troe*? 
)r.  if  they  be  not  triie^  it  was  not  right  to  refuse, 
receive  any  further  commtt&icatioas  from  Mr. 


Jacksop,  Minister  Plenipotentiary  of  His  Briian- 
nic  Majesty.  The  character  of  .the  Executive 
Government  of  the  United  -States  js  well  known 
to  be  mild,  amiable,  peaceable,  and  just  pit  is 
•presumed  that  the  Government,  possessing  these 
qualities,  would  not  iiave  refused  to  receive  any 
further  communications  from  the  same  Minister 
Plenipotentiary  without  just  caus^.  'What^  is 
that  cause  ?  The  resolution  states  '^  that  the  ^x- 
^  preasioiis  contained  iu  the  letter  of  Francis  J. 
Oackson.  MJnisfer  Plenipotentiary  of  His  Bri- 
'tannic  Majesty  .near  the  United  States,  dated 
'  the  23d  day  of  October,  1809,  and  addressed  to 
'  Mr.  Sinith,  Secretary  of  State,  c6tlv.ejriQg  the 
^  idea  that  the  Executive  Goveromeiit  of  the 
'  United  Slates  bad  a  knowledge  (hat  ^hearrange- 
'  ment  lately  made  by  Mr.  Erskii^f,  his  predecea- 

*  8or,  in  behalf  of  his  Government,  With  the  Gov- 

*  ernment  of  the  United  States,  was  entered  into 
^  without  competent  powers  on  the  part  of  Mr. 
^  Erskine  for  that  purpose",  were  highly  iodecor- 
^  ous  and  insolent.    That  the.  repetition  of  the 

*  same  intimation,  in  his  official  letter  dated  (he 
-  4th  of  November,  1809,  after  he  was  apprized 
'  by  the  asseveration  of  the  Secretary  ot-^tate 
'that  the  Executive  Qovernment.had  nonsuch 
'  l^nowledge,  and  that  if  it  had  possessed. such 
'  knowledge,  such  arrangement  would  not  have 
'  been  entered  into  on  the  part  of  the  United 
'  States,  and. after  also  l^eing  offi daily  apprised 
'  that  such  intimatio'n  was  inadmissible,  waa  still 

*  more  insolent  and  aifronting."  '  •\ 

In  order  to  manifest  the  truth  of  this  statement,  > 
ii  will 'be  necessary  to  examibe  and  ^recite  some 
parts  of  the  official  coraespondende  l^etweea  the 
Secretary  of  State  and  -Mr.  Jackson. 

The  Secretary  of  State,  in  his  official  letter  of 
the  8ih  of  November,  1809,  to  Mr.  Jackson,  after 
stating  that  in  his  latter  of  the  19th  of  October  he 
had  seated  to  Mr:  Jackson  that  the  declaration  in 
Mr.  Jackson's  letter  of  the  llih^that  the  despatch* 
from  Mr.  Canning  to  Mr.  Erskme  o(  the  23i  Jan- 
uary >wa8  the  only  despiitcji  by  which  the  condi- 
tions were  prescribed  toiyfr.  Erskine  for  the  con- 
clfisiqn  oCanarradgement  on  the  matter  to  which 
it  relafed,  was  then  for  the  first  time  made  known 
to  this  Gbveriiment.  And  (t  was  added  that  if 
that  dcKpatch  had  beeti  cdinmunicated  at  the 
time  0f  the  arran|rement, or  if  it  had  beeli  known 
that  the"  propositions  contained  in  it.  were  the 
only  ones  oh  which  he  was  authorized  to  make 
an  arrapgement,  the  arrangemenX«*would  not  hare 
been  made.  And  that  in  his  letter^f  the  1st  .of 
November,  adverting  to  the  irepetition  i(t  Mr. 
Jackson's  letter  of  the  ^3d  of  October,  of  a  lan- 
guage implying  a  knowledge  in;his  Government 
that  the  instructions  of  his  predecessor  did  not 
auihorize  the  arrangement,  an  intimation  was 
distinctly  given  to  Mr.  Jackson'* that,  after  theex-- 
plicit.and  peremptory  asseveration  tnat.  this  Gor- 
ernment  had  not  any  such  knowledge,  aind  that 
with  such  knowledge  such  an  arrangement  would 
not  have  been  made,  no  such  intimation  could  he 
admitted  by  this  Government.  ^The  Secretary 
then  proceeds  to  states  '*  Finding  that  in  yoar> 
'  reply  of  the  4th  instant,  you  hare  lised  a  iaa* 
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^  guage  which  cannot  be  misuaderstood,  but  as 
'  reiterating  and  eren  aggravating  the  same  gross 

*  insinuation,  it  only  remains,  in  order  to  preclude 

*  opportunities  which  are  thus  abased,  to  inform 
'  you  that  no  further  communications  will  be  re- 

*  oeived  from  you,  and  that  the  necessity  of  this 
^  determination  will,  without  delay,  be  made 
'  known  to  your  Government." 

Mr.  Jackson,  in  bis  official  letter  of  the  4th  of 
November,  1809,  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  being 
the  letter  alluded  to  by  Mr.  Smfth  in  his  letter  of 
the  8th  of  November,  1809,  after  other  matters, 
states,  ^'  but  as  to  the  propriety  of  my  allusions, 
^  you  must  allow  me  toacknowledge  only  thede- 
^  cision  of  my  own  Sovereign,  whose  commands 
'  I  obey,  and  to  whom  alone  I  consider  myself  re- 
^  sponsible ;  beyond  this,  it  suffices  that  I  do  not 
'  deviate  from  the  respect  due  to  the  Government 
'  to  which  I  am  accredited. 

*  "You  will  'find,  in  my  correspondence  with 

*  you,  I  have  carefully  avoided  drawing  conclxi- 
'  sions  that  did  not  necessarily  follow  from  the 

*  premises  advanced  by  me,  and  least  of  ail  should 
'  I  think  of  uttering  an  insinuation  where  I  was 
^  unafile  to  substantiate  a  hex.  To  facta,  such  as 
'  i  ha/e  been  acquainted  with  them,  I  have  seru- 
'  pulously  adhered,  and  in  so  doio^  I  must  con- 
'  tingle,  whenever  the  good  faith  of  His  Majesty's 
'  Gk)vernraent  is  oalled  in  question,  to  vindicate 
'  his  honor  and  dignity  in  the  masoer  that  ap- 

*  pears  to  me  best  calculated  for  that  purpose." 

What  are  those  premises  and  conclusions? 
What  is  that  iasinuatton  which  he  should  not 
tbink  of  uttering  where  he  was  unable  to  sub- 
staatiate  a  fact  ?  What  are  those  facts,  such  as 
he  had  been  acquainted  with  them,  that  be  scru- 
pulously adhered  to,  and  must  continue  so  to  do, 
whenever  the  good  faith  of  His  Majesty's  Gov- 
ernment is  drawn  in  question,  which  ne  (Mr. 
Jackson)  intimates,  in  order  to  manifest  that  Mis 
Majesty's  Government  did  not  violate  good  faith 
by  the  disavowal  of  the  arrangement  made  by 
his  predecessor^  Mr.  Erskine,  with  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States? 

The  expressions  in  this  part  of  Mr.  Jackson's 
letter  of  the  4th  of  Noveniber,  are  dark  and'  ob- 
scure, but  are  capable  of  illustration,  and,  when 
illustrated,  will  furnish  evidence  that  }fr.  Jack- 
son did  impute  to  the  Govemmeiit  of  tbe  Untied 
States  a  knowledge  that,  at  the  time  his  prede- 
cessor, Mr.  Erskine,  made  the  arrangement  of 
April  with  tbe  Government  of  theUaited  States, 
Mr.  Erskine  was  not  authorised  by  his  Govern* 
meat  to  make  that  arrangement. 

Mr.  Jackson  states,  in  his  official  letter  of  the 
llth  of  October,  1809,  to  Mr.  Smith :  *<  It  is  any 

*  duty,  sir,  solemnly  to  declare  to  you,  and  through 
'  you  to  the  President,  that  thedespatch  from  Mr. 
'  Canning  to  Mr.  Erskine,  which  you  have  made 
'  the  basis  of  an  official  oorrespondenee  with  the 

*  latter  Mini&ter,and  which  was  read  by  the  former 
'  tM)  tbe  American  Minister  in  London,  is  the  only 
^  despatch  by  wkich  the  conditions  were  presorib- 
I  ed  to  Mr.  firskine  for  the  conolusioa  of  an  ar* 
"  rangement  with  this  country  on  the  aaacter  to 
'  which  hxelalea." 


To  which  the  Seeretarr  of  State,  in  his  letter 
of  the  19th  of  October, '  1809,  to  Mr.  Jacksoa 
states  the*decIaration,  "that  the  despatch,  from 

*  Mr.  Canning  to  Mr.  Erskine,  of  the  23d  Janaa* 

*  ry,  is  the  only  despatch  by  which  the  conditioos 

*  were  prescribed  to  Mr.  Brsktoe  for  the  conclo- 
^  sion  of  an  arrangement  on  the  matter  to  which 

*  it  relates,"  **is  now  for  the  first  time  made  to 
^  this  Government,  and  I  need  hardly  add,  that  if 
'  that  despatch  bad  been  communicated  at  tbe 
^  time  of  the  arraugemeot,  or  if  it  had  been  knowa 
'  that  tbe  propQi»itions  contained  in  it,  and  whicii 
^  were  at  first  presented  by  Mr.  Erskine,  were  tbe 

*  only  ones  on  which  he  was  authorized  to  make 
^  an  j^rrangement,  the  arrangeiQent  would  not 
'  have  beeA  laaade." 

This  asseveration  of  the  Secretary  of  State- 
taking  into  view  the  character  of  the  Amerieaa 
Government,  so  well  known  for  its  undeviaiio^ 
adherence  to  candor,  sincerity,  and  troth — oos^t 
to  have  satisfied  and  put  forever  a^  rest  the  miod 
of  Mr.  Jackson,  relative  to  the  points  and  iosiaDa- 
tioBs  against  the  correctness  whereof  this  assev- 
eration was  made.  But.  no,  the  mind  of  Mr.  Jack- 
son was  nut  to  be  satisfied.  A  disposition  toac- 
knowledge truth,  when  presented  to  his  view  at 
that  time,  does  not  appear  to  be  a'ithin  the  raiiie 
of  his  excelieaf  qualifications.  Something  otltfr 
than  truth  must,  if  possible,  by  some  means  or 
other,  be  directly  or  indirectly  drawn  from  the 
American  Goverameat.  What  matter  is  that 
which  Mr.  Jackson  is  so  aiiiious  about?  Oaif 
this,  that  the  Amerieaa  Government  (contrary  to 
the- truth  and  real  state  of  the  case)  might,  by  the 
diplomatic  acts  of  the  experienced  Mr.  Jacksoa, 
be  drawn  in  to  admit,  directly  or  indirectly,  that 
it  was  possessed  of  a  knovleoge,  at  the  time  the 
arrangement  of  April  waa  made^  between  Mr.  £n* 
kine  and  the  American  Governtoent,  that  Mr. 
Erskine  was  not,  on  his  part,  authorized  by  he 
Government  to  make  that  arrangement.  It  may 
be  well  to  inquire  what  are  those  allusions — what 
are  those  premises— what  are  those  conclusions^ 
what  is  that  insinuation — and  what  is  that  fact— 
which  this  accomplished  diplomatiist  inentioosia 
his  letter  of  the  4th  November ;  on  the  enuHier»* 
tion  o(  which  he  rests  with  so  much  apparent 
pleasure — to  whicii  he,  indeed,  witbout  reason  and 
justice  did  adhere» 

Mr.  Jackson,  in  his  letter  of  the  23d  of  October, 
1809,  after  ackikowledging  the  receipt  of  the  letter 
of  the  Secretary  of  Slate,  of  the  19thL  of  the  same 
month,  which  contained  the  asseveration  alloded 
to.  and  stating  some  matters^  observes:  "I  have, 
^  therefore,  no  hesitation  in  informing^  yoa,  that 
VHis  Majesty  was  pleased  to  disavow  the  a^ree* 
'  ment  concluded  beiweett  you  and  Mr.  Eruioe, 
<  because  it  was  concluded  in  violation  of  that 
'  gentleman^s  instruotiona^and  altogether  without 
^  authority  to  subscribe  to  the  terms  of  it.  These 
'  instructions,  I  now  underatand  by  your  letter,  as 
^  from  the  obvioi^s  deduction  which  I  took  tbe 
'  libertjt  of  making  in  mitie  of  the  llth  instant, 
*  were,  at  the  done,  in  suhatanee,  made  known  to 
^  you. .  No  stroB$cr  iUustratioo,  theiefWe^  can  be 
*■  given  of  tke  deviation,  firona  them,  vhicb  occu^ 
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'  red,  than  by  a  ref«reDce  to  the  terms  of  yoar 
'  a^reemeoi." 

Let  the  letter  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  of  the 
19ih  October,  1809,  be  read  and  esamioed,  with 
the  most  critical  attention,  and  it  will  be  found 
impossible  to  discover  in  that  letter  any  expres- 
lion  which  can  in  the  least  sanction  the  opinion 
iDsiouftted  by  Mr.  Jackson,  viz :  that  the  Ameri- 
»Q  Governmeot,  at  the  time  that  the  arrange- 
neat  was  made  with  Mr.  £rski!ie>  possessed  a 
uowledge  that  Mr.  Br&kine  was  not  authorized- 
)f  bis  Qovernmeot  to  make  that  arrangement. 
[fl  (bis  paragraph,  Mr.  Jackson  intimates  that  he 
uderstood,  by  that  identical  letter  of  the  19th  of 
3ctober,  that  the  substance  of  the  instructions  of 
tfr.  Erskine  were  submitted  to  the  Secretary  of 
State.  Mr.  Smith,  in  that  letter,  with  great  can- 
lor,  observes:  "Certain  it  is,  that  your  predeces- 
ior  did  present  for  my  consideration  the  three 
loodiiions  which  now  appear  in  the  printed  doc- 
iroeDt."  A  man  in  search  of  trath  would  not 
wlievf.aod  hr  less  would  he  endeavor  to  impose 
i  belief  on  others^  that  the  whole  instructions  of 
kdr.  Erskine  were,  at  the  time,  in  substance,  made 
coown  to  Mr.  Smith.  Mr.  Erskine  himself,  in  his- 
etter  dated  August  14,  1S09,  exprffisly  deelarea 
bat  he  considered  thatiit  would  he  in  vain  to  lay 
lefore  the  Governm^nl  of  the  United  States  the 
bpatch  in  question,  (fhat  is,  the  despatch  of  the 
i3d  of  January,)  which  he  was  at  liberty  to  bare 
lose,  in  eaienao,  had  he  thought  proper,  if,  then, 
i(r.  Erskine  did  not  thiak  proper  to  lay  that  des- 
aich  in  extenao  before  the  American  Govern- 
oept,  a  man  iA  search  of  truth  will  n«t  uttec  an 
DftinuatioD  that  the  American  Groveinment  did 
It  the  time  know  the  substance  of  it.  The  char- 
leter  of  Mr.  Brskioe  is  weU  established  for  his 
idberence  to  truth — will  not  be  imptaohed  by  an 
Dsiouation  that  he  did  contrary  to  what  he  him- 
eir  declares  he  did  do.  If  this  be  one  of  Mr.  Jack- 
oq's  facts,  to  which  he  will  adhere  in  vindication 
'f  tbe  ffood  faith  of  His  Majesty's  Government, 
t  woQid  be  well  for  him  to  adduce  other  evi- 
leoce  to  support  it,  otherwise  the  good  faith  of 
lis  Majesty's  Government  will  rest  on  as  bad  a 
oandatiott  as  this  one  of  Mr.  Jackson's  facts. 

But.  Mr.  Jackson,  in  the  paragraph  of  his  letter 
f  the  23d  of  October,  before  alluded  to,  observes : 
These  instr actions,  I  now  liindef stand  by  your 
letter,as  well  as  from  the  obvious  deduction  which 
I  took  the  liberty  of  making  in  mine  of  the  Uth 
ifistanty  were  at  the  time,  in  substance,  made 
koown  to  you."  Here  it  may  be  inquired,  what 
nhat  obvious 'deduction,  which  conveyed  that 
oDvidcing  evidence  lo  the  very  discerning  intel- 
^ct  of  Mr.  Jackson  ? 

In  Mr.  Jackson's  ofiltfial  letter,  of  the  11th  of 
Mober.he  observes;  "lo  the  records  of  my  mis* 
sioQ  there  is  no  trace  of  a  complaint,  on  the  part 
of  the  United  States,  of  His  Majesty  having 
disavowed  the  act  of  his  Minister*  You  have 
Bot,  in  the  conferences  we  have  hitherto  held, 
distinctly  announced  any  such  complaint;  and 
1  have  seen  with  pkasure,  in  this  forbearance  on 
your  part;  an  inaianoe  of  that  candor  whie.h  I 
doubt  not  will  prevail  in  alldttrcommaDicatioasy' 


'  inasmuch  as  you  eould  not  but  have  thought  i% 

*  unreasonabk  to  complain  of  the  disavowal  of  an 

*  act  done  under  such  circumstances  as  could  oniyt 
'  lead  to  the  consequences  that  have  actually  fol-> 

*  lowed." 

This  paragraph  of  Mr.  Jackson's  letter  oontaina 
some  of  his  allusions,  premises^  conclusions,  insin- 
uations, and  facts,  to  which  in  his  letter  of  tbe 
4th  of  November  he  alludes,  and  which  lie  must 
sorupulously  adhere  to  in  vindication  of  the  good- 
faith  of  His  Majesty's  Government.  In  this  par- 
agraph he  intimates  that  in  the  records  of  the 
£itish  mission  there  was  no  trace  of  a  complaint 
on  the  part  of  the  United  States  of  His  Britannic 
Majesty  having  disavowed  the  act  of  his  Minis- 
ter \  and  because  there  was  no  such  trace,  there 
was  no  such  complaint  on  the  part  ofthe  United' 
States,  It  is,  however,  a  known  fact,  that  that 
disavowal  was  complaiAed  of  from  East  to  West, 
from  North  to  South,  and  from  one  extremity  of 
the  United  States  to  the  other*  Mr.  Jackson  also 
iosintiates  that  the  Secretary  of  Slate,  in  the  con* 
ferenoes  held  with  hiro^did  not  distinctly  announeo 
any  such  complaint.  Distinctly  1  The  word  dfe- 
tincUp,  with  Mr.  Jackson,  might  have  a  meaning 
— *it  iS|  in  diplomatic  language,  a  very  indefinita 
word.  If  the  Secretary  of  State  did  not  absolutelf 
announce  any  such  complaint,  why  did  not  Mr* 
Jaeksoa  in  direct  terms  say  so,  without  using  the- 
word  dUtmetiy/f  la  this,  it  may  be  fairly  infer- 
ferred  that  the  Secretary  of  State  did  announce  a- 
complains  of  His  Majesty  having  disavowed  the 
act  of  lus  Minister )  but  it  being  onlv  in  a  verbal 
confereace,  Mr.  Jackson  did  not  think  proper, 
when  he  was  obliged  to  elothe  his  ideas  with  vis- 
ible sigas  on  paper,  to  ackpowledge  that  Mr.  Smitfa 
had  distinctly  annouoaced  such  complaint.  Seuoh 
an  acknowledgment  would  not  have  suited  Mr.' 
Jackson's  plan  of  insinuations,  premises,  coaolli- 
sioas^aad  facts^  which  ha  was  determined  to 
adhere  to  in  vindi cation  of  the  good  faith  of  His 
Britannic  Majesty's  Crovernmetit.  This  word  diM* 
Unctfy  may  have  afforded  one  reascin  to  break  off 
verbal  eommunicatioiis  with  Mr.  Jackson.  Mr.  J. 
having  intimated  that  on  the  records  of  tbe  mis- 
sion there  was  no  trace  of  eomplaiot  on  behalf  of 
the  United  Stales  of  His  Britannic  Majesty  hav- 
ing disavowed  tbe  act  of  His  Minister,  and  that 
Mr.  Smith,  in  the  conferences,  had  not  "  die* 
tiacily"  announced  aay  such  complaint,  asaumea 
these  insinuations  for  premises,  and  then  proceeds^, 
on  his  plan  of  insinuation,  to  infer  that  forbearing 
to  eomplaia  was  aa  instance  of  caodor  on  the 
part  of  Mr.  Smith ;  that  that  candor  caused  Mr*. 
Smith  to  thir^k  it  unreasonable  to  complain  o(  tha 
disavowal  of  the  ael,  and  he  did  act  eompkia  of 
the  disavowal  of  the  act,  because  it  was  done  un* 
dee  soch  oircnmslances  as  could  only  lead  to  the 
disavowal  of  tbe  act.  This  is  the  substance  of  the 
reasoning  of  Mr*  Jackson,  bottomed  on  tbe  insia^ 
uation  that  no  complaint  was  made  on  the  part  of 
the  United  States  of  His  Britannic  Majesty  hav« 
ing  disavowed  the  act  of  his  Minister.  And  these 
are  some  other  of  the  aUusioBs,  premises  and  con- 
clusions, iaeinuaiioos  and  facts,  which  Mr.  Jack" 
son  must  coatiaue  to  adhare  i»  in  vindscation  of 
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tile  good  fait  h  of  His  Majesty's  GoverncQeat.  With 
respect  to  the  insinuations,  that  on  the  record  of 
the  mission  there  is  no  trace  of  complaint,  tfnd 
that  Mr.  Smith  in  the  confere{)ces  had  not  *'dis- 
tinctly'^announcedaoysacbcomplaint.Mr.Smtth, 
in  his  official  letter  of  the  19th  of  October,  1809, 
observes:  '^If  there  beno  trace  of  complaint  against 

*  the  disaivowal  in  the  archives  of  the  mission,  it 
'  is  because  this  Government  could  not  have  en* 
^  tertained  such  complaint  before  the  reasons  Ibr 
'  the  disavowal  had  been  explained,  and  especially 
'  as  the  explanations  were  justly  and  confideoily 
'  expected  through  the  new  functionary.  And  as 
'  to  the  supposed  reserve  on  my  part  on  this  sub- 
^  ject  in  our  several  conferences,  I  did  imagine 
'  that  roy  repeated  intimations  to  you  of  the 
'  necessity  of  satisfactory  explanations  as  to  the 
'  disavowal,  were  sufficient  indications  of  the  dis- 
'  satisfaction  of  this  Government  with  respect  to 
'  the  disavowal  itself."  This  plain,  candid  state- 
ment of  the  Secretary,  at  once  sweeps  away  the 
foundation  of  the  fanciful  structure  of  iosiirua* 
tionf!,  allusions^ premises  and  conclusions,  built  by 
Mr.  Jackson  on  his  insin)Uition  of  no  complaint. 

Respecting  the  business  of  explanation,  which 
Mr.  Jackson  was  often  requested  by  the  Secretary 
to  make,  Mr.  J.,  in  his  official  letter  of  the*  11th  of 
October,  1809,  observes:  "As  to  the  expecftation 

*  entertained  here,  that  (he  explknarion  of  His  Ma- 
'  jesty's  share  tn  the  transaction  should  be  made 
'  through  me,  I  might  content  myself  with  simply 

*  observing,  that  I  was  not  provided  with  instrue* 
^  tioos  to  that  effect,  because  it  was  known  that 

*  the  explanation  in  question  was  already  given."  > 

Mr.  Canning,  in  his  letter  dated  May  27, 1809, 
to  Mr.  Pinkney,  observes :  ''Having  had  the  honor 
'to  read  to  yjou  in  extenao  the  instructions  with 
'  which  Mr.  Erskine  was  furnished,  it  is  not  ne- 
'  eessary  for  me  to  enter  into  any  explaiiation  of 
'  those  points  in  which  Mr.  Erskine  has  acted  not 
'only  not  in  conformity,  but  in  direct  eontradic- 
'  tion  to  them.  Such  observations  will  be  com- 
'  muoicated  rnore  properly  through  the  Minister 
'whom  His  Majesty  nas  directed  to  proceed  to 

*  America." 

In  this  business  of  explanation,  therefore,  it  ap- 
pears, by  Mr.  Jackson'^  statement,  that  he  .was  not 
provided  with  instructions  to  make  explanations; 
and  Mr.  Canning  states  that  such  observations 
(that  is,  explanations)  will  be  communicated  more 

Eroperly  through  the  Minister  whom  His  Majesty 
as  directed  to  proceed  to  America,  as  the  suc- 
cessor of  Mr.  ErsEine.  Mr.  Jackson  was  that  Min- 
ister. Between  Mr.  Canning  and  Mr.  Jackson, 
therefore,  the  questioir  of  explanation^  remain, 
do  much  for  Mr.  Jackson's  insinuation  respect* 
tng  no  complaint. 

Mr.  Jackson,  in  his  letter  of  the  11th  of  Octo- 
ber, 1809,  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  after  admit- 
ting that  Mr.  Erskine  had  not  communicated  his 
instructions  in  exten$o  to  the  Government  of  the 
United  States,  obsltrves:  ^'But,  in  reverting  to 
'  bis  official  correspondence,  and  particularly  to  a 
'  despatch  of  the  20th*April,addresse(iJ  to  His  Ma- 

*  jesty's  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  I 
*'  fiad  that  be  there  states  that  he  had  submitted 


'  to  your  consideration  the  three  conditions  speei- 

*  fied  in  those  rostructions.  as  the  groundwork  of 
'  an  arrangement,  which,  according  to  informa- 

*  tion  received  from  this  country^  it  was  thought, 
'  in  Engfand.  might  be  made  with  a  prospect  of 

*  great  mutual  advantap^e.'' 

In  respect  to  rhe  insinuation,  contained  in  the 
words  '^  As  the  groundwork  of  an  arraogeroent, 
'which,  according  to  the  information  received 
'  from  this  country,  it  tva^  thought  In  EogUnd 
'  might  be  made  with  a  prospect  of  great  maioal 
'  advaiTtage,"  it  would  have  been  better  if  Mr.  Jack- 
son badstated  explicidyhow  that  informatioD  was 
derived.  He  does  not  state  it  as  from  Mr.  Ers- 
kine; and  Mr.  E..in  his  letter  of  the  14ih  Au?ast, 
1809,  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  observes  :  "But 

*  I  certainly  never  received  any  assurances  from 
'  the  American  Government  that  they  would 
'  pledfife  iheroselvfs  to  adopt  the  conditions  speci- 
^  ned  in  Mr.  Canning^s  instructions  as  prelimiDa* 
'  ries.  nor  did  I  ever  hold  out  such  an  expectatioa 

*  to  His  Majesty's  Government."  And  Mr.  Ers- 
kine, in  that  letter,  further  observes:  **  As  to  the 

*  third  condition  referred  to  by  you,  specified  in 
^  Mr.  Canning's  instructions,  I  have  only  to  r^ 

*  maik,  that  I  never  held  any  conversation  witk 

*  the  Government  of  the  United  States  relatireto 
'  it,  until  the  late  negotiation,  nor  had  ever  men* 

*  tioned  the  subject  to  His  Majesty's  GovernmeDC 
'  it  having  for  the  first  time  been  presented  tomj 
'  consideration  in  Mr.  Canning's  d^patchtome 

*  of  the  23d  January,  in  which  that  idea  is  suggest- 
'  ed,and  is  stated  to  have  been  assented  to  by  Mr. 

*  Pinkney.**  Mr.  P.,  in  the  account  he  giresof 
an  inofficial  conversation  held  between  hi m  and 
Mr.  Canning  on  the  18th,  and  continued  ontlit 
22d  of  January,  1809,  states,  thai  in  that  coarer- 
sation,  Mr*  Canning  suggested  to  him  that  ii« 
(Mr.  C.)  presumed  "that  the  Go vernmeot  of tbe 

*  United  States  would  not,  after  it  h^  itself  d^ 
^  dared  a  commerce  with  Prance  dtc.  illegal,  aod 
'its  citizens  who  should  be  engaged  in  it  delio- 
Vquents;  and  after  having  ^iven  to  Great  Britam 
'  by  compact  an  interest  in  the  strict  observa- 
'tion  of  the  prohibition,  complain,  tf^the  oaral 
'  force  of  thrs  country  should  assist  id  preveDirag 
'  such  a  commerce."  Aod  Mr.  Pinlney,  io  bis 
letter  of  the  23d  of  June,  1809,  after  obsernoghe 
had  an  interview  yesterday  with  Mr.  Canning, 
states:  " In  conversing  upon  the  third  cobditioo, 
'  1  said  a  very  few  words.  I  restated  what  i  bad 
'  thrown  out  upon  the  niatter  of  it  in  an  iaformal 
'  conversation  in  January,  and  expressed  my  regret 

*  that  it  should  have  been  misapprehended." 

By  the  foregoine,  it  appears,  tbat  tbe  third 
condition,  in  place  of  information  having  been  r^ 
ceived  respectinjr  it  from  A  inerica,  origins  ted  with 
Mr.  Canning  himself.  T4i is  pretended  ioforma- 
tion,  it  is  presumed,  is  oue.of  Mr.  Jackson's  facts  or 
circumstances.  Information,  proceeding  from  the 
American  Government,  intimating  that  America 
is  willing  to  renounce,  during  the  present  war,  the 
pretension  of  carrying  on  in  time  of  war  ail  trade 
with  the  enemy's  colonies,  from  which  she  was 
excluded  in  time  of  peace,  cannot  be  proved  to 
have  gone  to  Bnglaad.    Let  all  the  documents  be 
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read-~oo  proof  oo  that  point  from  them  can  be 
adduced.  Tha<  which,  in  the  despatch  of  the  23d 
JaDuary,  is  slated  to  be  the  first  condition,  is,  ex- 
cept the  last  clause  respecting  France,  the  same 
io  priociple  with  that  which  is  contained  in  the 
ooQ- intercourse  act,  as  it  refers  to  renewing  com- 
merce and  free  intercourse  with  Gre^t  Britain. 
Tu  ibat  part  of  the  first  eondi lion  no  exception 
appears  to  be  made  ;  but  the  clause  respecting 
France  never  was  intended  to  be  admitted  in  the 
nature  of  a.  compact.  In  that  case,  Great  Britain 
ought  to  have  confided  in  the  good  faith  of  the 
Uoiied  States;  but  it  appears^  by  the  addition  of 
that  clause,  that  Great  Britain  intended  to  pro- 
vide against  what,  according  to  the  policyr  of  His 
Majesiy^s  Gaveronaent,  was  deemed  th«  ill  faith 
of  the  United  Slates;  and  there  can  be  no  doubt 
of  the  dishonoring  principle^  contained  in  that 
clause  having  originated  from  the  same  source 
with  the  others.  By  this  view  of  the  subject,  the 
true  origin  of  some  other  of  Mr.  Jackson's  Tacts 
aud  circumstances  may  be  discovered. 

Mr.  Jaciison,  progressing  with  his  letter  of  the 
llih  October,  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  further 
observes :  "  Mr.  ff  rsltine  then  reports,  veTbaJLim  et 
^Benaiinit  your  observations  on  each  of  the  three 
'  cooditions,  and  the. reasons  which  induced  you 
'tothiok  that  others  might  be  substituted  in  lieu 
'of  them.  It  DQay  have  been  concluded  between 
'  jrou,  that  these  latter  were  an  equivalent  for  the 
'original  conditions;  but  the  very  act  of  substi- 
'tutioQ  evidently  shows  that  those  original  eon- 
'ditionswere  in  fact  very  explicitly  communicated 
I  to  you,  and  by  you  of  course  laid  before  the  Pre- 
'sident  for  his  consideration.  I  need  hardly  add, 
'  ibat  the  difference  between  these  condition.^  and 
I  those  contained  in  the  arrangement  of  the  18th 
I  and  19th  April,  is  sufficiently  obvious-to  require 
^  00  elucidation ;  nor  need  I  draw  the  eonelusion, 
I  which  1  consider  as  adAiitted  by  all  absenee  of 
I  complaint  on  the  part  of  the  American  Governr 
^  ment,  viz:  that,  under  such  circumsunces,  His 
Majesty  had  an  undoubted  and  incontrovertible 
right  to  disavow  the  act  of  his  Minister." 

Mr.  Jackson,  in  his  letter  of  the  23d  of  October, 
1809,  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  after  observing: 
^  Nothing  can  be*  more  notorious  than  ihe  fre- 
^queocy  with  which,  in  the  course  of  a  compli- 
cated  negotiation,  Ministers  are  furnished  with 
In  gradation  of  instructions,  on  which  they  may 
be  successively  authorized  totcou elude"— ^states : 
'It  does  not  strike  me  as  bearing  upon  -the  con- 
sideration of  the  unauthorized  agreement  con- 
cluded here,  inasmuch  as,  in  point  of  fact,  Mr. 
Erskine  had  no  such  graduated*  instructions. 
You  are  already  acquainted  wi.th  that  which  was 
given,  and  Ih&ve  ba^d  the  honor  of  in  forming  you 
that  it  was  the  only  one  by  which  the  conditions 
00  which  he  was  to  conclude*  were  prescribed. 
So  far  from  the  terms  which  he  was  aclually 
induced  to  accept,  having  been  contemplated 
in  that  instruction,  he  himself  states  that  they 
were  substituted  by^TOU  in  lieu  of  thc^e  origin- 
ally proposed."     The  connexion  between  this 
»n  of  Mr.  Jackson's  letter  of  the  23d,  and  the  last 
^rt  of  his  reoited   letter  of  the  11th. of  the. 


5ame  moiith^  (October.)  is  remarkably  striking. 
Mr.  Erskioe  is  stated  to  have  reported  that  he 
had  submitted  to  Mr.  Smith  the  three  condiuons 
specified  in  the  instructions,  and  the  ob:«ervation8 
of  Mr.  Smiih  on  each  of  ihem,  with  the  reasons 
which  induced  Mr.  S.  to  think  that  others  might 
be  substituted  in  lieu'of  them.  Mr.  Jackson  then 
infers  Ihat  Mr.  Smith  and,  Mr.  Erskine  may  have 
concluded  that  these  latter  were  an  equivalent 
fur  the  original,  cdbditio^s,  and  after  wards  asserts: 
^'  But  the  very  aot'of  substitution  evidently  shQwa 
'  that  the  original  conditions' were  in  fact  very 
'  explicitly  communicated  to  Mr.  Smith,  and  by 
^  him  of  course  laid  before  the  President  for  his 

*  consideration i"  and  adds,  that  ''  The  difference 
^  betwefn  these  conditions,  and  those  contained  in 

*  the  arrangement  of  the.lSth  and  19<h  of  April,  is 

*  sufficiently  obvious  to  require  no  elucidation." 

It  may  here  be  proper  again  to  notice,  that  Mr. 
Jackson,  iu  his  letter  qC  the  23d  of  October,  after 
•stating  that  Mr.  Erskine  had  nograduated  instruc- 
tions, observes :  "  You  are  already  acquainted 
'  with  that  which  was  given,  »nd  that  it  was  the 
'  only  one  by.  which  ihe  cotiditions  on  which  he 
^  was  to  conclude  were  prescribed.    So  far  from 

*  the  terms  which  he  was  actually  induced  to 

*  accept  having  been  contemplated  in  that  instruo- 
^  tjon,  he  himself  states  that  they  were  suBstituted 
'by  you  in  lieu  of  those  originally 'proposed," 
Here,  then,  at  last,  Mr.  Jackson  comes  out  plain. 
He  does  not  himself  state  that  Mr.  Smith  submit- 
ted the  cooditions,  but  Mr.  Erskine  is  made  to  do 
that.  Now  if  Mr.  Erskine  in  any  letter  stated 
that  Mr.  Smith  substituted  the  comiitions,  ^hat 
must  have  been  known. to  Mr.  Jackson  prior.to  the 
date  of  his  letter  of  the  11th  of  October ;  and  waa 
taken  into  consideration,  but  not  expressed,  at ^the 
time  of  writing  that  letter.  Mr«  Jaeksoo,  theii-r 
ta^ng  all  these  his  insinuations,  arising  Irom  no 
complaint  being  (as  he  insinuates)  made,  and  the 
statements  respeoUog  substhutioUf  which  Mr. 
Erskine  is  stated  to  make — works  out  an  insinu- 
ation, not  plainly  expressed,  that  Mr.  Smith  must 
have  seen  all  the  instructions  in  extenio  of  Mr. 
Erskine;  and  that,  having  seen  the  instructions  in 
ejHenso  be  (Mr..S.)  must  have  known  that  Mr.  B. 
was  not,  on  his  part,  authorized  to  make  the  ar- 
rangement of  April ;  and  from  this  collection  of 
insinuations,  premises,  conclusions,  and  facts,  all 
arising  from  the  creative  fancy  of  Mr.  Jackson, 
be  observes:  **Nor  need  I  draw. the  conclusion, 
'  which  I  consider  as  admitted  by  all  absence  of 
'  complaint  on  the  part  of  the  American  Govern- 
'  ment,  viz:  that»  under  auch  cixcumatanpes.  His 
*■  Maiesly  had  an  undoubted  and  incontrovertible 

*  rient  to  disavow  the  act  of  his  Minister.'^  - 

•  From  what  has  been  said  on  this  subject,  and 
by  Mr.  Jackson's  own  statement  of  what  he  calls 
aliusiona,  iasLooations,  premises,  conclusions,  and 
facts,  it  is  evident  what  they  were  which  he  is 
pleased  to  call  circumstances — '*  such  circum- 
stances as  could  only  lead  to  the 'consequences 
that  have  actually  followed;"  that  is,  the  disa- 
vowal  of  the  arrangement.  And  these  are  the  cir- 
cumstfinces  to.whtch  Mr.  Jackson  must  adhere 
to  .vindicate  the  good  faith  of  His  Majesty'a  Q^v<- 
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erntnent.  It  must  however  be  deemed  extraordi- 
nary, and  indeed  it  is  hardly  possible  to  believe, 
that  Mr.  Erskine  ever  stated  io  any  letter  that 
Mr.  Smith  had  fiubstituted  conditions  in  lieu  of 
the  original.  To  believe  so,  is  to  believe  that  Mr. 
Erskine,  contrary  to  the  duty  and  allegiance  he 
owed  his  own  Government,  suffered  himsejf  tobe 
imposed  on.  No  man  posaessinsf  even  less  than 
common  sense  can  believe  so.  Taking  into  view, 
iilso,  that  Mr.  Erskine  expressly  dechires  that  he 
thought  it  would  be  in  vain  to  lay  his  instruc- 
tions in  extenso  before  the  American  Oovernment, 
it  may  be  fairly  (though  not  according  to  Mr. 
Jackson's  diplomatic  mode  of  reasoning)  inferred 
that  those  things  he  called  circunutanceBf  were 
and  are,  if  such  intuities  can  be  termed  in  exist- 
ence, the  mere  creatures  of  the  imagination  of  Mr. 
Jackson ;  and  that  the  imputation  by  htm  alieged 
egainst  the  Execntive  Oovernment  of  the  United 
States  is  not  true.  But.  sir,  this  will  be  more  evi- 
dently apparent,  when  it  is  made  appear,  that  in 
the  arran^ment  of  April,  there  is  no  substitution 
of  conditions.  In  addition  to  what  has  already 
t>een  observed  respecting  the  detestable  project  of 
Mr.  Jackson,  the  object  of  which  was  to  fix  on 
the  Executive  Government  of  the  United  States 
an  imputation  of  a  knowledge,  that,  at  the  time 
of  making  the  arrangement  of  April, Mr.  Erskine 
on  his  part  was  not  by  his  Government  author- 
iced  to  make  that  arrangement,  there  is  not  only 
the  asseveration  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  prov- 
ing that  the  Executive  Government  did  not  pos- 
sess that  knowledge,  but  the  President,  in  his 
Message  of  the  !^th  November,  1809,  ^tves  fur- 
ther information  relative  thereto — not  m  his  pri- 
vate character  as  an  indi  r  idual,  but  as  James  Mad- 
ison, President  of  the  United  States.  The  Pres- 
ident observes:  "  The  correspondence  between  the 

*  Department  of  State  and  this  Minister  will  show 

*  how  unessentially  the  features  presented  in  its 
'  commencement  have  been  varied  in  its  progress. 

*  It  will  show  also,  that  forgetting  the  respect  due 
'  to  all  G^verirments.  he  did  not  refrain  froin  im- 
'  putatit>tts  on  this,  wnich  required  that  no  fuk*ther 

*  communications  should  be  reeeired  from  him." 
What  imputation  does  the  President  allude  to? 
That  sarnie  im'patacion  mrentioned  in  the  corre- 
aptfndence.  Having  noticed  this  statementof  the 
President  respecting  Mr.  Jackson's  conduct,  I  was 
induced,  said  Mr.  R.,  in  the  few  observations 
Which  I  made  at  first  on  the  subiect  of  this  reso- 
lution, to  intimate  that  certainly  no  gentleman 
in  this  House  would  attempt  to  justify  Mr.  Jaok- 
'aon,  or  even  to  palliate  bis  conduct.  6ut,  sir,  not- 
withstanding this  asseveration  of  the  Secretary 
of  State — notwithstanding  the  declaration  of  the 
•President — attempts  are  made  not  only  to  palli- 
ate, btft  to  Tu^ti fy  the  conduct  of  this  same  Mr. 
Jackton !  What  shall  be  said  io  this  ?  Will  gen- 
tlemen give  more  credit  to  the  dark,  Obscure 
statements  of  this  foreign  Minister  than  to  the 
plain^  open,  candid  statements  of  the  Secretary  of 
Stttte,  and  the  easy-to-be«'um]en<tood  declaration 
of  the  President?  It  appears  they  do;  and  it  is 
strange^ — wondrous -strange,  indeed — how  this 
can  be  I. 


It  appears  to  me,  said  Mr.  R.,  that  the  matters 
stated  in  the  resolution  are  trne,  and  that  Mr. 
Jackson  was  justly,  and  for  good  cause,  refused 
by  the  Executive  Gknrernment  to  be  any  further 
communicated  with.  Truth,  candor,  and  sincer- 
ity, are  necessary  requisites  in  transacting  tbe 
affairs  of  human  life,  between  man  and  tnan,  in 
their  individnal  concerns.  Nations  in  their  moral 
capacity  being  as  individuals,  the'same  requisites 
are  nece$sary  in  conducting  their  affairs  in  set- 
tling their  differences,  and  bringing  them  to  an 
issue  mutually  beneficial.  It  is  to  be  lamented, 
that  in  these  times,  the  business  of  m  Minister 
Plenipotentiary  appears  to  be  to  invohre  the  dif- 
ferences in  more  difficulty— >to  delay  and  to  pro- 
crastinate. In  ancient  times  it  was  otherwise: 
truth,  candor,  and  sincerity,  presided  in  the  coun- 
cils of  Ministers  Plenipotentiary.  I  would  nor, 
said  Mr.  R^  be  supposed  to  include  all  public  Min- 
isters within  the  range  of  thb  observation  :  there 
are  amongst  them  men  who  do  honor  to  bnman 
nature,  and  Who,  by  the  practice  of  candor,  sin- 
cerity, and  truth,  build  up  for  themselves  monn- 
ments  more  lasting  than  marble — more  durable 
than  brass.  It  has  been  asked,  what  supports  our 
Ministers  abroad  ?  The  answer  is  plain :  troth, 
candor,  and  sincerity,  supports  them.  The  pres- 
ervation of  the  peace,  happiness,  and  prosperity, 
of  nations,  in  a  certain  degree^  depends  on  the  con- 
duct of  public  Ministers.  It  is  therefore  the  more 
necessary  that  the  conduct  of  public  Ministers 
should  be  regulated  by  tho^e  rules  of  propriety, 
virtue,  and  morality,  by  which  alone  their  con- 
duct can  be  adorned. 

Admitting  the  matters  and  things  stated  io  tbe 
resolution  to  be  true,  (and  it  is  expected  that  that  is 
established  beyond  contradiction,)  another  ques- 
tion presents  itself  for  consideration — that  is,  may 
a  Minister  Plenipotentiary,  or  any  public  Minis- 
ter, with  impunity,  abtise  and  impute  untruihs  to 
the  Government  to  which  he  is  accredited  ? 
'  That  the  maxims  of  public  law  and  the  gen- 
eral usages  of  civilized  nations  would  be  mar- 
shalled in  array  against  this  resolution  was  not 
expected ;  neither  was  it  expected  that  the  United 
States  of  America,  in  Congress  assembled,  wvald 
be  denied  to  be  competent  to  the  decision  of  the 
questttm;  neither  was  it  expected  that  it  would 
be  deemed  necessary — ^althou^h  Mr.  Jackson,  tt 
the  time,  was  Minister  Plenipotentiary  of  His 
Britannic  Majesty — to  summon  all  the  etvtlized 
nations  of  the  world  to  convene  and  form  a  tribu- 
nal to  decide  it.  As  to  the  maxims  of  public  law— 
if  there  beany  book  containing  a  system  of  public 
law,  as  it  is  called,  and  thcit  has  been  sanctioned, 
authorized,  and  practised  on  by  general  consent 
of  all  civilized  nations-^let  it  be  produced  and 
examined,  whether  it  contains  a  maxim  author- 
izing a  Minister  Plenipotentiary  to  abuse  and  im- 
pute to  or  insinuate  untruths  against  the  Qovero- 
ment  of  the  nation  to  which  he  is  accredited,  and 
that  will  justify  or  even  palliate  him  in  that  con- 
duet.  If  a  -book  containing  a  system  of  public 
law  80' sanctioned  cannot  be  found,  (and  it  is  pre- 
sumable it  nerer  can  or  will,  at  least  respecting 
time  past,)  then  let  the  famed  (9ro/<M#,  and  the 
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celebrated  writers  t)D  public  law,  as  it  iff  called, 
be  produced  and  eiamined,  whether  they  or  any 
of  (hem  assert  snch  a  maxim,  or  one  aay  wise  near 
to  it.    The  search  'will  be  aseless.     Virme,  mo- 
ralitf,  and  piety,  are  the  grand  principles  on  which 
each  of  them  has  erected  his  superstructure.  But, 
if  there  be  any  such  maxim,  when,  where,  and 
how  was  it  practised  on?    To  attempt  to  destroy 
aod  overwhelm  this  resoiation  with  the  weight ''^ 
of  that  which  is  called  public  law,  does  not  appear 
to  be  treating  it  in  the  candid  manner  it  ought  to 
be.    The  attention  of  this  House  has  also  in  this 
case  been  taken  back  to  the  celebrated  Treaty  of 
Westphalia — celebrated,  indeed,  and  made  almost 
sacred  br  the  blood  of  the  great  and  |^ood  Qusta- 
Tus  Adolphus,  which  flowed  to  establish  it.    And 
what  did  the  gpreat  Convention  of  public  Minis- 
ters of  every  grade  fromi  all  the  civilized  nations 
of  the  Christian  world,  who  formed  the  two  trea- 
ties which  were  called  the  Treaty  of  Westphalia, 
do?     Did  that  Convention  of  public  Miuisters 
establish  a  maxim  of  the  kind  alluded  to?    No, 
it  did  not.    Virtue,  moraiiiy,  and  piety — truth, 
caodor,  and  sincerity — bad  influence  in  their  de- 
liberations.   But,  il  it  did,  it  certainly  was  a  most 
uschristian  maxim.    But  Christianity  directs  that 
vre  should  not  do  that  unto  others  which  we 
would  not  have  others  do  unto  us. 

But  I  had  almost,  not  recollected,  said  Mr.  R., 
to  mention  a  treaty  not  noticed  in  the  discussiou 
of  the  resolution,  namely,  the  Treaty  of  Pilattz--it 
is  more  probable,  that  some  kind  of  maxim  going 
to  sanction  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Jacksod  towards 
the  Executive  of  the  United  States  may  be  found 
among  the  records  of  the  treaty  makers  of  that 
celebrated  and  very  humane  treaty,  with  more 
Mise  than  iu  the  records  of  those  who  formed  the 
Treaty  of  Westphalia.  There  was  another  grand 
tsseorbiage  of  treaty  makers  at  Rastadt ;  bat  I 
brbear,  said  Mr.  R.  to  pursue  this  point  further, 
md  conelode,  that  there  is  no  maxim  of  the  kind 
tlluded  to. 

This  question  affects  the  United  States  mare- 
ialfy,  not  as  it  respects  Mr.  Jackson -ic  his  indi- 
iduai  character,  but  in  his  ambassadorial  char- 
eter,  ns  Minister  Plenipotentiary  of  His  Bric- 
Qoic  Majesty.  If  th^  United  States  in  Con- 
ress  as^mbled  a^e  not  competent  to  render  a 
udgment  on  4he  conduct  of  Mr.  Jackson^because 
e  is  the  Minister  Plenipotentiafy  of  His  Majesty, 
he  better  way  in  that  case  Would  be  to  petition 
lis  Briteidnie  Majesty  to  depute  judges  to  the 
Jniced  States  to  decide  here  on  the  conduct  of 
!r.  Jackson,  for  if  lie  can  only  arrive  in  England, 
:  is  probable  his  conduct  Will  be  disavowed,  and 
fter  some  time  Mr.  Jackson  will  b^  advaoced  to 
ome  higher  grade  of  honor,  as  Admiral  Berke- 
7  was  after  the  attack  on  the  United  States^, 
lip  Chesapeake  and  the  murder  of  partofhtir 


rew. 


The  United  States  are  competent  to  decide  on 
lis  qoescion,  and  if  they  will  nc^  act  on  it,  1 
ould  seriously  advise,  ^aid  Mr.  R.,  to  recall  all 
It  public  Ministers  from  abroad,  and  send  all 
•reign  Ministers  from  (be  United  Si(aics,  and  to 
stermine  never  her^ter  to  receive  any  public! 


Minister  of  any  srade  from  any  foreign  nation, 
and  never  hereafter  to  send  any  public  Minister 
to  any  foreign  nation,  is  the  only  mode  to  pre- 
dude  the  possibility  of  similar  insuUs  in  future. 

But  it  has  been  said.  Mr.  Jackson  is  the  Min- 
ister Plenipotentiary  or  a  powerful  monarch — no 
less  than  His  Britannic  Majesty ;  well  let  it  be  so. 
Suppose  Mr.  Jackson  was  the  Minister  Plenipo- 
tentiary of  some  petty  East  Indian  Rajah,  whom 
His  Britannic  Majesty's  Government  permits  to 
drag  on  a  life  chained  in  slavery,  would  the  United 
States  in  that  case  be  deemed  competent?  Mr. 
Jackson  forgot  the  respect  due  to  ail  nations ;  par- 
ticularly that  which  was  doe  from  him  to  the 
sovetefgn  people  of  the  United  States  in  the  per« 
son  of  tneir  President,  and  the  Representatives  of 
that  sovereign  people  have  power  and  are  compe- 
tent to  decide  on  this  question ;  and  if  any  one  will 
enter  an  appeal  after  the  decision  is  made,  let  him 
doit. 

This  is,  indeed,  a  serious  and  solemn  question: 
all  the  civilized  nations  in  the  world  are  interested 
in  it;  not  that  all  the  civilized  nations,  ^and  if 
you  please  all  the  uncivilized-  nations  in  the 
world  also)  are  drawn  up  a  party  on  one  side,  and 
the  United  States  on  the  other.  The  United 
States  and  Qreat  Britain  are  parties  in  this  ques- 
tion, and  all  the  civilized  nations  in  the  world 
may  be  considered  as  spectators;  taking  no  part 
in  thfe  dispute^  but  waiting  with  anxiety  the  ter- 
mination of  it.  The  question  in  dispute  is,  whe- 
ther a  public  Ministef  may  with  impunity  abuse, 
and  impute  untruths  to  tne  Government  of  the 
nation  to  which  he  is  accredited?  If  he  may,  then 
as  a  principle,  it  mtist  hare  been  sanctioned  by 
public  law,  and  be  obligatory  on  all  civilized  na- 
tions in  the  world;  and,  if  so,  then  the  resolution 
may  be  fcaid  to  implicate  principles  which  the 
whole  civilized  world  has  sanctioned ;  but  who 
will  say  that  that  is  a  principle  of  pabllc  law, 
and  that  it  has  been  Sanctioned  by  all  the  civil- 
ized nations  in  the  world?  If  a  principle  of  that 
kind  be  intithated,  let  it  be  asserted  boldly,  and 
then  It  will  be  known  what  to  say  to  it.  If  Mr. 
Jackson  is  in  this  case  to  be  Justified,  he  must 
be  justified  on  principles  of  public  law;  if  on 
principles  of  public  law  he  cannot  be  justified,  as 
it  is  contended  be  cannot,  why  are  snch  strenuous 
efibrts  made  to  justify  him  ? 

The  whole  civilized  world  is  a  spectator  in  the 
^iscuision  of  ibis  resolution ;  and  all  the  civilized 
nations  in  the  world  are  and  will  be  anxiousl^^ 
desirous  to  know,  whether  the  United  States  of 
America,  after  havitig  hitherto,  with  imputilty, 
sufiered  all  the  aggressions  of  Great  Britain,  and 
After  having  suffer^  Great  Britain,  with  impunity, 
to  impress  thousands  of  their  seamen,  and  retain 
them  on  board  of  their  armed  ships  and  vessels 
arid  compelling  them  to  fight  against  nations  with 
whom  the  United  States  are  at  peace;  nfter  hav- 
ing sufiered  Great  Britain,  with  impunity,  to 
murder  their  citizens,  and  after  having  suffered 
Great  Britain  with  impunity  to  attack  their  sov- 
ereignty, in  case  of  the  Chesapeake  frigate  will, 
after  all  these  outrages  and  hostile  acts,  tamely, 
meekly,  and  patiently,  submit  and  bow  down  to 


102S 


HISTOEY  OP  OONGBBSS. 


1021 


B.  Of  R. 


Conduct  of  the  British  Minister. 


Decembeb,  \M 


the  lowest  degtee  of  debased  de^radacionf  .and 
BttQCer' Francis  J.  J^ck'soD,  Ambassador  BxtraOrdi- 
naiy  and  Mioister  PleaipoteDtiary  of  His  Qrit- 

.  aoDic  Majesty,  with  impxiDity,  to  abuse  iheir  £z- 
ecutiveGoreroment,  and  (o  impute  to  it  with  im- 
punity the  defeslable  charge  of  untruth.  . 

Mr.  Jackson,  in  his  official  letters  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  Stale,  frequently  stales,  that  he  is  not  au- 
thorized to  make  any  propolis  to  the  Executive 
Government  of  the  Unite4  States  which  mTj^ht 
be  a  groundwork  of  friendly  settlement  of  differ- • 
e«ces;  not^ev^n  instructed  to  make  any  rational 
and  8aii>factory  explanations  of  the  reasons.which 

,  induced  his  Savercign,  whosecommand  he.obey«, 
to  disavow  the  arrangementof  April.  Mr.  Jack- 
»0Q  states. that  he  is  initru/cted  only  to  receive  and 
discuss  ^ny  overtures  which  the' Government  of 
the  United  4State8  may  make  to  him,  and  eventu- 
ally to  conclude  a  treaty.  In  his  official  letter  of 
the  23d  of  October,^  1809,  to  the  Secretary  of 
State;  be  expressly  slates,  that  his. instructions 
areSt>rospectiYe;  and  observes,  ^'it  is  not  of  course 
'  intended  to  ca41.u]A>a  me  to  state,  9s  a  prelimi- 
^  nary  to  negotiation,  wj^t  is  the  Whole  ej^ent  of 
'  those  instructions^  they  must,  as  I  before  said, 

^  i  temaiD' subject  to  my.owa  discretion,  until  1  am 
^  enabled  to  apply  them  to  the.  overtures  which  J 
^  may  have  the  hotior  of  receiving  From  you." 

It  has  been  stated  in  the  course  of  this  debate 
that  the  United  Slates  is  a  neutral  nation;  that 
18  true — the  United  States  have  uniformly  desired 
to  be  and  remain  neutraj,  and  npt  to-be  involved 
in  the  wars  of.Europe.  The  United  States,  as  a 
neutral  naiion,  had  a  right,  at  least,  to  expect  jus- 
tice-from  Great  Britai«,  but  have  not  obtained  it. 
Gr4?at  Britain  despoiled  the  commerce  of  the 
United  States  to  the  amount  of  many  millions  of 
dollars,  aqd  has  not  made'  restitutioja.;  Great 
Britain  impretoed  thousands  of  the  seamen  of  the 
United  States  and  hitherto  has*  refused  to  set 
them  at  liberty.'  >  Several  citizens  of  the  United 
States  hav.e  oeen  murdered,  and  Great  Britain- 
has  not  punished.the  murderers;  "Great  Britain 
has  violated  the  sovereignty  of  the  United  ^States 
in  the  c^p  of  the  Chesapeake  frigate ;  an^arrange- 
niesT,  which  was  made  by  the  upri^t  and  ^virtu- 
ous 'David  Montagu^  Erskine,  Minister  Plenipo- 
tentiary of 'His  Britannic  Majesty,  with  the  Uni- 
ted States,  has  been  disavowed'.  With  complete 
and  perfect  knowledge  of  all  these  aggressions. 

/nurders,  impresment  of  seamen,  and  violatibns  of 
the  soverei^otjr  and,  neutral  rights  of  the  United 
States,  His  Britannic  Majesty  bas  sent  Fraiicis  J. 
Jackson,  Esq.,  his^inister  Plenipotentiary  to  the 
United  States,  with  full  powers  to  do— whht? 
Noihmg.  For  Mr^  Jackson  expressly,  in  his  offi- 
cial letter  to  the- Secretary  of  State,  declaies,  that 
he  is.not  instructed  to  make  a njr- proposals  to  the 
American  Goveminef^t ;  that.bis  instructions  are 
prospective,  and  only  authorizing  hi<n  to  receive 
and^discuss  overtures  which  may  be  made  to  him 
by  the,. Executive  Gpvernment  of  (he  United 
States.  Notwithstanding  the  British  Qovernment 
had  a  nerf^ct  knowledge  of  all  these  things,  and 
notwuhjrtanding  it  knew  that  the  United  States 
i»*d  tviih  good  faith  carried  into  complete  eSect 


on  their. piart  the  arrangement  of  April,  mit 
by  Mf*  Er^kine,  Great  Britain  disavows  ibai  ar- 
rangement, recalls  the  virtuous  and  honest  Mioif- 
ter.  Mr.  Erskine,  and  sends  Francis  J.  Jacksoaber 
Minister  Plenipotentiary  to  the  United  States.:. 
do  nothing.  .Mr.  Jackson  in  his  letter  of  the  lli&cf 
October.  1809,  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  declam, 
*^that  His  Majesty  is  very  sincerely  desirous s:' 
^  maintaining. a  perfect  and  cordial  .uodersUQ> 
^ing  with  thQ  United  States,  and  of  bringiovtoi 
*  complete  and  satisfactory  adjustment  ail  i» 
'  points  of  difference  that  |iave  arisen  beiwef: 
the  two  Govemipents."  Is  this  true?  AodiaH: 
Britannic  Majesty  desirous — is  he  sincerely  de- 
sirous ?  is  he  indeed,  very  sincerely  desirous  a 
maintaining  ft  perfect  and  cordial  understaDdio; 
with  the  United  States,  and  of  bringing  to  a  com- 
plete and  satisfactory  adjustment  all  the  poiou 
of  difference  that  have  arisen  between  the  tv: 
-Governments  9^  If  His  Britannic  Majesty  is  so  dj> 
posed,^  and  is  very  sincerely  desirous  of  doir; 
all  these  good  things  to  the  United  States,  wu: 
prevents  him  to  set^at  lit^rty  alLthe  seaffleou 
the  United  States  whom  he  detains  in  blaveryos 
boalrd  of  his  floating  castles'?  What  .preTco: 
him  fcpm  ordering  ca.tlsfacticm  to  be* made  to  (x 
cittzensbf  the  United  States  for  the  many  mur 
lions  01  dollars'  worth  of  property,  which  tiu 
been  taken  from  them  by  his  armed  ^hips  uode: 
illegal  and  ynjustifiable  pretences?  For  wiu: 
reaspn  is  it  that  he  delays  to  order  atonemeot  u 
bei^ade  for  the  6utrageoustand  n^urderiogatticl 
on  the  Chesapeake, frigate?  What  were  those 
strong.and  solid  reasons  which  induced  bimti 
disavow  the  arrangement  of  April  last,  an  v- 
rang^ment  which  Would,  in  all  human  probabiiir 
bave  operated  as  a  groundwork  for  a  compleie aA^ 
satisfactory  adjustment  of  all  points  of  difiereoee 
that  have,  arisen  between  him  and  the  Uuiii^ 
States ;  add  more  especially  as  it  had  io  good 
faith  been  carried  into  effept  on  the  paft  of  ih< 
United  States?  Foi:  what  good  reason  dii  ^ 
recall  Mr.  Erskine,  and  send  to  the  IJoited  States 
as  his  Minister  Plenipotentiary,  Francis  J.  Jact- 
800,  wkh  full  powers,  not  to  make  proposals  for 
accommodation  to^the.  United  States  b^ttor^ 
celve  and  discQ&  such  overtures  astbeUoiic^ 
States  by  their  Executive  Government  migbt 
make  Afi  k^u^^  And  did  His  Britannic  Majestf, 
being  very  seriously  desirous  to  mainuiin  a  per- 
fect andcordiat  understanding  with  the  Uoited 
Slates,  expect  that-the  United  StatesyUn^erexistiDg 

circumstances,  wouldmak^  overtures  to  his  Mia- 
ister Plenipotentiary, FVancis J. Jack^n?  Dido«( 
His  Britannic  Majesty  fully  and  perfectly  under- 
stand that  the  outrageous  attack  on  the  Chesi- 
peake  frigate  {of  the  United  States)  stood  tea  io* 
superai>le  barrier  in  the  way,  and  until  atooed  ftft 
presented  and  rigorously  precluded  all  oejgolia' 
tion  ?  What  t^hep.  did  His  Britannic  Majesty,  pos- 
sessed with  the  knowledge  of  all  these  thiogS) 
send  his  Minister  Plei\jpotentiary,I<'rancii  J.  Jack- 
son, with  letters  of  credence  and  full  powers  10 
the  United  States  to  do?    Nothing.    \ 

iBai  His  Britannic  Majesty's  Minister  Pleoipo- 
tentiaryj  imh  his  full  powera,  h&$  &oi  ^^  '^ 


1025 


HISTORY  OF  CONGRESS. 


1026 


Decembbr,  1809. 


Conduct  of  the  British  Mmiwter. 


H.  OF  R . 


together  idle.  He  has  done  something^-he  has 
abu>ed  and  insulted  ibe  Eiecutive  GuFernm.ent 
of  the  United  Slates,  and  imputed  untruths  to  it; 
and  says  he  obeys  the  command  of  his  Sovereign. 
Aod  did  Mr.  Jackson  believe  that  to  abu^e  and 
impute  untruths  to  the  Executive  Qoveroment 
of  ihe  United  States  was  necessary  to  vindicate 
the  good  faith  of  His  Britannic  Majesty's  Qov- 
eromeot?  Did  he  believe  he  was  under  no  obli- 
gation to  proceed  on  priDuiplen  of  truth,  candor, 
and  sincerity,  in  his  transactions  with  the  Qov- 
ernmeot  of  the  United  States?  Did  he  believe 
or  was  he  taught  to  believe  that  the  United  States 
had  DO  truth,  no  honor,  no  dignity,  no  character, 
to  maintain? 

It  is  hardly  possible  to  believe  that  Francis  J. 
Jackson,  Minister  Plenipotentiary  of  His  Britan- 
nic Majesty,  to  elegant,  so  polite,  so  accomplished, 
who  had  been  by  His  Britannic  Majesty  so  fre- 
quently honored  with  no  many  honorable  appoint- 
meots  to  several  Powers  of  Europe;  who  appears 
to  have  a  perfect  knowledge  of  the  elegance  of 
expression  that  his  native  language  is  capable  of, 
could  have  proceeded  in  the  manner  he  did  to- 
wards the  Executive  Government  of  the  United 
Slates,  if  be  had  not  been  under  the  influence  of 
some  cootfolliog  power.  What  was  the  object, 
which  by  his  conduct  he  appears  to  have  borne  in 
Tiew,  for  the  obtaining  wliereof  he  feared  not  to 
sacrifice  that  which  he  ought  carefully  to  have 
preserved?  It  will  be  observed  that  the  British 
OoverDmeot  had  disavowed  the  arrangement  made 
by  Mr.  Erskine  with  the  United  States,  and  by 
reason  thereof,  the  good  faith  of  His  Britannic 
Majesty's  Qoveroment  might  be  or  was  drawn  in 
question.  To  vindicate  that  faith  it  was  neces- 
sary to  make  appear,  by  some  means  or  other,  that 
that  arrangement  was  not  made  by  Mr.  Erskine 
io  pursuance  of  his  instructions,  and  that  the  Ex- 
ecutive Government  of  the  United  Slates  knew 
he  was  not  authorized  to  make  it.  To  obtain  this 
end,  it  is  observable  that  Mr.  Jackson,  in  the  course 
of  his  correspondence  with  the  Secretary  of  State, 
has  made  strenuous  efforts  to  bring  again  into 
view  and  to  resume  the  objects  of  that  arrange- 
ment in  a  way  that  would  imply  that  the  Ex- 
ecutive Government  of  the  United  States  was 
aware  that  the  arrangement  was  not  binding  on 
the  British  Government,  because  made  with  a 
knowledge  on  the  part  of  the  Executive  Govern- 
meot,  that  Mr.  Erskine  had  no  authority  to  make 
it.  If  Mr.  Jackson  had  prevailed,  the  odium  of 
the  disavowal  would  have  been  thrown  oS  from 
His  Britannic  Majesty's  Government  and  6xed  on 
the  United  States.  Mr.  Jackson  then  would  have 
very  honorably  returned  to  his  Sovereign,  and 
would  have  deserved  to  have,  by  His  Britannic 
Majesty's  Government,  been  rewarded  with  a 
statue  of  gold ;  not  such  as  that  which  a  certain 
other  personage  was  declared  worthy  of,  but  with 
one  or  pure  gold,  as  lar^e,  as  massy,  as  high,  as 
solid  and  majestic  as  that  one  was  which  the 
iQighty  Nebuchadnezzar  erected  for  his  idol  on  the 
plains  of  Dura. 

His  Britannic  Majesty's  Government  may  have 
been  persuaded  to  believe  that  there  was  not  in 
lUhCoN.  2dS£SS.— 33 


the  American  Government,  energy  sufficient  to 
resist  the  diplomatic  powers  and  artful  stratagems 
of  the  selected  Mr.  Jackson;  but  truth  is  great 
and  powerful,  and  will  always  prevail.  The  Ex- 
ecutive Government  of  the  United  States  main- 
tained the  honor  and  dignity  of  this  nation,  and 
did  resist,  and  indignantly  precipitated  Mr.  Jack- 
son, Minister  Plenipotentiary  of  His  Britannic 
Majesty,  from  its  presence,  down  to  a  level  better 
comporting  with  his  deservin^s.  In  him  the 
proverb  is  verified  ;  he  was  anxiously  and  perse- 
veringly  engaged,  and  busily  employed  in  digging 
a  pit  wherein  he  might  bury  the  honor,  fame,  and 
ffood  name  of  the  United  States ;  and  into  that  pit, 
he  himself,  with  the  weight  of  a  world  upon  him, 
is  plunged ;  and,  from  the  bottom  thereof,  he  may, 
with  what  pleasure  he  can,  behold,  at  an  immense 
distance,  the  high  and  exalted  eminence  on  which 
he  did  stand. 

But  it  has,  by  way  of  excuse,  been  intimated, 
that  Mr.  Jackson  was  forced  to  explain;  and  for 
that  he  ought  to  be  excused.  Welt,  then,  let  one 
other  of  hts  explanations  be  attended  to,  and  ex- 
amined. 

In  the  note,  dated  November  13th,  1809,  sent  by 
Mr.  Jackson  through  Mr.  Oakley,  to  the  Secreta- 
ry of  S:ate,  there  is  a  remarkable  explanation. 
In  this  note  it  is  apparent  that  Mr.  Jackson  al- 
leges that  the  American  Government  was  offend- 
ed, and  refused  to  receive  any  further  communi- 
cations from  him,  because  he  stated  and  adhered 
thereto,  '*  that  the  three  conditions,  forming  the 
substance  of  Mr.  Erskine's  original  instructions, 
were  submitted  to  the  Secretary  of  State  by  Mr. 
Erskine;  and,  secondly,  because  he  stated  and 
adhered  thereto,  that  that  instruction  is  the  only 
one  in  which  the  conditions  were  prescribed  to 
Mr.  Erskine  for  the  conclusion  of  an  arrange- 
ment on  the  matter  to  which  it  related,  is  known 
to  him  (Mr.  Jackson)  by  the  instruction  which 
he  has  himself  received."  This  is  a  strange  ex- 
planation, indeed,  and  such  a  one  as  even  Mr. 
Jackson  himself  would  not  have  been  presumed 
to  have  been  capable  to  have  made,  if  he  had  not 
made  it.  That  the  American  Government  was 
not  offended,  and  did  not  refuse  to  receive  further 
communications  from  him  because  he  stated  and 
adhered  to  the  said  two  facts,  is  evident,  not  only 
by  the  correspondence  between  him  and  the  Sec- 
retary of  State,  but  also  by  the  nature  of  the  thing 
itself.  The  Secretary  of  State,  however,  in  his 
despatch  of  the  23d  of  November,  1809,  to  Mr. 
Pinkney,  Minister  Plenipotentiary  of  the  United 
States  at  Great  Britain,  has  put  this  out  of  all 
dispute.  In  that  letter  the  Secretary  of  State  ob- 
serves : 

*'  It  waa  never  objected  to  him  (that  is,  Mr.  Jackson) 
that  he  had  stated  it  as  a  fact,  that  the  three  proposi- 
tions in  question  had  been  submitted  to  me  by  Mr. 
Erskine;  nor  that  he  stated  it. as  made  known  to  him, 
by  the  instructions  of  Mr.  Canning,  that  the  instruc- 
tion to  Mr.  Erskine,  containing  those  three  conditions, 
was  the  only  one  from  which  his  authority  was  derived 
to  conclude  an  arrangement  on  the  matter  to  which  it 
related.  The  objection  was,  that  a  knowledge  of  this 
restriction  of  the  authority  of  Mr.  Erskine  was  imputed 
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to  this  Government,  and  the  repetition  of  the  imputa- 
tion,  even  after  it  had  been  peremptorily  disclaimed. 
This  was  so  gross  an  attack  on  the  honor  and  veracity 
of  this  Government,  air  to  forbid  all  further  communi- 
cations from  him." 

It  is  clear  and  indisputable  that  Mr.  Jackson,  in 
his  note  by  Mr.  Oakley,  keeps  concealed  and  out 
of  view  the  real  and  true  cause  of  his  dismission, 
and  does  assert  two  facts  to  be  the  cause  of  his 
dismission,  which  were  not  the  causes  of  his  dis- 
mission. It  is  observable  that,  in  the  letter  signed 
F  J.  Jackson,  headed  ''  Circular,"  dated  13th  No- 
vember, 1809,  the  same  words,  relative  to  the  same 
two  factSf  are  used,  which,  respectio^^  them,  are 
used  in  the  note  by  Mr.  Oakley;  but,  in  the  letter 
headed  "Circular,''  tbe  words  ^4n  order  to  repel 
the  frequent  charges  of  ill-faith  which  had  been 
made  against  His  Majesty's  Government"  are  in- 
serted so  as  to  make  the  paragraph  in  the  circular 
read: 

"  In  stating  these  facts,  and  in  adhering  to  them,  as 
my  duty  imperiously  enjoined  me  to  do,  in  order  to 
repel  the  frequent  charges  of  ill-faith  which  have  been 
made  against  His  Majesty's  Government,  I  could  not 
imagine  that  offence  would  be  taken  at  it  by  the  Amer- 
ican Government,  as  most  certainly  none  could  be 
intended  on  my  part ;  and  this  view  of  the  subject  has 
been  made  known  to  Mr.  Smith." 

In  tbe  circular,  then,  there  appears  another 
statement  not  reconcilable  to  facL  In  the  note 
by  Mr.  Oakley,  Mr.  Jackson  does  not  intimate 
that  he  stated  the  two  facts,  and  adhered  to  them, 
in  order  to  repel  the  frequent  charges  of  ill-faith 
which  have  been  made  against  His  Majesty's 
Government,  and  therefore  the  same  view  of  the 
subject  was  not  made  known  to  Mr.  Smith, 
which,  by  the  letter  signed  F.  J.  Jackson,  headed 
''  Circular,"  is  intended,  by  way  of  appeal,  to  be 
made  known  to  the  citizens  of  the  United  States. 
From  these  premises,  it  mav,  without  the  help  of 
insinuations,  be  fairly  concluded  that  the  words 
*'  false  or  fallacious  disguises."  are  not  improperly 
made  use  of  in  the  joint  resolution  under  consid- 
eration. It  may  here  be  further  observed  that,  on 
this  point,  Mr.  Jackson,  if  he  wrote  the  letter 
signed  F.  J.  Jackson,  headed  ^  Circular,"  dated 
13th  November,  1809,  and  it  has  not  been  denied 
that  he  did,  is  at  issue  with  himself,  and  any  gen- 
tleman who  mav  attempt  to  justify  or  palliate  his 
conduct  towards  the  Executive  Government  of 
the  United  States  may,  without  the  aid  of  any 
writer  on  public  law,  be  able  to  render  a  judg- 
ment. 

I  will  now,  said  Mr.  R.,  proceed  to  make  some 
observations  relative  to  the  arrangement  of  April, 
made  by  Mr.  Erskine,  on  behalf  of  His  Britannic 
Majesty  with  the  Government  of  the  United 
States.  Let  it  be  observed,  that  I  have  no  inten- 
tion to  become  politician  for  Great  Britain,  or,  on 
behalf  of  that  Power,  to  intimate  what  course  of 
policy  would  have  been,  or  may  be  left,  for  him 
to  pursue.  The  .object  of  the  arrangement  of 
April,  was  to  restore  free  commercial  intercourse 
between  the  United  States  and  Great  Britain,  by 
repealing  the  non-intercourse  law,  as  it  respected 
Great  Britain,  and  resciading  the  Orders  in  Coun- 


cil, as  they  respected  the  United  States;  tbe  con- 
ditions which,  by  the  arrangement,  the  United 
Slates  undertook  to  perform,  were  performed  in 
good  faith  and  in  full  reliance  that  Great  Britain 
would  also  with  good  faith  perform ;  but,  instead 
of  performing.  Great  Britain  disavowed  the  ar- 
rangement. The  consequences  of  the  disavowal, 
so  far  as  that  disavowal  respects  commercial 
affairs,  is  generally  known.  If  Great  Britain  had, 
with  good  faith,  performed,  on  her  part,  the  con- 
ditions of  the  arrangement,  what  would  the  con- 
sequences have  been?  Commerce  would  have 
been  restored  between  tbe  two  nations.  Great 
Britain,  with  her  merchandise  and  money,  has 
obtained,  in  as  great  extent  as  she  desired,  the 
immense  produce,  consisting  of  raw  materials  and 
provisions,  and  other  articles  of  the  United  States. 
There  was  every  reason  to  believe  that  France, 
inconsequence  of  the  Orders  in  Council  bein« 
revoked  as  they  respected  the  United  States,  would 
have  rescinded  her  decrees,  so  far  as  they  respect- 
ed the  United  States,  whicn  event,  in  a  commer- 
cial point  of  view,  would  have  been  advantage- 
ous to  Great  Britain.  Under  these  circumstances, 
the  United  States  and  Great  Britain  might  have 
progressed  to  a  complete  and  satisfactory  adjust- 
ment of  all  points  of  difference  that  had  arisen 
between  the  two  Governmeolc,  and  the  United 
States  would  theu  have  remained  a  neutral  na- 
tion. Tbe  Orders  in  Council  having  been  revok- 
ed, if  France  had  refused  to  rescind  her  decrees, 
the  non-intercourse  law  would  have  continued  in 
full  force  against  her  and  her  dependencies.  It 
is  not  necessary,  said  Mr.  R.,  for  me  to  proceed 
further  in  noticing  what  might  have  been  tbe 
consequences  if  Great  Britain  had,  in  good  faiih« 
performed,  on  her  part,  the  conditions  of  thai  ar- 
rangement; but  His  Britannic  Majesty  disavow- 
ed that  arrangement;  and  Mr.  Jackson,  in  bis 
correspondence  with  the  Secretary  of  State,  de 
dares  that  His  Britannic  Majesty  disavowed  that 
arrangement,  because  Mr.  Erskine  violated  his 
instructions. 

On  this  statement  of  Mr.  Jackson,  an  important 
question  presents  itself,  viz:  Did  Mr.  Erskioe 
violate  his  instructions  ?  Although,  in  discussing 
the  resolution,  an  examination  of  this  question 
may  not  be  very^  necessary,  it  may,  nevertheless, 
under  existing  circumstances,  not  be  unimportant. 
Mr.  Erskine,  at  the  time  of  making  the  arrange- 
ment, was  Minister  Plenipotentiary  of  His  Brit- 
annic Majesty,  with  full  powers,  in  that  capacity, 
near  the  United  States.  His  allegiance  and  the 
duty  he,  in  that  high  character,  owed  to  bis 
Sovereign,  his  own  eood  name,  his  integrity,  his 
honor,  and  his  moral  obligations,  without  taking 
into  view  the  great  respectability  and  high  and 
honorable  standing  of  his  family,  are  strong  pre- 
sumptions that  he  did  not  violate  his  instructions, 
and  It  is  generally  believed  that  he  did  not  violate 
them.  Mr.  Jackson,  in  his  note  by  Mr.  Oaklejr. 
to  the  Secretary  of  State,  in  observing  ^  that  tbe 
^  three  conditions,  forming  the  substance  of  Mr. 
^  Erskine's  original  instructions,  were  submitted 
'  to  him  bv  that  gentleman,"  has  used  the  word 
^  original"  antec^eut  to  the  word  ^'  instracuoo,*' 
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(by  the  word  "  instrQction,"  it  is  presumed^  he 
intends  the  despatch  of  the  23d  of  JaDuary,  1809,) 
iDtitnatiog  and  thereby  implying  that  Mr.  Ers- 
kine  had  other  iastructioDs  besides  that  original 
instruction.  Mr.  Erskine,  in  his  letter  of  the  14lh 
of  August.  1809.  expressly  states,  Mr.  Canning's 
despatch  of  the  23l1  of  January,  formed  but  one 
part  of  bis ;  that  is,  Mr.  Canning's  instructions  to 
nim.    If,  then,  Mr.  Erskine's  assertion,  in  this 
case,  wanted  any  corroborating  proof,  Mr.  Jack- 
son, by  using  the  word  ^'  original"  before  the  word 
'^  instruction,"  in  his  note  by  Mr.  Oakley,  has 
given  that  proof.    Mr.  Jackson,  in  his  letter  of 
the  11th  October,  to  Mr.  Smith,  states,  that  the 
despatch  from  Mr.  Canning  to  Mr.  Erskine,  (that 
is,  the  despatch  of  the  23d  of  January,)  is  the 
only  despatch  by  which  the  conditions  were  pre- 
scribed to  Mr.  Erskine  for  the  conclusion  of  an 
arrangement.    That  may  be  true,  but  it  will  not 
prove  that  Mr.  Erskine  had  not  any  other  in- 
structions besides  that  despatch,  which  Mr.  Jack- 
son, in  his  note  to  Mr.  Oakley,  denominates  Mr. 
Erskine's    *' original    instruction."     This  word 
*^  original"  is,  as  it  were,  a  key  to  unfold  not  only 
Mr.  Jackson's  obscure  and  guarded  correspond- 
ence, in  respect  of  Mr.  Erskine's  instructions,  but 
also  to  show  what  the  nature  and  extent  of  all  his 
instructions  were.    So  far,  then,  in  this  obscure 
question,  there  is  evidence  to  believe  that  Mr. 
Erskine  had  other  instructions  than  the  despatch 
of  the  23d  of  January.    It  majr  be  further  ob- 
served that  Mr.  Erskine,  at  the  time  he  wrote-his 
letter  of  the  14ih  of  August  to  Mr.  Smith,  in 
which  he  stated  that  the  despatch  of  the  23d  of 
January  formed  only  one  part  of  bis  instructions, 
did  not  write  it  with  a  design  that  it  was  to  be 
kept  concealed,  but  must  have  anticipated  that  it 
would  be  made  public ;  and  that,  of  course,  it 
i^ould  be  known  to  his  Government;  therefore, 
he  would  not  attempt  to  write  to  Mr.  Smith  that 
which  he  knew  was  not  true.    From  all  these 
considerations,  therefore,  it  is  reasonable  to  be- 
liere — nay,  they  amount  to  sufficient  proof,  so 
far  as,  in  this  case,  at  present,  can  be  expected, 
that  Mr.  Erskine  bad  other  instructions  besides 
that  original  instruction  or  despatch  of  the  23d  of 
January;  and  that  those  instructions  were  such  as 
authorized  him,if  he  could  not  obtain  a  recognition 
of  all  three  conditions,  specified  in  the  original  de* 
spatch  or  instruction  of  the  23d  of  January,  to  ob- 
tain a  recognition  ofas  many  or  so  much  of  them,  in 
substance,  as  he  could.    That  this  was  the  true 
nature  of  his  instructions,  is  not  contradicted  by 
Mr.  Jackson's  statement,  that  the  despatch  of  the 
23d  of  January  was  the  only  despatch  in  which 
the  conditions  were  prescribed  to  Mr.  Erskine  for 
the  conclusion  of  an  arrangement;  because  the 
arrangement  of  April,  in  its  extent,  although  it 
does  not  recognise  all  the  conditions  contained  in 
the  original  despatch,  does  not  contain  or  em- 
brace any  that  are  contained  in  and  intended  by 
that  despatch.  Andthatthat  was  the  true  natureof 
Lis  instructions  is  further  manifested  by  what  Mr. 
Erskine  himself  writes  to  Mr.  Smith   on  that 
subject,  in  his  letter  of  the  31st  of  July,  1809. 
And|  in  his  letter  of  the  14th  of  August,  1809, 


to  Mr.  Smith,  Mr.  Erskine.  after  noticing  that 
Mr.  Canning's  despatch  of  the  23J  of  January 
formed  but  one  part  of  his  instructions,  and  that 
he  considered  that  it  would  be  in  vain  to  lay  be- 
fore the  Government  of  the  United  States  the 
despatch  in  question,  which  he  was  at  liberty  to 
have  done,  tn  extenso^  had  he  thought  proper,  ob- 
serves : 

"Bat,  I  had  such  strong  grounds  for  believing  thai 
the  object  of  His  Majesty's  GoTernment  could  be  at- 
tained, tboagb  in  a  different  manner,  and  the  spirit,  al 
least,  of  my  several  letters  of  instructions  be  fullj  com- 
plied with,  I  felt  a  thorough  conviction  upon  mj  mind 
that  I  should  be  acting  in  conformity  with  His  Majes- 
ty's wishes,  and  accordingly  concladed  the  late  pro> 
visional  agreement  on  His  Msjesty's  behalf  with  the 
Government  of  the  United  States.'^ 

These  declarations  of  Mr.  Erskine  are  concia* 
sive  on  the  subject  of  the  nature  and  extent  of 
his  instructions;  and,  indeed,  great  credit,  defer- 
ence, and  respect,  ought  to  be  given  to  these  dec- 
larations of  Mr.  Erskine,  not  bv  reason  only  of 
his  own  personal  integrity  and  cnaracter,butal40 
by  reason  of  his  high  official  character  and  his 
great  responsibility.  If  any  further  evidence  is 
necessary  to  prove  that  Mr.  Erskine  did  not  vio- 
late his  instructions,  that  evidence  comes  even 
from  Mr.  Canning  himself,  not  directly,  it  ia 
admitted,  but  in  such  a  manner  as  to  leave  no 
doubt  of  its  applicability  and  conclusiveness.  In 
the  letter  of  Mr.  Pinkney,  of  the  23d  of  Juoe^ 
1809,  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  Mr.  Pinkney, 
after  observing  that  he  '^  had  an  interview  with 
Mr.  Canning,'^and  that  ^*  upon  the  second  of  the 
conditions  mentioned  in  Mr.  Erskine's  instruc- 
tions, he  made  several  remarks,"  states  that  the 
second  condition  had  no  necessarv  connexion 
with  the  Orders  in  Council;  and  ue  intimated 
that  they  would  have  been  content  to  leave  the 
subject  of  it  to  future  discussion  and  arrange- 
ment." Mr.  Pinkney,  after  further  observing  in 
that  letter  that,  *'  upon  the  third  condition,  he  said 
'  a  very  few  words  ;  that  he  restated  what  he  had 
^  thrown  out  upon  the  matter  of  it  in  an  informal 
'  conversation  in  January,  and  expressed  his  re- 
^  gret  that  it  should  have  been  misapprehended,^ 
Slates  that    "Mr.    Canning    immediately    said 

*  that  he  was  himself  of  opinion  that  the  idea 
'  upon  which  that  condition  turns  could  not  well 

*  find  its  way  into  a  stipulation ;  that  he  had,  ne- 
'  vertheless,  believed  it  proper  to  propose  thecon- 
<  dition  to  the  United  States  ;  that  he  should  have 

*  been  satisfied  with  the  rejection  of  it ;  and  that 
'  the  consequence  would  have  been  that   the^r 

*  should  have  intercepted  the  commerce  to  which 

*  it  referred,  if  any  such  commerce  should  be  at- 

*  tempted.  These  express  declarations  of  Mu 
Canning  respecting  the  second  and  third  condi- 
tions specified  in  the  original  instructions  of  the 
23d  or  January,  indubitably  go  to  corroborate 
what  has  been  already  observed  respecting  the 
nature  and  extent  of  Mr.  Erskine's  several  in- 
structions, and  that  he  was  vested  with  discre- 
tionary powers  relative  to  the  same  second  and 
third  conditions. 

Considering  that  Mr.  Erskine,  by  hia  several 
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letters  of  instruction,  had  discretionary  powers 
relative  to  the  second  and  third  conditions,  speci- 
fied in  the  de^spatch  of  the  23J  of  January  ;  he,  in 
consequence  thereof,  and  to  prevent  difficuliies 
which  would  thereon  have  arisen,  did  not  lay  be- 
fore the  Government  of  rhe  United  Slates  tn  ex- 
feftco,  the  original  instruction,  viz :  the  despatch 
of  the  23d  Jdnuary ;  he  had  .submitted  the  sub- 
stance of  the  three  conditions,  probably  as  a  mat- 
ter of  inquiry ;  but  the  result  of  that  inquiry 
manifested  to  him  that  it  would  be  in  vain  tulay 
that  despatch  of  the  23d  of  January  before  the 
Government  of  the  United  States.  There  re- 
mained, then,  lor  the  bahis  of  an  arran:;ement  to 
be  made  by  Mr.  Erskioe  on  behalf  of  his  Govern- 
ment and  the  United  States,  the  first  condition 
specified  in  the  despatch  of  the  23d  of  January. 
This  condition  is  expressed  in  the  manner  fullow- 
iog: 

"  That  the  American  GoTemment  is  prepared,  in  the 
•rent  of  His  Majesty's  consenting  to  withdraw  the 
Orders  in  Council  of  January  and  November,  1807,  to 
withdraw,  contemporaneously  on  its  part,  the  interdic- 
tion of  its  harbors  to  ships  of  war,  and  all  non-inter- 
course and  non-importation  acts,  so  far  as  respects 
Great  Britain,  leaving  them  in  force  with  respect  to 
France  and  the  Powers  which  adopt  or  act  under  her 


The  last  sentence  in  this  first  condition  is  that 
tlbne  upon  which  any  di£5cuity  could  have  ariseu. 
On  this  sentence,  it  may  be  observed,  that  the  efilci 
of  these  words  is,  by  force  of  the  terms,  limtted 
in  duration  with  the  decrees  of  France;  and  this 
limitation  was  provided  for  by  the  embargo  laws, 
and  by  the  non-intercourse  law.  It  would  have 
been  improper  for  the  United  States  to  have  per- 
mitted a  principle  of  limitation  in  this  case  to 
have  become  a  matter  of  compact  with  Great 
Britain  ;  and  Great  Britain,  on  principles  of  reci- 
procity, ought  to  have  relied  on  the  good  faith  of 
the  United  States  that  they  would  have  contin- 
ued the  operation  of  the  non-intercour>e  law 
against  France  during  the  existence  of  the  French 
decrees,  as  they  respected  the  United  States,  pur- 
suant to  the  provisiuns  of  that  effect  in  the  uon- 
iatercourse  law.  And  by  what  is  stated  in  the 
letter  of  Mr.  Pinkney,  of  the  23d  of  June,  to  the 
Secretary  of  State,  respecting  a  conversation  be- 
tween him  and  Mr.  Canning  respecting  the  first 
condition,  there  is  some  reason  to  apprehend  that 
Mr.  Canning  was  rather  inclined  to  that  opinion. 
Be  that  as  it  may,  Mr.  Brskine,  at  the  time  of 
making  the  arriingement,  knew  that,  in  the  non- 
intercourse  laws,  provision  was  made  for  the  con- 
tinuance of  the  non-intercourse  with  France 
during  the  existence  of  the  French  decrees,  and 
that,  having  that  knowledge  aud  knowing  that  the 
United  States  were  pledged  by  their  own  law  to 
themstlves  for  the  continuance  of  non-intercourse 
with  France,  he  did  not  deem  it  necessary  to  in- 
sist upon  a  principle  which  he  had  good  reason 
to  believe  he  could  not  obtain,  in  any  other  man- 
ner to  be  provided  for,  than  it  had  been  done  by 
the  non-intercourse  law.  This  sentence,  then, 
being  out  of  the  way,  the  retidue  of  the  first  con- 
tiition  remained  to  be  acted  ou  as  the  ba&is  of  aa 


arrangement  between  the  United  States  and  Great 
Britain.  It  was  acted  on,  and  the  arraDgemeot 
of  April  was  made  between  Mr.  £r$.kine  and  Mr. 
Smith.  That  arrangement  is  well  known;  and 
it  is  not  necessary  to  show  how  exactly  and  com- 
pletely  it  corresponds  with  that  basis.  From  what 
has  been  said,  it  may  be  concluded  that  there  are 
strong  and  solid  reasons  to  believe  that  Mr.  Ers- 
kine  did  not  violate  his  instructions;  and  it  also 
evidently  follows,  as  a  conclusion,  that  Mr.  Smith 
did  not  substitute  conditions  in  lieu  of  tho^e  ori- 
ginally proposed,  anything  in  the  letters  of  Mr. 
Jackson  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding. 

I  will  now,  said  Mr.  R.,  dismiss  the  subject 
with  observing,  that  I  will  vote  acaiost  the  mo- 
tion to  postpone,  and,  finally,  I  will  vote  for  the 
resolution. 


Moil  DAT,  January  1,  1810. 

The  House  assembled  this  day,  but  transacted 
no  business  of  importance. 


TuBSDAT,  January  2. 

Another  member,  to  wit :  from  Pennsylvania, 
Robert  Jenkins,  appeared,  and  took  his  seat  ia 
the  House. 

Mr.  Love  presented  the  petition  of  the  Presi- 
dent and  Directors  of  the  Bank  of  Alexandria, 
signed  by  William  Herbert,  their  President,  praj- 
ing'ihat  an  act  may  be  passed  extending  the  char- 
ter of  the  said  bank  for  a  period  of  twenty  years 
beyond  the  fourth  of  March,  one  thousand  eigbt 
hundred  and  eleven,  at  which  time  the  present 
charter  will  have  expired. — Referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee for  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Mr.  Love  pre^^ented  a  petition  of  the  President 
and  Directors  of  the  Bank  of  Potomac,  praying 
that  an  act  may  be  passed  granting  a  charter  lo 
the  said  bank,  to  take  effect  as  soon  aa  the  existing 
laws  of  the  United  States  will  permit.  Mr.  ll 
also  presented  a  petition  of  the  Presidenc  and  Di* 
rectors  of  the  Union  Bank  of  Georgetown,  to  the 
same  effect  with  the  petition  last  stated.— Re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  for  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia. 

Mr.  Lov-t:,  from  the  Committee  for  the  District 
of  Columbia,  presented  a  bill  for  the  improve- 
ment of  the  navigation  of  the  river  Potomac; 
which  was  read  twice,  and  committed  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  on  Monday  next. 

CONDUCT  OF  THE  BRITISH  MINISTER. 

The  House  again  took  op  the  resolution  ap* 
proving  the  conduct  uf  the  Executive  in  reros- 
mff  to  hold  further  communicatioQ  with  Francis 
J.Jackson. 

Mr.  Upham. — Mr.  Speaker,  as  I  am  called  upon 
to  pass  upon  the  resolution  on  your  table,  I  caa- 
not  content  myself  with  giving  a  silent  vote.  I 
teel  it  my  duly  at  least  to  protest  against  it.  and 
to  state  some  of  the  reasons  which  lufluence  my 
opposition. 

It  certainly  is  a  very  important  resolotion  ;  in- 
deed, it  seems  agreed  by  its  friends  as  well  as  iis 
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opposers,  to  be  one  of  great  magottude,  as  great 
as  ever  came  before  this  House. 

It  may,  ia  my  opinion,  lead  to  the  most  serious 
aud  lamentable  consequences.  It  is  nothing  less 
than  a  conditional,  a  provisional  declaration  of 
war  against  Great  Britain.  It  has  excited  the 
seDsibility  not  only  of  this  House,  but  of  this 
sation? 

Gentlemen,  in  the  discussion.,  sir,  have  taken  a 
wide  and  extensive  range;  they  have  given  their 
opinions  and  stated  their  creeds  upon  very  many 
topics  respecting  our  concerns  with  Great  Britain. 
Indeed  they  have,  in  the  course  of  the  debate, 
discussed  all  our  relations  with  that  nation. 
These  subjects,  in  my  opinion,  have  no  immedi- 
ate bearino;  upon  (he  question  before  the  House. 

The  real  question  before  the  House  is,  did  Mr. 
Jackson  charge  our  Administration  with  a  knowl- 
edge at  the  time  of  the  arrangement  of  the  19ih 
of  April  last,  that  Mr.  Erskine  was  acting  con- 
trary to  and  in  violation  of  his  instructions,  in 
snaking  that  arrangement,  and  repeat  the  charge 
after  it  had  been  peremptorily  disclaimed. 

The  position  that  Mr.  Jackson  did  make  and 
repeat  such  charge  after  it  was  disclaimed,  was 
the  cause  of  breaking  off  the  correspondence  and 
dismissing  the  Mini:iter.  Seethe  printed  docu- 
ments, pag?  87,  in  Mr.  Smith's  letter  to  Mr. 
Pinkoey,  of  November  23d,  1809.  Mr  Smith  says, 
'^It  was  never  objected  to  him,  Mr.  Jackson,  that 

*  he  had  stated  it  as  a  fact,  that  the  three  proposi- 
'  tions  in  question  had  been  submitted  to  me  by 
'  Mr.  Erskine,  nor  that  he  stated  it,  as  made 

*  known  to  him  by  the  instructions  of  Mr.  Can- 
'  ning,  that  the  instruction  to  Mr.  Erskine,  con- 

*  taioing  those  three  conditions,  was  the  only  one 

*  frona  which  his  authority  was  derived  to  con- 
'  elude  an  arrangement  on  the  matter  to  which  it 
'  related.  The  objection  was,  that  a  knowledge 
'  of  this  restriction  of  the  authority  of  Mr.  Ers- 
'  kine,  was  imputed  to  this  Government,  and  the 
'  repetition  of  the  imputation,  even  after  it  had 

*  been  peremptorily  disclaimed."  In  Mr.  Smith's 
letter  to  Mr.  Jackson  of  November  the  1st,  1809, 
see  printed  documents,  page  65,  it  appears  that 
the  aforesaid  position  is  the  groundwork  of  all 
the  difficulty.  The  whole  question  then  in  fact 
before  the  House  is,  whether  it  be  true  that  Mr. 
Jackson  did  make  such  charge  and  repeat  it  after 
it  was  denied  by  our  Administration. 

On  the  decision  of  this  question  depends  the 
decision  of  the  resolution.  This  charge  forms 
the  loop-hole  on  which  are  suspended  all  the 
anathemas  against  Mr.  Jackson  and  his  Govern- 
ment. This  is  the  string  on  which  seem  to  hang 
all  the  sorrows  of  the  country ;  on  this  pivot  is  to 
tarn  the  fate  of  the  nation.  On  this  charge  is 
rested  war  or  peace. 

As  to  the  circular  of  the  13th  of  November, 
which  is  called  in  the  resolution  the  appeal  to  the 
people,  and  made  so  much  of  in  that  resolution, 
this  circular  surely  was  not  the  cause  of  the  rup- 
ture, for  it  was  subsequent;  nor  was  it  the  cause 
of  the  resolution. 

It  does  not  appear  that  it  was  published  by  Mr» 
Jackson,  nor  by  his  order  or  consent  or  knowlet^e. 


It  might  have  found  its  way  into  the  newspapers 
in  very  many  ways,  consistent  with  his  inno- 
cence, as  to  its  publication.  It  might  have  been 
printed  by  one  of  the  Cunsuls,  without  Mr.  Jack- 
son's knowledge.  If  it  were  published  by  him 
the  fact  might  easily  be  proved;  but  it  cannot  be 
shown  that  he  did  not  know  of  the  publication. 
This  would  be  proving  a  negative. 

But  what  is  this  circular?  Compare  it  with 
the  description  of  it  in  the  resolution.  See  the 
circular  in  the  President's  Message  of  the  12th 
of  December,  page  4th.  In  the  first  place,  it  states 
that  the  correspondence  is  broken  off.  '  In  the 
second  place,  it  states  the  cause.  In  the  third 
place,  it  proceeds  to  say,  "  In  stating  these  f.icts '' 
alluding  to  the  cause  of  the  rupture,  "and  in  ad- 

*  heriog  to  them  as  my  duty  imperiously  enjoined 

*  me  to  do,  in  order  to  repel  the  frequent  charges 
^  of  ill  faith  which  have  been  made  against  His 
'  Majesty's  Government,  I  could  not  imagine 
^  that  offence  would  be  taken  at  it  by  the  Ameri- 
'  can  Government,  as  most  certainly  none  could 

*  be  intended  on  my  part."  Mr.  Jack&on  con- 
cludes this  circular  by  giving  information  to  th^ 
Consuls  that  it  had  become  necessary  to  with- 
draw altogether  from  the  City  of  Washington, 
and  that  he  should  make  the  city  of  New  York 
the  place  of  his  residence  till  he  should  receive 
the  commands  of  His  Majesty,  where  their  com- 
munications to  him  would  oe  directed.  The 
resolution  on  your  table,  sir,  makes  this  circular 
a  very  different  thing.  It  makes  it  the  very  top 
of  the  climax  of  all  the  insults  towards  our  Ad- 
ministration. See  the  resolution.  I  will  rea4 
that  part  of  it  which  describes  this  letter  "That 
'  the  letter  signed  Francis  J.  Jackson,  headed 
'  Circular,  dated   13ih  of  November.  1809,  and 

*  published  and  circulated  through  tne  country. 
'  is  a  still  more  direct  and  aggravated  insult  ana 
^  affront  to  the  American  people  and  their  Gov* 
'  ernment,and  it  is  evidently  an  insidious  attempt 
^  to  excite  their  resentments  and  distrusts  against 
'  their  own  Government,  hi  appealing  to  theai 
^  through  false  or  fallacious  disguises  against  some 
^  of  its  acts;  and  to  excite  resentments  and  divis- 

*  ions  amongst  the  people  themselves,  which  can 

*  only  be  dishonorable  to  their  own  characters 
'  and  ruinous  to  their  own  interests." 

The  letter  appears  to  me  to  be  proper  for  its 
ostensible  avowed  purpose.  If  it  be  such  a  one 
as  is  fit  for  the  occasion,  such  a  one  as  the  Minis- 
ter would  officially  write  to  the  Consuls,  provided 
he  had  nothing  in  view  but  to  give  them  the 
necessary  information — and  very  different  from 
what  it  ought  to  have  been  to  have  attained  its 
object  if  it  had  been  intended  as  an  address,  or 
appeal  to  the  people — surely,  by  every  rule  of  rea- 
son and  construction,  it  should  be  taken  and  re- 
ceived to  be  what  it  purports  to  be. 

All  parties  allow  Mr.  Jackson  to  be  a  man  of 
talents  and  information.  If  he  had  intended  to 
excite  the  feelings  and  the  passions  of  the  people, 
would  you  have  seen  such  a  letter  a^  th is  ?  Would 
behave  contented  himself  with  saying  so  little 
and  in  such  a  tone?  This  is  conciu2»ive  (o  rof 
mind  that  he  had  no  idea  of  appealing  to  the 
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people.  Genet  did  not  appeal  to  the  people  in  an 
address  like  this.  Let  gentlemen  compare  the 
letter  of  the  English  with  that  of  the  French 
Minister.  If  this  was  reallsr  considered  so  offen- 
sive a  letter  as  to  be  entitled  to  all  the  hard  epi- 
thets bestowed  upon  it  in  the  resolution,  how 
does  it  happen  that  the  President  of  the  United 
States  never  discovered  it?  This  letter  was 
dated  the  13th  of  November — sixteen  days  after, 
the  29th,  we  bad  the  Message  from  the  President. 
In  this  Message  the  President,  who  never  suffers 
anything  to  pass  unnoticed,  who  is  always  instant 
in  season  and  not  out  of  season,  did  not  notice 
this  famous  letter  at  all.  In  this  Message,  in 
which  the  breaking  off  of  the  correspondence 
with  the  British  Minister,  and  his  dismissal,  d&c, 
form  a  principal  topic,  not  a  single  word  is  said 
about  this  circular.  This  shows  that  the  Presi- 
dent did  not  consider  it  as  objectionable.  He  did 
not  view  it  as  an  appeal  to  the  people.  This  idea 
of  its  being  an  appeal  to  the  people  was  the  result 
of  an  after  and  superficial  consideration. 

Ifind  too,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  this  letter  was  not 
considered  by  Mr.  Smith,  the  Secretary  of  State, 
as  so  monstrous  a  thing  as  it  seems  to  nave  been 
by  the  mover  of  the  resolution.  It  seems  that  the 
Secretary  was  in  doubt  whether  Mr.  Jackson  in- 
tended the  second  note  delivered  to  him  through 
Mr.  Oakley,  the  British  Secretary  of  Legation, 
**  the  contents  of  which  entirely  correspond"  with 
this  circular,  ^^as  essentially  intended  as  a  justifi- 
cation of  the  correspondence,  which  had  given 
umbrage,  or  as  a  conciliatory  advance ;"  see  page 
87  of  the  primed  documents.  In  the  Secretary's 
letter  to  Mr.  Pinkney.  he  says,  "  the  second  note 

*  seems  to  be  essentially  intended  as  a  justification 

*  of  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Jackson  in  that  part  of 

*  the  correspondence,  which  had  given  umbrage. 

*  If  he  intended  it  as  a  conciliatory  advance,  &c ; 

*  but  whether  he  had  one  or  other  or  both  those  ob- 
Ejects  in  view,  it  was  necessary  for  him  to  have 
'done  more  tnan  is  attempted  in  this  paper." 
Now  it  seems  that  Mr.  Smith  was  really  at  a 
loss,  whether  this  note,  which  is  essentially  the 
same  with  the  circular,  was  intended  as  a  justi- 
fication of  his  conduct  or  a  conciliatory  advance. 
At  any  rate,  it  evidently  appears  that  ne  did  not 
consider  it  as  a  very  deleterious  thing. 

1  think,  sir,  I  have  shown  that  this  circular, 
which  seems  to  make  so  distinguished  a  figure 
in  the  resolution,  was  in  reality  no  cause  of  the 
resolution  \  that  it  was  an  inonensive  thing.  I, 
therefore,  consider  it  out  of  the  case,  and  that  the 
real  question  before  the  House  is  that  which  I 
have  stated :  Did  Mr.  Jackson  make  the  char^re 
and  repeat  it,  after  it  had  been  peremptorily 
denied? 

1  lay  stress  on  that  part  of  the  position  which 
says,  that  after  denial  the  charge  was  repeated. 
It  seems  agreed  by  the  opposers  of  this  resolution, 
as  well  as  its  supporters,  that  it  is  inadmissible 
for  a  public  Minister  to  charge  the  Administra- 
tion at  whose  Court  he  is  accredited,  of  a  false- 
hood, even  if  he  be  correct  in  the  charge.  To 
this  I  agree.  But  if,  while  Mr.  Erskine  thought 
or  at  least  said,  he  was  acting  according  to  the 


spirit,  if  not  the  letter,  and  agreeably  to  the 
wishes  of  His  Majesty,  the  King  of  Great  Bri- 
tain, our  Administration  thought  otherwise,  or  if 
from  all  the  circumstances  they  doubted  it,  in  the 
then  peculiar,  hard,  and  oppressed  state  of  this 
country.  I  am  not  sure  it  was  an  unpardonable 
offence  for  them  to  proceed  in  the  arrangement. 
Our  citizens  were  experiencing  very  great  evils 
and  enduring  every  privation  from  the  system  of 
restriction  upon  commerce.  We  had  the  non- 
importation act,  the  proclamation  of  the  2d  of  July, 
1807,  the  embargo,  and  the  non-intercourse,  upon 
our  shoulders.  Now.  if  by  the  arrangement  all 
these  grievances  could  be  got  rid  of;  if  the  peo- 
ple could  be  relieved  from  this  weight  under  which 
they  were  so  deeply  groaning;  indeed,  if  it  could 
be  taken  off  only  for  a  time,  so  as  to  give  them 
a  respite,  the  inducement  to  do  it  was  great  and 
imperious.  Such  was  the  state  of  our  affairs, 
that  there  was  no  great  hazard  of  making  bad 
worse.  And  if  there  would  have  been  nothing 
unpardonable  in  our  Administration  in  doing  this, 
surely  it  would  not  have  been  so  very  offensive 
if  Mr.  Jackson  had  made  the  insinuation:  How- 
ever, I  will  not  enlarge  upon  this,  for  if  Mr. 
Jackson  made  the  charge,  he  unquestionably  re- 
peated it  after  it  was  disclaimed. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  observed,  when  I  first  rose,  that 
gentlemen  had  taken  a  wide  range  in  this  de- 
bate, and  discussed  all  our  foreign  relations,  es- 
pecially those  with  Great  Britain  ;  and  that  these 
topics  had  no  immediate  bearing  upon  the  ques- 
tion before  the  House,  and  strictly  ought  not  to 
have  been  introduced  into  the  debate. 

On  those  collateral  points,  which  have  been 
drawn  into  examination  in  the  progress  of  the 
discussion  in  general,  the  advocates  and  the  op- 
posers  of  the  resolution  have  agreed  either  abso- 
lutely or  sub  modo. 

It  has  been  agreed  that  Great  Britain  has 
encroached  more  or  less  upon  our  neutral  rights. 
It  has  been  agreed  too  by  some,  on  both  tildes, 
that  Great  Britain  has  given  us  cause  for  war. 

Now,  sir,  although  I  am  no  apologist  for  that 
nation — I  profess  to  be  exclusively  an  American 
— yet  I  am  not  prepared  to  say  that  Great  Britain, 
as  a  Government,  has  given  us  cause  of  war.  I 
consider  the  murder  of  Pierce  and  the  affair  of 
the  attack  of  the  Chesapeake,  about  which  we 
have  heard  so  much  in  the  course  of  this  debate, 
as  well  as  all  others, — I  consider  these  and  all 
other  acts  which  have  been  disavowed  by  the 
Government  as  wholly  out  of  the  case.  Taking 
into  consideration  the  peculiar  and  awful  state  ot 
the  world  at  present,  and  for  a  number  of  years 
past,  and  considering  that  England  has  been  con- 
tending for  peace,  order,  religion,  and  everything 
sacred,  while  her  grand  enemy.  Napoleon,  has 
been  destroying  and  trampling  all  peace  and 
order,  and  religion,  and  everything  sacred,  under 
foot;  that  Great  Britain  has  been  fighting  for 
the  island  which  she  inhabits  and  for  her  exist- 
ence, while  the  conqueror  of  continental  Europe, 
instigated  by  an  inextinguishable  lust  for  power, 
has  been  fighting  for  universal  domination; 
taking  these  things  into  view,  together  with  the 
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course  ourGoyerDment  has  parsued  towards  her, 
I  am  not  prepared  to  agree  that  Great  Britain 
has  given  us  cause  of  war.  I  am  not  prepared  to 
say^  that  she  has,  as  a  Government,  been  more  in- 
correct towards  this  country  than  the  extremity 
to  which  she  is  and  has  been  reduced  would  ex- 
cuse. She  has  been,  as  is  often  said,  virtually 
Mghting  the  battles  of  the  civilized  world,  not 
indeed  for  the  sake  of  the  world,  but  to  preserve 
her  own  existence.  However,  it  is  unnecessary 
for  me  to  dwell  upon  or  to  give  an  opinion  upon 
this  point,  for  it  has  no  bearing  on  the  question 
before  the  House. 

It  has  been  agreed  by  gentlemen,  for  and 
against  the  resolution,  that  a  nation,  in  order  to 
blockade  the  ports  of  its  enemy,  must  so  invest 
with  a  naval  force  that  port  as  to  render  it  ia 
some  measure  dangerous  to  attempt  to  enter  it. 
However,  this  has  no  relation  to  the  question  be- 
fore us. 

It  has  been  unanimously  agreed  by  those  who 
have  taken  a  part  in  the  debate,  that  the  preten- 
sions of  the  British  Government  are  inadmissible 
as  to  the  three  conditions  mentioned  in  the  letter 
of  January  23d,  1809,  from  Mr.  Canning  t«  Mr. 
Er&kine,  and  proposed  as  the  basis  of  the  arrange- 
ment of  the  19lh  of  April  last.    As  to  the  first, 
the  President  could  not  pledge  himself  that  the 
restrictions  should  be  continued  against  France, 
because  this  must  depend  upon  a  legislative  act. 
As  to  the  second,  respecting  the  colonial  trade,  in 
the  latitude  contemplated  by  Mr.  Canning,  more 
especially,  no  one  hesitates  to  reject  it.    The 
third    condition,  which  goes   to  authorize   the 
Eoglish  Government  to  enforce  our  laws,  and 
thereby  encroach  upon  the  sovereignty  of  our 
country— this  surely  cannot,  for  a  moment,  even 
admit  consideration.    No  member  indeed  on  this 
floor  has  given  it  so  much  countenance  as  the 
Secretary  of  State — no  one  has  allowed  that  our 
citizens  would  come  to  our  Government  with  an 
ill  grace  to  complain  of  an  injury  which  they 
received  from  the  Bnglish  Government,  in  con- 
sequence of  having  vindicated  the  laws  of  their 
ow^n  countrv. 

But  we  nave  no  reason  to  complain  of  the 
Koglish  Government  for  proposing  those  condi- 
tions. In  the  first  place,  it  is  competent  as  a 
general  rule  and  upon  general  principles  to  one 
nation,  while  treating  with  another,  to  make  any 
propositions,  provided  they  are  not  insulting  in 
themselves,  and  provided  they  are  proposed  in 
in  a.  manner  comporting  with  diplomatic  etiquette, 
[n  the  second  place,  under  the  peculiar  circum- 
stances of  this  case,  surely  we  have  no  cause  of 
complaint  a|;ainst  Great  Britain  for  proposing 
bose  conditions.  Two  of  them,  the  first  and 
;econd,  originated  with  the  members  of  our  Cabi- 
let,  and  the  third  was  consented  to  by  our  Min- 
ster at  the  Court  of  St.  James;  and  to  say  the 
east,  not  very  severely  frowned  upon  by  our 
Secretary.  In  the  16th  and  17th  pages  of  the 
irioted  documents,  we  see  what  Mr.  Madison 
od  Mr.  Smith  said  to  Mr.  Erskine  as  to  the  first 
oadition.  I  will  read  a  paragraph  or  two  from  Mr. 
Srsluae's  letter  to  Mr.  Smith,  dated  the  14th  of 


last  August.    "After  some  other  observations, 

*  Mr.  Madison  is  stated  by  me  at  that  time  to 
^  have  added,  that  as  the  world  must  be  convinced 
^  that  America  had  in  vain  taken  all  the  means 
'  in  her  power  to  obtain  from  Great  Britain  and 
'  France  a  just  attention  to  her  rights  as  a  neu- 

*  tral  Power,  by  representations  and  remonstran- 
^  ces,  that  she  would  be  fully  justified  in  having 
^  recourse  to  hostilities  with  either  belligerent, 
^  and  that  she  only  hesitated  to  do  so  from  the  diffi- 
^  culty  of  contending  with  both ;  but  that  she- 

*  must  be  driven  even  to  endeavor  to  maintain' 
'  her  rights  against  the  two  greatest  Powers  of 
'  the  world,  unless  either  of  them  should  relar 

*  their  restrictions  upon  neutral  commerce,  in 
^  which  case  the  United  States  would  at  once 
^  side  with  that  Power  against  the  other  which 
'  might  continue  its  restrictions,"  d^c.  In  the 
17th  page  Mr.  Erskine  adds :  "  I  understood  very 

*  distinctly  that  the  observation!!  of  the  Secretary 
^  of  State,  Mr.  Madison,  were  intended  to  convey 

*  an  opinion,  as  to  what  ousht  and  would  be  the 
'  course  pursued  by  the  United  States,  in  the 
^  event  of  his  Majesty's  Orders  in  Council  being 
'  withdrawn."  Mr.  £2rskine  proceeds:  "In  these 
'  sentiments  and  opinions  you  concurred,  as  I  col- 
^  lected  from  the  tenor  of  several  conversations 
'  which  I  held  with  you  at  that  period."  In  the 
same  letter  from  Mr.  Jackson  to  Mr.  Smith,  we 
perceive  what  Mr.  Gallatin  said  to  the  former  as 
to  the  second  condition,  page  18,  of  the  printed 
documents.    ^  He,  Mr.  Gallatin,  adverted  also  to 

the  prohibiting  of  an  adjustment  of  another  im- 
portant point  in  dispute  between  the  two  coun- 
tries, as  he  said  he  knew  it  was  intended  by  the 
United  States  to  abandon  the  attempt  to  carry 
on  a  trade  with  tbe  colonies  of  belligerents,  in 
time  of  war,  which  was  not  allowed  in  time  of 
peace,  and  to  trust  to  the  being  permitted  by  the 
French,  in  peace,  to  carry  on  such  trade,  so  as  to 
entitle  them  to  the  continuance  of  it  in  time 
of  war." 

In  page  19,  of  the  documents,  and  in  the  same 
letter,  Mr.  Erskine  speaks  as  follows  of  the  third 
condition :  *'As  to  the  third  condition  referred  to 
by  you,  specified  in  Mr.  Canning's  instructions, 
I  have  only  to  remark  that  I  never  held  any 
conversation  with  the  members  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States  relative  to  it,  until 
my  late  negotiation,  or  had  ever  mentioned  the 
subject  to  His  Majesty's  Government;  it  having 
for  the  first  time  been  presented  to  my  consider* 
ation  in  Mr.  Canning's  despatch  to  me  of  the  23d 
of  January,  in  which  that  idea  is  suggested,  and 
stated  to  have  been  assented  to  by  Mr.  Pinkney." 
In  page  20th,  of  the  documents,  and  in  the  same 
letter,  Mr.  Erskine  goes  on  to  state  what  Mr. 
Smitbj  the  Secretary  of  State,  said  as  to  this  third 
condition:   *'The  third  condition  you  certainly 

*  very  distinctly  informed  me  could  not  be  recog- 
'  ni^ed  by  the  President,  but  you  added,  what  had 
'  great  weight  in  my  mind,  that  you  did  not  see 
^  why  any  great  importance  should  be  attached 
'  to  such  a  recognition ;  because  it  would  be  im- 

*  possible  that  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  could 
^  prefer  a  complaint  to  his  Government  on  ac- 
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*  count  of  the  capture  of  his  vessel  while  engaged 
'  in  a  trade  absolutely  iDterdicted  by  the  laws  of 
'  his  country."  This  is  the  account  given  of  the 
origin  of  the  three  conditions  by  Mr.  Erskine. 
We  will  now  see  what  Mr.  Canning  says  as  to 
bis  inducement  to  propose  them. 

In  the  Message  of  the  President  of  December 
12th,  page  7.  we  find  that  Mr.  Cannine^,  in  his 
despatch  to  Mr.  Erskine  of  January  23d,  1809, 
says :  "As  the  first  and  second  of  those  conditions 

*  are  the  suggestions  of  the  persons  in  authority 

*  in  America  to  you,  and  as  Mr.  Pinkney  has  re- 
'  cently  (hut  for  the  first  time)  expre^sed  to  me 

*  bis  opinion  that  there  will  be  no  indisposition 
'^  on  the  part  of  his  Government,  to  the  enforce- 

*  ment   by  the  naval  power  of  Great  Britain  of 

*  the  regulations  of  America  with  respect  to 
'  France  and  the  countries  to  which  these  regu- 

*  lations  continue  to  apply,  but  that  his  Govern- 
'  ment  was  itself-  aware  that  without  such  en- 
'  forcement  those  regulations  must  be  altogether 
'  nugatory;  I  flatter  myself  that  there  will  be  no 
'  difficulty  in  obtaining  a  distinct  and  official  re- 

*  cognition  of  those  conditions  of  the  American 
'  Government." 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  exceptionable  and  inad- 
missible as  these  conditions  are,  yet  such  were 
the  circumstances  under  which  they  were  pro- 
posed, as  to  take  away  all  complaint  on  account 
of  the  proposition. 

But  whether  or  not  Great  Britain  is  justified 
in  offering  these  conditions  to  our  Administra- 
tion as  the  basis  of  an  arrangement,  has  no  im- 
mediate bearing  on  the  question  really  under 
discussion. 

It  has  been  said  by  gentlemen  adverse  to  the 
resolution,  as  well  as  by  those  friendly  to  it,  that 
Mr.  Jackson  was  not  over  courtly  in  his  corres- 
pondence with  our  Secretary — possibly  he  was 
80  much  on  his  guard  lest  he  should  as  far  over- 
act in  pliability  as  bis  predecessor  did,  that  be  was 
carried  a  little  into  the  other  extreme.  He  might 
brace  so  strong  against  being  too  accommodating, 
as  to  lean  too  far  the  other  way.  I  think  myself, 
sir,  he  took  rather  too  high  a  tone  as  to  the  pro- 
position of  Mr.  Smith  to  pass  from  oral  to  writ- 
ten correspondence — of  this,  in  my  opinion,  he 
made  too  much. 

And,  sir,  for  one,  I  am  ready  to  allow  that  in 
offering  satisfaction  to  this  country  for  the  attack 
on  the  Chesapeake,  in  what  he  calls  ^'a  paper  of 
memoranda,"  which  is  to  be  found  in  the  63d 
page  of  the  printed  documents,  Mr.  Jackson 
might  as  well  have  been  silent  as  to  the  procla- 
mation of  Jul)r  the  2d,  1807,  since  this  proclama- 
tion, in  fact,  did  not  exist  at  that  time.  It  would 
have  been  more  conciliatory  in  his  Government 
to  have  given  up  the  etiquette  of  having  recorded 
in  the  official  document  offering  satisfaction  for 
the  attack  upon  the  Chesapeake,  the  abrogation 
of  this  proclamation.  I  think,  sir,  also,  that  the 
two  reserves  founded  on  the  doctrine  of  allegi- 
ance in  England,  in  this  "  paper  of  memoranda," 
might  as  well  have  been  omitted. 

1  will  read,  sir,  this  paper;  it  was  enclosed  in 
Mr.  Jackson's  letter  of  the  27th  of  October  last 


0  Mr.  Smith.  '*  The  President's  proclamation 
of  July,  1807,  prohibiting  to  British  ships  of  war 
the  enirance  into  the  harbors  of  the  United 
States,  having  been  annulled,  His  Majesty  is 
willing  to  restore  the  seamen  taken  out  of  the 
Chesapeake,  on  reserving  to  himself  a  right  to 
claim  in  a  regular  way,  by  application  to  the 
American  Government,  the  di$^charge  of  sucb 
of  them  (if  any)  as  shall  be  proved  to  be  either 
natural  born  svubjects  of  His  Majesty  or  desert- 
ers from  His  Maj-^sty's  service."  *•  H'u  Majesty 
is  willing  to  make  a  provision  for  the  families 
of  such  men  as  were  slain  on  board  the  Che:»a- 
peake  in  consequence  of  the  unauthorized  at- 
tack upon  that  frigate,  provided  that  such  bounty 
shall  not  be  extended  to  the  family  of  any  man 
who  shall  have  been  either  a  natural  born  sub- 

•  ject  of  His  Majesty  or  a  deserter  from  His  Ma- 

*  jesty's  service." 

On  the  point  of  these  two  reserves,  as  they 
have  been  called,  there  is  unquestionably  very 
great  difficulty — there  are  clashing  principles  and 
a  conflictine  practice.'  The  doctrine  in  Great 
Britain  is,  that  a  person  there  born  owes  an  alle- 
giance to  the  King,  of  which  he  cannot  divest 
himself,  that  he  cannot  throw  off.  It  is  there 
held  that  he  cannot  expatriate  himself.  And  at 
the  same  lime  by  act  of  Parliament  a  foreigner 
may  be  naturalized,  and  thereby  all  the  privileges 
and  immunities  of  a  subject  born  in  England  be 
extended  to  him.  And  by  our  laws  a  foreigner 
may  be  naturalized  and  partake  of  every  advant- 
age of  our  own  countrymen,  and  our  Government 
is  as  much  bound  to  protect  him,  on  the  ocean  as 
well  as  on  land,  as  it  is  a  native  citizen.  To  re- 
concile these  principles  and  laws  has  perplexed 
the  greatest  statesmen  and  civilians.  It  is  not  to 
be  disguised  that  there  is  here  and  always 
has  been  a  difficulty  not  easily  to  be  adjusted. 
Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  other  things  being  equal, 
had  the  British  Government  had  nothing  to 
induce^  or  justify,  or  apologize  for,  the  introduc- 
tion ot  these  things  intq  this  ^  paper  of  memo- 
randa," they  had  better  been  omitted. 

But  for  the  insertion  of  these  points  of  contro- 
versy into  his  proposals  of  reparation  for  the 
attack  on  the  Chesapeake,  i)erhaps  Mr.  Jacksoa 
and  his  Majesty,  the  Kin^  of  England,  supposed 
they  fouud  their  apology  in  the  manner  that  our 
Administration  managed  the  arrangement  of  the 
19th  of  April  last  with  Mr.  Erskine.  Why.  sir, 
was  it  necessary  for  the  President  to  direct  Mr. 
Smith  to  inform  Mr.  Erskine,  that  the  non-inter- 
course law  was  not  passed  for  the  sake  of  placing 
his  Government,  in  its  relations  with  ours,  on  an 
equal  footing  with  the  other  belligerent  Powers; 
or  to  tell  His  Majesty,  the  Kinf  of  Eog^land, 
through  his  Minister,  that  it  would  have  better 
comported  with  his  honor  to  have  punished 
the  offeudiijg  officer.  Admiral  Berkeley,  more 
severely?  This  was  on  the  same  subject-mat- 
ter. These  exceptionable  points  were  in  the 
one  case  and  in  the  other  introduced  while  at- 
tempting to  settle  the  affair  of  the  Chesapeake. 
Whether  the  conduct  of  our  Administration  in 
this  business  forms  a  justification  fur  that  of  Mr. 
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JacksoD  aod  his  Gorernmeot,  I  do  not  preteDd  to 
determine.    But  I  confess  I  do  not  understand 
wb?  our  Administration  should  be  unwilling  to 
have  it  understood  by  the  English  Government 
that  Congress  by  their  proceeaings  had  evinced 
an  intentioQ  to  place  the  relations  of  Great  Bri- 
tain with  the  United  States  upon  an  equal  foot- 
ing with  the  other  belligerent  Powers,  or  why  it 
was  necessary  to  inform  His  Britannic  Majes- 
ty what  would  best  comport  with   what   was 
due  to  bis  Own   honor.    However,   I  presume 
there  were  reasons  with  which   I  am  not  ac- 
quainted for  all  this.     I  will,  sir,  read  the  para- 
graphs to  which  I  have  alluded,  from  the  docu- 
ments accompanying  the  President's  Message  of 
23d  of  May  last.    In  page  second  of  those  docu- 
nents,  in  Mr.  Erskine'b  letter  to  Mr.  Smith,  under 
late  of  April  17th,  1809,  Mr.  Erskinesays:   "It 
havingbeen  represented  to  His  Majesty 'sGovern- 
ernment,  that  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
in  their  proceedings  at  the  opening  of  the  last 
session  had  evinced  an  intention  of  passing  cer- 
tain laws,  which  would  place  the  relations  of 
Great  Britain  with  the  United  States  upon  an 
equal  fooling  in  all  respects  with  the  other  bel- 
ligerent Powers;  I  have  accordingly  received 
His  Majesty's  commands,  in  the  event  of  such 
laws  taking  place,  to  offer,  on  the  part  of  His 
Majesty,  an  honorable  rej)aration  for  an  aggres- 
sion committed  by  a  British  naval  officer  in  the 
attack  on  the  United  States'  frigate  Chesapeake." 
In   the  4ih  page  of  said  documents,  in  Mr. 
Imith's  letter  to  Mr.  Erskine,  dated  April  the  17th, 
809,  Mr.  Smith  having  expressed  the  pleasure 
nth  which  the  President  receives  the  assurances 
lat  His  Britannic  Majesty  is  animated  with  the 
ime  disposition  with  himself,  for  an  adjustment 
fthe  differences  between  the  two  nations,  and 
lat  His  Majesty  is  ready  to  make  atonement  for 
)e  aggression  on  the  Chesapeake — proceeds  as 
|lIows:  ^<As  it  appears  a%the  same  time  that 
in   making  this  offer  His  Britannic   Majesty 
derives  a  motive  from  the  e()uality  now  existing 
in  the  relations  of  the  United  States  with  the 
two  belligerent  Powers,  the  President  owes  it  to 
the  occasion  and  to  himself  to  let  it  be  onder- 
itood  that  this  equality  is  a  result  incident  to  a 
;tate  of  things  growing  out  of  distinct  consider- 
Kions.     With  this  explanation,  as  requisite  as  it 
s  frank,  I  am  authorized  to  inform  you,  that 
he  President  accepts  the  note  delivered  by  you 
n  the  name  and  by  the  order  of  His  Britannic 
Vlajesty,  and  will  consider  the  same  with  the 
.^Dgagement  contained  therein  when  fulfilled  as 
L  satisfaction  for  the  insult  and  injury  of  which 
le  has  complained.    But  I  have  it  in  express 
^harge  from  the  President  to  state  that  while  he 
brbears  to  Insist  on  a  further  punishment  of  the 
>ffendin^  officer,  he  is  not  tne  less  sensible  of 
he  justice  and  utilitv  of  such  an  example,  nor 
s  he  less  persuaded  that  it  would  best  comport 
irith  what  is  due  from  His  Britannic  Majesty 
o  his  own  honor." 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  since  the  President  had 
ade  up  bis  mind  to  accept  of  the  offered  repara- 
>D,  it  really  appears  to  me  that  it  would  have 


been  more  conciliatory  at  least  to  have  suppressed 
these  irritating  suggestions. 

It  seems  that  the  last  of  itself,  had  there  been 
no  other  objection,  would  have  been  sufficient  to 
have  prevented  the  King  of  England  from  avow- 
ing and  ratifying  the  arrangement. 

I  will  read,  sir,  what  is  said  by  Mr.  Jackson  on 
this  point  in  his  letter  to  Mr.  Smith,  under  date 
of  October  the  11th,  in  page  36ih  of  the  printed 
documents.  Speaking  of  the  terms  of  the  satis- 
faction for  the  attack  on  the  Chesapeake,  tendered 
and  accepted  in  the  arrangement  of  the  I9th  of 
April  last,  and  not  carried  into  effect,  Mr.  Jack- 
son proceeds  as  follows:  "I  believed  that  I  bad 
'  observed  to  you  in  the  words  of  my  instructions 
'  that  if  His  Majesty  were  capable  of  being  actu- 
'  ated  by  any  desire  to  retract  an  offer  of  repara- 
^  tion  which  he  had  opce  made,  His  Majesty 
^  might  be  well  warranted  in  doing  so,  both  by 
'  the  form  in  which  his  accredited  Minister  had 
^  tendered  that  reparation  and  by  the  manner  in 

*  which  the  tender  had  been  received.  I  believe 
'  that  I  elucidated  this  observation  by  a  reference 
'  to  the  particular  expressions,  which  made  the 
^  terms  of  satisfaction  appear  to  be  unacceptable 
^  even  to  the  American  Government  at  the  very 
'  moment  when  they  were  accepted,  and  which, 
'  at  all  events,  put  it  totally  out  of  His  Majesty's 

*  power  to  ratify  and  confirm  any  act  in  which 
<  such  expressions  were  contained." 

I  agree  likewise  that  from  the  correspondence 
so  far  as  it  proceeded,  there  was  not  very  strong 
evidence  to  my  minu  exhibited  of  concluding  a 
treaty,  or  a  very  strong  disposition  discovered  on 
the  part  of  either  agent  to  do  it. 

It  has  futhermore  been  agreed  by  those  who 
are  against  as  well  as  those  in  favor  of  the  reso- 
lution, that  a  foreign  Minister  ought  not  to  appeal 
from  the  Administration  to  the  people.  In  the 
case  now  under  consideration  I  have  not  be^n 
able  to  discover  that  such  appeal  had  been  made. 
In  the  course  of  this  debate,  sir,  the  subject  of 
diplomatic  authority  has  been  fully  and  ably  in- 
vestigated. 

Two  points  have  been  illustrated,  and  to  my 
mind  perfectly  established  on  this  head.  First, 
that  our  Administration  ought  to  have  known 
and  been  furnished  with  the  competent  evidence 
that  Mr.  Erskine  had  authority  to  form  the  ar-r 
rangement  of  the  19ih  of  April,  or  forborne  to 
complete  that  arrangement.  This  has  been  shown 
beyond  all  refutation  by  the  honorable  gentleman 
from  Connecticut,  who  introduced  this  debate  on 
the  part  of  the  opposition.  He  has  adduced  pub- 
lic law,  and  the  practice  of  this  nation  from  the 
time  it  established  its  independence,  to  this  point, 
and  has  settled  it  conclusivelv  to  my  mind. 

In  the  second  place,  it  has  been  illustrated  that 
Mr.  Jackson,  to  justify  his  Government  and  repel 
the  charge  of  bad  faith,  had  only  to  show  that 
the  arrangement  was  contrary  to  and  in  violation 
of  his  instructions.  This  point  may  have  a  bear- 
ing upon  the  real  question  before  the  House,  as 
it  shows  that  it  was  not  at  all  incumbent  upoa 
Mr.  Jackson  to  make  it  appear  that  our  Admin- 
istration knew  that  Mr.    Erskine  was  acting 
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against  his  instractions.    If  he  attempted  to  do 
this  it  was  a  woric  of  supererogation. 

I  have,  Mr.  Speaker,  followed  the  example  of 
other  gentlemen,  and  remarked  on  topics  not  in- 
timately connected  with  the  direct  point  before 
the  House  as  the  basis  of  the  resolution. 

The  question,  sir,  after  all,  is  what  I  have  stated : 
Did  Mr.  Jackson,  directly  or  indirectly,  charge 
our  Administration  with  making  the  arrange- 
ment of  the  19th  of  April,  with  a  knowledge  at 
the  time  that  he  was  acting  contrary  to  and  in 
violation  of  his  instructions,  and  repeat  the  charge 
after  it  had  been  peremptorily  disclaimed? 

Has  it  been  shown  that  such  charge  was  made  ? 
Mr.  Jackson  pleads  not  guilty — he  virtually  de- 
nies that  he  intended  to  make  such  charge,  and 
explains  the  facts,  dbc.,  as  appears  by  his  second 
note  to  Mr.  Smith,  delivered  by  Mr.  Oakley.  To 
this  note  I  have  already  called  the  attention  of 
the  House.  Mr*  Jackson  "could  not  imagine  that 
offence  would  be  taken  at  what  he  said,  as  most 
certainly  none  was  intended  on  his  part." 

It  certainly  is  incumbent  upon  those  who  sup- 
port the  resolution  to  make  out  their  case — the 
Durden  of  proof  is  upon  them;  they  will  not  con- 
demn till  they  have  proved  an  offence — they  will 
not  pass  the  resolution  till  they  establish  its  truth. 

The  very  terms  in  which  the  charge  is  couched, 
as  well  in  the  letter  of  Mr.  Smith  as  in  the  reso- 
lution, create  an  idea  in  my  mind  of  something 
like  a  doubt  in  the  minds  of  those  who  have 
used  those  terms,  whether  in  fact  any  such  charge 
was  made — ''the  repetition  of  a  language  imply- 
ing a  knowledge" — '^expressions  conveying  the 
idea  that  the  Executive  Government,"  &c. — 
''  The  repetition  of  the  same  intimation."  There 
is  really  something  strange  and  odd  to  me  in  the 
manner  of  making  this  charge  against  Mr.  Jack- 
son. It  is  surely  out  of  the  common  course  of 
expression.  It  is  like  the  shade  of  the  shadow  of 
a  resemblance. 

In  the  next  place,  I  perceive  that  some  of  the 
supporters  of  the  resolution  have  found  the  of- 
fence— the  exceptionable  insinuation — in  one 
page  of  the  correspondence,  and  some  in  another 
—some  in  one  paragraph,  and  some  in  another — 
some  in  one  sentence,  and  some  in  another.  In- 
deed, the  mover  of  the  resolution  has  not  ven- 
tured to  point  out  the  particular  language  con- 
taining the  offensive  insinuation.  He  says — "  the 
expression  contained  in  the  oflBcial  letter,"  &c. — 
^  dated  the  23d  of  October,  1809,"  &c.— "  Con- 
veying the  idea,"  d^c. — ^' That  the  repetition  of 
the  same  intimation  in  this  official  letter,  dated 
the  4th  of  November,  1809,"  &c. 

Sir,  there  is  but  one  way  to  account  for  such 
a  diversity  of  opinion,  even  among  the  friends  of 
the  resolution,  as  to  the  place  where  we  are  to 
look  for  this  offence.  If  it  be  so  doubtful  whence 
it  is  to  be  found,  mav  it  not  be  doubtful  where 
it  be  to  be  found  at  all?  There  really  seemst  to 
be  great  perplexity  among  the  advocates  on  this 
subiect.  If  expressions  had  been  used  by  Mr. 
JacKson  towards  our  Administration  of  a  nature 
to  authorize  the  putting  an  end  to  the  correspond- 
ence, and  dismissing  him  as  a  public  MinisteJTj 


and  to  justify  the  resolution  on  your  table,  one 
would  imagine  there  would  be  no  difficulty  ia 
designating  and  agreeing  upon  the  very  expres- 
sions. 

Again,  the  gentlemen  who  have  spoken  in 
favor  of  the  resolution,  have  wholly  failed  to  es- 
tablish to  my  comprehension  the  truth  of  the 
charge  against  Mr.  Jackson.  On  the  other  hand, 
the  gentlemen  in  opposition  .to  it  have,  as  a  work 
to  be  sure  of  supererogation,  shown  clearly  that 
the  insinuation,  that  our  Government  knew,  at 
the  time,  that  Mr.  Erskine  was  acting  contrary 
to  his  instructions,  is  not  contained  in  any  sen- 
tence or  paragraph  of  Mr.  Jackson  in  the  whole 
correspondence,  that  bears  on  or  alludes  to  the 
subject.  They  hare,  contrary  to  the  general  rule 
indeed,  proved  a  negative.  They  hare  satisfied 
every  expression,  and  at  the  same  time  excluded 
the  insinuation. 

If  we  take  into  consideration  and  carry  in  oar 
mindsj  while  investigating  this  correspondence, 
what  It  was  necessary  for  Mr.  Jackson  to  do.  in 
order  to  justify  his  Government  and  repel  the 
charge  of  bad  faith,  it  will  aid  us  the  better  to 
understand  him.  He  surely  knew  his  duty — 
among  all  the  severe  things  that  have  been  said 
of  him  in  the  course  of  this  debate,  no  one  has 
alleged  that  he  was  deficient  in  talents  or  infor- 
mation. It  has  been  said  that  he  has  long  beea 
a  distinguished  member  of  the  English  diplomatic 
corps.  He  certainly  must  have  known  his  duty. 
He  could  not  suppose  that  it  was  incumbent  on 
him  to  do  more  than  to  show  that  Mr.  Erskioe, 
in  making  the  arrangement,  wholly  departed 
from  and  acted  against  his  instructions,  in  order 
to  fully  authorize  his  Government  to  disavow  it. 
He,  therefore,  had  no  inducement  to  charge  our 
Administration  with  the  knowledge  that  Mr. 
Erskine  was  violating  his  instructions. 

We  perceive  the  object  of  Mr.  Jackson  to  be 
as  I  have  stated  in  tlie  first  paragraph  in  the  cor- 
respondence, which  some  gentlemen  have  pointed 
out  as  containing  the  offensive  insinuation.  This 
is  to  be  found  in  pa^e  31  of  the  printed  documents. 
Speaking  of  the  disavow.il  or  the  arrang^ement, 
Mr.  JacKson  remarks:  '*I  observe,  that  in  the 
'  records  of  this  mission,  there  is  no  trace  of  a 
'  complaint  on  the  part  of  the  United  States  of 
'  His  Majesty  having  disavowed  the  act  of  bis 

*  Minister.  You  have  not,  in  the  conferences  we 
^  have  hitherto  held,  distinctly  announced  any 

*  such  complaint,  and  I  have  seen  with  pleasure 
^  in  this  forbearance,  on  your  part,  an  instance  of 
'  that  candor,  which  I  doubt  not  will  prevail  in 
'  all  our  communications,  inasmuch  as  yoa  could 
^  not  but  have  thought  it  unreasonable  to  com- 

*  plain  of  the  disavowal  of  an  act,  done  under 

*  such  circumstances,  as  could  only  lead  to  the 
'  consequences  that  have  actually  followed." 

Now,  sir,  it  is  utterly  impossible,  that  Mr. 
Jackson  could  have  any  allusion,  in  this  para- 
graph, to  the  time  of  making  the  arrangement. 
He  was  speaking  of  the  complaint  on  account  of 
the  disavowal  of  that  arrangement.  At  the  time 
of  making  the  arranc^ement,  surely  there  ^was  no 
disavowal  to  complain  of.    Mr.  Smith  says  Mr. 
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Jackson  must  have  thought  it  unreasonable  to 
complain  of  the  disavowal  of  an  act,  &c. — when? 
Wby  at  the  time  of  the  conferences — at  a  time 
when  he  knew  that  the  arrangement  was  disa- 
Towed.  Until  (hat  lime,  there  was  nothing  for 
the  pretence  of  complaint,  and  at  a  time  when 
he  knew  ii  was  made  contrary  to  the  instructions 
of  Mr.  Erskine. 

Bat,  in  one  of  the  next  sentences  of  Mr.  Jack- 
son, he  excludes  the  idea  of  all  charge  of  a 
knowledge  in  our  Administration  that  Mr.  Ers- 
kine was  acting  in  violation  of  his  instructions. 
He  proceeds  to  remark  that  Mr.  Erskine  did  not 
show  the  whole  of  his  instructions,  that  he  did 
not  communicate  his  original  instructions  in  ex- 
tenso.  If  so,  it  was  impossible  for  Mr.  Smith  to 
know,  whether  or  not  Mr.  Erskine  was  making 
the  arrangement  in  conformity  to  his  instruc- 
tions. ^'  It  was  not  known,  when  I  left  England, 
*  whether  Mr.  Erskine  had,  according  to  the  liberty 
'allowed  him,  communicated  to  you,  in  exlenso^ 
'  his  oriofinal  instructions.  It  now  appears  he 
'  did  not,"  &c. 

Again,  in  page  32d  of  the  documents,  Mr. 
Jackson  observes  to  Mr.  Smith,  that  the  latter  had 
ioformed  him,  that  he,  Mr.  Smith,  understood  that 
Mr.  Erskine  had  two  sets  of  instructions.  How, 
sir,  could  Mr.  Jackson,  with  any  consistency, 
make  this  observation  to  Mr.  Smith,  while  at  the 
same  time  he  was  charging  him  with  knowing 
that  Mr.  Erskine  was  acting  contrary  to  his  in- 
structions. ''You  have  informed  me  that  vou 
'  understood  that  Mr.  Erskine  had  two  sets  ot  in- 
'structioos  by  which  to  regulate  his  conduct; 
'and  that  upon  one  of  them,  which  had  not  been 
communicated  either  to  you  or  to  the  public, 
'  was  to  be  rested  the  justification  of  terms  finally 
agreed  upon  between  you  and  him."  Mr.  Jack- 
wn  then  proceeds  solemnly  to  declare  to  Mr. 
Smith  that  the  despatch  from  Mr.  Erskine  of 
January  the  23d  is  the  only  one  by  which  the 
conditions  were  prescribed  to  Mr.  Erskine  for  the 
conclusion  of  an  arrangement  on  the  matter  to 
vhich  it  relates. 

Is  it  possible,  Mr.  Speaker,  to  suppose  that  Mr. 
^acksoQ  mrould  formally  and  gravely  and  solemnly 
fee  la  re  to  Mr.  Smith  the  very  fact,  that  he  was 
nsinuatiog  that  he  knew  long  before,  that  is  to 
ay,  at  the  time  of  the  arrangement  ?  The  sup 
•ositioD  is  inadmissible:  ''  It  is  my  duty,  sir,  sol- 
emnly to  declare  to  you  and  throush  you  to  the 
President,  that  the  despatch  from  Mr.  Canning 
to  Mr.  Krskioe,  which  you  have  made  the  basis 
of  an  official  correspondence  with  the  latter 
Minister,  and  which  was  read  by  the  former  to 
the  American  Minister  in  London,  is  the  only 
despatch  by  which  the  conditions  were  pre- 
scribed to  Mr.  Erskine  for  the  conclusion  of  an 
arrang^ement  with  this  country  on  the  matter  to 
which  it  relates." 

But,  sir,  I  will  not  take  up  further  time  in 
fading  documents  on  this  point.  It  will  be 
fen  that  in  the  paragraphs  In  the  57th  and  58ih 
3d  70th  and  71st  pa^es  (which,  with  those  upon 
hich  I  have  remarked,  I  believe  are  all  in. the 
hole  correspondence  that  have  the  least  bearing 


upon  the  real  question  before  the  House)  that  the 
sole  object  of  Mr.  Jackson  was  to  justify  his 
Government  and  repel  the  charge  of  bad  faith, 
by  establishing  the  fact  that  Mr  Erskine  hacf 
made  the  arrangement  contrary  to  and  in  viola- 
lation  of  his  instructions. 

However,  after  so  many  able  illustrations  of  the 
subject  as  have  been  presented  to  the  House,  after 
so  many  eloquent  and  powerful  gentlemen  have 
sought  in  vain  for  the  offensive  implication,  it 
surely  would  be  idle  and  vain  for  me  to  attempt 
to  search  it  out.  I  would  no  more  after  all  this 
detain  the  House  for  me  to  try  to  hunt  up  the 
language  implying  an  insinuation  and  the  lan- 
guage conveying  an  idea,  A^c,  in  which  the  ^Mq- 
sult"  is  to  be  found,  than  I  would  search  for  the 
Philosopher's  Stone,  attempt  to  ascertain  Per- 
petual Motion,  or  find  the  Longitude. 

But,  Mr.  Speaker,  supposing,  though  not  allow- 
ing, that  Mr.  Jackson  did  insinuate  or  suggest,  as 
stated  in  the  resolution,  that  our  Executive  Gov- 
ernment had  a  knowledge,  at  the  time,  that  the 
arrangement  was  entered  into  without  compe- 
tent powers  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Erskine — waiving 
all  question  as  to  the  constitutionality — is  it  ex- 
pedient for  the  legislative  branches  of  the  Gov- 
ernment to  interfere  in  the  case?  Without  de- 
nying or  attempting  to  settle  the  right,  is  it  ex- 
pedient? 

The  case  is  different  from  that  of  the  last  ses- 
sion. The  resolution  of  the  gentleman  from 
Virginia  (Mr.  Ranoolph)  in  that  case,  went  only 
to  approve  the  conduct  of  the  President.  To 
sanction  ^'the  promptitude  and  frankness  with 
'  which  he  met  the  overtures  of  Great  Britain 
^  towards  a  restoration  of  harmony,  and  a  free 

*  commercial  intercourse  between  tne  two  na- 

*  tions." 

This  resolution  not  only  approves  the  conduct 
of  the  President,  but  condemns  and  censures,  in 
the  harshest  terms,  the  conduct  of  a  public  Min- 
ister, and,  provisionally,  that  of  his  Government. 
It  does  not  follow,  because  it  would  have  been 
proper  and  expedient  to  pass  that  resolution,  that 
It  would  be  to  pass  this.  Any  gentleman,  with 
perfect  consistency^,  who  advocated  that,  may 
oppose  this.  Again:  By  the  Constitution,  the 
President  is  to  ^'receive  Ambassadors  and  other 
public  Ministers."  It  is  the  peculiar  province  of 
the  Executive  to  receive,  negotiate  with,  and  dis 
miss,  if  they  conduct  improperly,  public  Minis- 
ters. What  have  we  to  do  in  the  case?  The 
Minister,  Mr.  Jackson,  it  seems,  has  offended  our 
Administration;  the  Administration  has  punished 
him,  by  putting  an  end  to  the  negotiation  and 
dismissing  the  Minister.  I  ask,  again,  why  should 
we  interfere?  If  any  foreign  Ambassador,  enti- 
tled to  enjoy  the  privileges  of  a  public  Minister 
within  the  United  States,  conducts  in  a  manner 
inconsistent  with  his  character  as  a  public  Min- 
ister, the  President  has,  unquestionably,  a  right  to 
dismiss  him.  If  he  commits  an  act  contrary  to 
the  laws  and  usages  of  nations,  the  President  may 
send  such  offending  Minister  out  of  the  United 
States ;  and,  in  certain  cases,  may  send  him  home 
to  his  Government.    The  Pre|ident,  in  my  opin- 
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ion,  has  all  this  authority  by  the  Constitution, 
without  any  law  on  the  subject.  This  authority 
is  given  by  the  Constitution  by  necessary  impli- 
cation. The  principle  is,  that  wherever  the  Con- 
stitution or  a  law  makes  it  the  duty  of  a  person 
to  do  a  certain  thing,  it,  by  implication, gives  him 
all  the  authority  necessary  to  enable  him  to  do  the 
thing  with  propriety. 

In  the  present  case,  if  the  President  has  not 
gone  far  enough;  if  he  has  not  sufficiently  cen- 
sured Mr.  Jackson;  if  he  has  not  punished  biro 
in  due  proportion  to  his  offence,  by  breaking  off 
all  correspondence  with  him  and  dismissing  him. 
let  him  proceed  to  send  him  out  of  the  country; 
and,  indeed,  if  the  President  thinks  proper,  let 
him  send  the  Minister  home  to  his  Sovereign.  It 
is  a  subject  within  his  sole  province,  and  it  is  to 
be  managed  according  to  his  discretion  ;  and  to 
him  belongs  the  whole  responsibility.  On  the 
other  band,  if  Mr.  Jackson  has  already  been  suffi- 
ciently chastised  by  the  Administration,  why 
should  we  step  aside  from  our  appropriate  sphere, 
to  add  to  his  chastisement?  If  we  pass  the  reso- 
lution on  your  table,  we  punish  him  in  his  public 
and  in  his  private  character.  He,  in  the  course 
of  this  debate — with  how  much  propriety  I  will 
not  say — has  been  called  the  Copenhagen  Jack- 
son, a  lef^alized  spy,  dbc. 

But,  Mr.  Speaker,  if  we  are  to  interfere  at  all, 
why  do  we  do  it  before  we  know  whether  his 
Government  will  {justify  his  conduct  ?  This  is 
leaping,  indeed,  before  we  come  to  the  stile.  Is 
Congress,  as  the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina 
^Mr.  Stanforo)  observed,  in  debate,  the  other 
aay,  to  oppose  itself  to  Mr.  Jackson,  as  an  indi- 
vidual ?  For  Congress  to  marshal  itself  aeainst 
a  single  individual,  is  derogatory  to  the  dignity 
of  the  American  nation. 

However,  sir,  the  resolution  is  such  a  one  as  I 
cannot  approve  or  vote  for,  on  account  of  the 

frovisional  declaration  of  war  contained  in  it,  if 
had  no  other  objection  to  it.  It  is  calculated 
to  compel  Great  Britain,  whether  she  be  disposed 
to  or  not,  to  justify  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Jackson.  It  is 
not  to  be  denied,  that  Great  Britain  is  a  proud  na- 
tion— a  nation  that  has  high  and  lofty  notions  of 
honor.  And  there  is  an  etiquette  as  td  the  point 
of  honor  among  nations,  as  well  as  individuals. 
If  you  apply  to  an  individual,  whose  servant  has 
done  you  an  injury,  and  threaten  him  with  chas- 
tisement in  the  outset,  if  he  justifies  the  servant, 
he  will  not  condescend  to  consider  whether  the 
servant  has  done  right  or  wrong.  He,  perhaps, 
will  reply  to  you,  that  when  you  come  to  him  in 
a  manner  conformable  to  the  rules  of  decorum, 
he  will  take  the  case  into  consideration ;  until 
then  he  has  nothing  to  say  to  you.  This  is  a 
principle  founded  inliuinan  nature, and  it  applies 
to  nations  as  well  as  to  individuals. 

Now,  sir,  the  President  is  confident  that  Great 
Britain  will  condemn  the  conduct  of  her  Minis- 
ter. In  the  fifth  pase  of  the  Message  of  the  Pres- 
ident, of  the  29th  of  November  last,  we  find  him 
expressing  himself  on  this  topic,  as  follows: 

**  And  it  would  indicate  a  want  of  the  confidence 
due  to  a  Govexnineat,  which  so  well  understands,  and 


exacts,  what  becomes  foreign  Ministen  near  it,  not  to 
infer  that  the  misconduct  of  its  own  representative  wiQ 
be  viewed  in  the  same  light  in  whkh  it  has  been  re- 
garded here." 

Why  shall  we  refuse  to  give  Great  Britain  a 
fair  opportunity  to  fulfil  the  expectations  of  our 
Executive?  Why  do  we  threaten  "  to  call  ioio 
action  the  whole  force  of  the  nation,"  if  the  Bnt- 
ish  Government  shall  presume  "  to  stand"  by  Mr. 
Jackson  ?  Why.  indeed,  do  we  threaten  witk 
war  that  nation,  if  she  shall  dare  to  justify  her 
Minister;  fur  the  resolution  on  your  table  amounts 
to  that — I  cannot  understand  it  otherwise?  Indeed 
to  my  mind,  it  will  not  admit  of  any  other  con- 
struction. Do  we  really  mean  to  go  to  war  wick 
Great  Britain  about  these  insinuations,  after  ail 
the  encroachments  upon  our  neutral  rights — the 
injuries  and  the  outrases  on  the  real  causes  of 
war,  that  gentlemen  talk  so  loud  about?  Why 
sir,  the  people  will  not  very  well  understand  this. 
Our  yeomanry  will  not  very  well  like  to  supper. 
a  war  waged  upon  so  nice  and  punctilious  a  point 
of  honor.  The  farmers  will  not  wish  to  yield  op 
their  hard  earnings,  their  cattle,  their  grain,  tbe 
varied  produce  of  their  labors — the  fruit  of  tb€ 
sweat  of  their  brows,  to  support  a  foulish  aaj 
fantastic  war,  about  "expressions  implying  as 
insinuation"and  expressions,  "conveyinz  an  idea^" 
and  all  tbe  other  shadows  of  shades  of  diplomaiie 
etiquette. 

Again:  It  is  within  the  province  of  Congrea 
to  decide  when  this  nation  shall,  in  fact,  go  ts 
war.  The  Constitution  says,  Congress  shall  have 
power  to  declare  war,  d^c.  Ought  we,  sir,  before 
we  come  to  tbe  question,  to  commit  ourselves? 
Sball  we  be  a  proper,  an  impartial  tribunal,  to 
decide  the  important,  tbe  awful  question,  whether 
we  shall  have  war  with  Great  Britain,  in  case 
she  should  justify  the  conduct  of  her  Ministet. 
Mr.  Jackson,  if  we  pass  the  resolution  ?  No,  sit 
we  shall  have  committed  ourselves — we  shall  hare 
pledged  ourselves  for  war,  at  all  events. 

But,  sir,  the  resolution  not  only  amounts  to  a 
conditional  declaration  of  war  against  Great  Brit- 
ain, but  it  is  at  war  with  the  President's  Message, 
at  the  opening  of  this  session  of  Congress,  aa^ 
with  the  Secretary's  letter  of  the  instructions  id 
Mr.  Pinkney,  of  the  23d  of  November  last.  The  i 
President,  sj)eaking  of  tbe  rupture  with  Mr.  Jaek- 
son,  in  the  fifth  page  of  the  Message,  says: 


"  The  British  Government  will  learn,  at  the 
time,  that  a  ready  attention  will  be  given  to  comraom- 
cations,  through  any  channel  which  may  be  nbtti- 
tuted." 

In  the  8Sth  pagfe  of  the  printed  document,  ve 
find  the  President's  Secretary  addressing  our  Min- 
ister at  London,  as  follows  : 

"  You  are  particularly  instructed,  at  the  same  ttDc» 
in  making  those  communications,  to  do  it  in  a  nansc 
that  will  leave  no  doubt  of  the  undiminished  desire  s£ 
the  United  States  to  unite  in  all  the  means  tbe  bs^ 
calculated  to  establish  the  relations  of  the  two  oono- 
tries  on  the  solid  foundation  of  justice,  of  friendsh^ 
and  of  mutual  interest." 

Shall  we,  air,  counteract  the  President,  by  o^ 


49 


HISTORY  OP  CONGRESS. 


1060 


NUARY,  1810. 


Omditet  of  the  BritUh  Mimtler, 


H.  OF  R. 


uctin^  the  cbsDnel  of  farther  neffotiation,  while 
is  endeavoring  to  keep  it  opea  ?  While  he  is 
?senting  the  olive  branch  of  peace,  shall  we,  by 
ssing  this  resolution,  fulminate  a  declaration  of 
tr?  Most  there  forever  be  some  stumbling- 
Mk  thrown  in  the  way  of  adjusting  oar  eonCro- 
rsies  with  Great  Britain  ?  1  hope  not. 
But,  were  there  no  other  difficulty  with  the 
iolution,  I  could  not  vote  for  it,  on  account  of 
e  very  awkward  situation  in  which  it  will  pljce 
s  President.  This  has  been  stated  and  illus- 
ited  by  a  gentleman  from  Connecticut,  (Mr. 
TKiN.)  The  two  Houses  might,  separately  or 
oily,  approbate  the  conduct  of  the  President  in 
I  form  of  separate  addresses,  or  a  joint  address, 
thout  reducing  him  to  the  very  ridiculous  di- 
nma,  of  putting  his  signature,  officially,  to  a 
solution  pledging  himself  to  stand  by  himself, 
,  by  omitting  to  do  it,  virtually  refusing  to  stand 
himself.  A  joint  address,  according  to  a  rule 
the  House,  might  be  presented  to  him  in  his 
dience  chamber,  by  the  President  of  the  Sen- 
?,  in  the  presence  of  the  Speaker  and  both 
ouses. 

I  have,  sir^  intruded  much  longer  on  the  pa- 
•Dce  of  the  House  than  I  intended.  The  mag- 
lude  of  the  subject,  and  the  deep  impression  it 
;9  made  on  my  mind,  form  ipy  only  apology. 
1  have  attempted  to  show  what  was  tbe  real 
lestion  before  the  House,  and  how  far  the  various 
pics,  discussed  in  the  course  of  this  debate,  were 
relevant.  % 

First.  As  the  supporters  of  the  resolution  have 
holly  failed  to  make  out  the  charge  against  Mr. 
ickson,  and,  as  I  believe  in  mv  conscience,  it  is 
Ise,  1  cannot  vote  for  the  resolution. 
Secondly.  Going  upon  the  ground,  for  argu- 
eot's  sake,  that  the  charge  alleged  against  Mr. 
ickson  in  the  resolution  was  true,  I  have  en* 
!a?ured  to  show  that  it  would  be  inexpedient  to 
MS  it. 

Id  the  third  place,  I  have  attempted  to  evince, 
lat  the  resolution  ought  not  to  be  adopted,  be- 
luse  it  amounts  to  a  conditional  declaration  of 
ar. 

I  have  stated  various  other  points  in  the  resolu^ 
on,  on  account  of  which  I  could  not  vote  for  it. 
Indeed,  sir,  it  is,  in  my  opinion,  so  bad  and  mis- 
iie?oas  in  all  its  bearings  and  consequences,  in 
te  matter  and  in  the  form,  that  I  feel  it  my  duty 
*  protest,  most  solemnly,  against  it. 
Mr.  Tallmadob. — If,  at  this  late  period  of  the 
ibate,  any  gentleman  can  rise  and  address  this 
louse,  believing  that  he  can  command  their  at- 
•Dtioo,  he  has  more  confidence  in  himself  than  I 
^ve.  If  I  can  throw  any  lieht  upon  the  subject, 
I  (be  remarks  which  I  shall  make,  so  that  gen* 
emeo  shall  be  induced  to  give  it  a  more  thorough 
ivestigation,  it  will  afford  me  peculiar  satisfac* 
on.  Although  I  cannot  promise  tbe  House  that 
shall  occupy  ground  entirely  new,  on  a  subject 
bieh  has  been  so  long  and  and  so  ably  discussed, 
et,  I  hope  I  shall  be  able  to  present  it  in  a  light 
2mewhat  new.  If  I  should  be  so  fortunate  as  to 
idQce  gentlemen  to  pause  and  to  reflect,  although 
li^y  may  not  consent  to  r^<  tbe  resolution 


now  on  the  table,  I  cannot  but  hope  that  a  major* 
ity  may  he  found  to  poBfpone* 

It  was  my  intention,  sir,  at  an  early  stase  of 
this  debate,  to  have  submitted  my  view  of  the 
correspondence  between  tbe  Secretary  of  Slate 
and  Mr.  Jackson,  if  I  could  have  obtained  the 
floor,  I  intended  to  have  examined  the  late  ar- 
rangement made  with  Mr.  Erskine,  and  the  nature 
and  extent  of  the  powers  under  which  he  acted, 
inasmuch  as  the  correspondence  in  question  grew 
principally  out  of  those  subjects.  I  feel  confident, 
from  a  careful  examination  of  the  whole  corre* 
spondence,  that  the  insult,  complained  of  by  Mr. 
Smith,  and  asserted  in  the  resolution,  cannot  be 
found  ;  or.  if  insinuations  have  been  made  which 
induced  his  dismission,  still  the  resolution  on  your 
table  cannot  be  justified. 

Thesuhjectof  ihelatecorrespondencehasbeenso 
thoroughly  discussed,  that  the  bare  recital  of  those 
letters  has  become  unpleasant  to  some,  and  abso-» 
lutely  disgusting  to  others.  My  principal  object 
in  making  any  remarks  at  this  time,  is  to  induce 
gentlemen  to  reflect  before  they  vote,  and  not  to 
sufier  themselves  to  be  misled  by  nassion  or  pre- 
judice, either  of  party  p<ilitics,  or  tmm  the  recol* 
lection  of  grievances  which  Great  Britain  may 
have  inflicted  ;  hut  to  examine  the  resolution  with 
cooloess,  and  then  determine  whether,  on  princi- 
ples of  rair  construction,  it  can  be  justified  by  ihe 
correspondence  on  which  it  is  professedly  founded. 
The  great  object  of  our  assembling  nere,  is  to 
communicate  our  sentiments  freely  to  each  other, 
for  our  country's  good,  and  if  we  are  faithful  to 
ourselves  and  to  our  constituents,  their  peace  and 
happiness  will  he  kept  continually  in  view. 

In  considering  the  question  now  pending  before 
the  House,  two  broad  propo-siiions,  or  inquiries, 
would  em  brace  all  the  remarks  I  had  purposed  to 
submit  for  the  consideration  of  this  asitembiy,  viz : 

Firbt.  Whether  the  declarations  contained  ia 
the  resolution  now  under  debate,  are  substantially 
founded  in  truth? 

And  secondly.  Is  it  expedient,  at  this  time,  to 
adopt  them  ? 

Before  the  motion  for  an  indefinite  postpone^ 
ment  was  made,  I  should  have  thought  it  propet 
to  have  examined  tbe  first  proposition  very  mi* 
nutely.  But,  on  a  motion  of  postponement,  it 
does  not  appear  to  me  to  be  strictly  within  the 
rule  of  orderly  debate,  to  discuss  the  main  quea* 
tion,  although,  by  your  indulgence,  Mr.  Speaker, 
and  the  permission  of  this  House.  I  know  it  has 
become  the  practice.  From  this  view  of  the  sub^ 
ject,  1  will  pass  over  all  that  part  of  my  argument 
which  relates  to  the  first  proposition ;  in  doing 
which,  I  persuade  my&elf,  I  shall  relieve  some 
gentlemen  from  attending  to  a  painful  investiga- 
tion. I  cannot,  however,  wholly  dismiss  this  part 
of  the  subject,  without  calling  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  one  important  fact,  which,  by  the  reso* 
iution,  is  made  the  climax  ofimuU,  It  is  therein 
asserted,  that  Mr.  Jackson  bad  published  and  cir- 
culated through  the  country  a  circular  letter  dated 
13th  of  November,  1609, calculated,  through  false 
and  fallacious  disguises,  to  excite  distrusts  amongst 
the  people,  and  reaentments  against  their  Qovera- 
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merit,  dishonrable  to  their  character,  and  rainous 
to  their  ioterests.  1  solemnly  ask  this  House  to 
inquire,  on  what  this  bold  assertion  rests.  Admit* 
tinef  the  fact,  that  Mr.  Jackson  wrote  the  letter 
thus  alluded  to,  to  the  Consuls  of  His  Britannic 
Majesty,  where  is  the  proof  that  it  obtained  pub- 
licity by  his  direction  ?  Is  it  not  incumbent  on 
the  advocates  of  the  resolution  to  prove  the  fact, 
before  they  venture* thus  solemnlv  to  assert  it? 
Sir,  I  have  no  hesitation  in  declaring  that,  on 
this  point,  we  are  without  the  least  evidence  to 
support  the  declaration,  and,  of  course,  that  it 
would  be  assuming  and  undignified  in  this  House, 
to  suffer  that  part  of  the  resolution  to  remain  upon 
their  files. 

I  now  proceed  to  the  second  point  of  inquiry*, 
▼iz :  is  it  expedient  to  adopt  the  resolution  at  this 
time,  and  in  its  present  form  ? 

As  the  question  is  presented  to  my  mind,  I  shall 
consider  and  discuss  it  in  a  three-fold  aspect. 

First.  As  it  respects  the  President  of  the  United 
States. 

Secondly.  As  it  respects  the  people  of  the  Uni- 
ted Slates. 

And  thirdly.  As  calculated  to  bear  upon  Great 
Britain. 

Although  I  should  occupy  some  time  in  exam- 
ining these  three  positions,  I  hope  the  House  will 
do  me  the  justice  to  acknowledge  that  I  do  not 
frequently  claim  their  attention  in  this  way. 

I  proceed,  then,  to  consider  the  resolution  in 
relation  to  the  President  of  the  United  States.  It 
will  be  necessary,  while  attending  to  this  part  of 
the  subject,  to  bear  upon  our  minds  the  peculiar 
structure  of  our  Government.  That  I  may  illus- 
trate my  ideas  with  greater  precision,  I  beg  gen- 
tlemen to  turn  their  attention  to  that  part  of  the 
Constitution  where  the  great  legislative  functions 
of  the  Government  are  defined.  It  will  occur  to 
every  gentleman,  that  the  Legislature  consists  of 
the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives,  and 
that  the  President  of  the  United  States  makes  a 
third  branch,  having  a  qualified  negative  on  all 
our  laws.  But  the  President  has  one  peculiar 
and  essential  feature  in  his  character ;  that  is,  that 
he  has  the  sole  power  of  receiving  foreign  Minis- 
ters, and  the  implied  right  of  dismissing  them 
whenever  he  shall  think  proper.  What  has  he 
done  in  the  case,  which  originated  the  resolution  ? 
He  has  received  Mr.  Jackson,  the  British  Minis- 
ter, in  due  form,  and  at  a  period  when  he  thought 
proper,  he  has  notified  that  Ambassador,  that  no 
further  communication  would  be  received  from 
him.  Thus  far,  the  proceeding  appears  to  have 
been  carried  on  within  the  Constitutional  power 
of  the  President.  Now,  sir,  what  are  we  called 
on  to  perform  by  the  resolution  on  your  table, 
which.  I  trust,  every  member  has  read,  and  heard 
read,  over  and  over  again  ?  We  solemnly  pledge 
ourselves  to  the  nation  and  to  the  world,  to  stand 
by  and  support  the  Executive  Government  in 
its  refusal  to  receive  any  further  communications 
from  Francis  J.  Jackson,  and  to  call  into  action 
the  whole  force  of  the  nation,  if  it  should  become 
necessary,  in  consequence  of  the  conduct  of  the 
Executive  Government  in  this  respect.    Can  gen* 


tlemen  be  serious,  when  they  declare  that  it  is 
necessary  for  the  Legislature  to  play  oflf  this  sol- 
emn farce  to  repel  a  supposed  insult,  offered  to 
our  Secretary  of  State  by  a  foreign  Minister  ?  Is 
it  not  rather  to  fulminate  the  denunciations  of 
Congress  against  the  Minister,  who  cannot  now 
be  heard  in  his  defence?  I  am  constrained  to 
pronounce  the  measure,  now  proposed  for  oqt 
adoption,  to  be  wrong  in  principle,  and  unsup- 
ported by  fact ;  for  I  must  insist  upon  it,  that,  as 
the  House  of  Representatives,  we  ha^e  DolhiDg 
to  do  in  this  business.  His  Sovereign  has  sent 
him  on  a  mission  to  this  country,  and  our  sover- 
eign, so  far  as  we  have  one,  has  receiFed  liim. 
and  dismissed  him  for  alleged  misconduct. 

But  I  have  another  pointed  objectioa  to  the 
resolution,  which  induces  me  to  brge  its  indefi- 
nite postponement.  It  purports  to  be  a  joint  reso- 
lution of  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 
tives of  the  United  States.  In  the  Constitatioa 
of  the  United  States,  article  one,  under  the  7ib 
section,  are  found  these  emphatic  words : 

'*  Every  order,  resolution,  or  vote,  to  which  the  era- 
currence  of  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representativei 
may  be  necessary,  except  on  a  question  of  adjourn- 
ment,  shall  be  presented  to  the  President  of  the  Uaited 
States,  and  before  the  same  shall  take  efiect,  shall  be 
approved  of  by  him,  or,  being  disapproved  bj  hia, 
shall  be  repassed  by  two-thirds  of  the  Senate  and  Hoase 
of  Representatives,  according  to  the  rules  and  limiu- 
tiouB  prescribed  in  the  case  of  bills." 

Now,  sir,#vhat  is  proposed  to  be  done  with  this 
resolution  'i  Having  come  to  this  House,  under 
the  sanction  of  a  co-ordinate  branch  of  the  Legis- 
lature, we  are  now  called  upon  to  adopt  it  in  iht 
House  of  Representatives.  After  this  shall  be 
done,  (which,  Heaven  forbid!)  probably  the  Com- 
mittee on  Enrolled  Bills  will  present  il  to  the 
President  of  the  United  States  for  his  approbation 
and  signature.  Suppose,  sir,  the  President  shouM 
refuse  to  sign  it ;  is  there  a  Constitutional  major- 
ity on  this  floor  who  would  be  willing  to  repass 
it,  and  thus  place  the  President  in  so  delicate  a 
situation,  as  to  declare  that  he  would  stand  by 
and  support  himself  in  his  Executive  conduct  1  I 
hope  not.  But  the  President,  with  great  propri- 
ety, might  inform  Congress  that,  in  his  Constitu- 
tional character,  he  had  done  all  that  was  neces- 
sary to  be  done  on  the  subject.  He  might  further 
tell  us,  that  we  had  no  right  to  interfere  with  fats 
duties  in  this  case ;  that  the  Constitution  gave  as 
no  control  over  foreign  Ministers,  but  bad  vested 
in  the  Executive  the  sole  right  of  deciding  in  re^ 
lation  to  their  functions.  Could  anjr  gentiemaa, 
holding  the  Constitution  in  bis  hand,  dispute  the 
correctness  of  such  conduct,  on  the  part  of  the 
President?  Surely  not,  sir.  Do  not  gentlemen 
recollect  (for  some  who  are  now  present  were 
members  of  the  House  of  Representatives  at  thmc 
time)  the  case  which  occurred  in  the  year  1796. 
when  the  illustrious  Washington  presided,  acd 
the  House  made  a  call  for  papers  ?  The  honor- 
able the  Speaker,  who  now  presides  over  the  de* 
liberations  of  this  House,  was  then  a  member, 
and  I  find,  by  the  Journal,  he  was  among  those 
who  favored  the  calL    To  illustrate  this  point,  1 
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will,  with  permission  of  the  House,  turn  to  the 
Journal  of  that  year.  On  the  24ch  of  March,  1796, 
Id  reference  to  the  Treaty  which  Mr.  Jay  had 
made  with  Great  Britain,  we  find  the  following 
extract : 

"  Raolved^  That  the  President  of  the  United  Sutes 
be  requested  to  lay  before  this  House  a  copy  of  the  in* 
•tructions  to  the  Minister  of  the  United  States,  who 
negotiated  the  Treaty  with  the  King  of  Great  Britain, 
(communicated  by  his  Message  of  the  1st  instant,)  to- 
gether with  the  correspondence,  and  other  documents, 
relatiye  to  the  said  Treaty,  excepting  such  of  the  said 
papers  as  any  existing  negotiation  may  render  improper 
to  be  disclosed." 

To  this  request,  that  great  and  good  man  made 
the  following  reply,  selecting  only  such  parts  as 
have  a  bearing  on  tne  present  question : 

"  With  the  utmost  attention,  I  have  considered yonr 
resolution  of  the  4lh  instant.  In  deliberating  upon 
the  subject,  it  was  impossible  for  me  to  lose  sight  of 
the  principle  which  some  have  avowed  in  the  discus- 
sion ;  or  to  avoid  extending  my  views  to  the  conse- 
quences which  must  flow  from  the  admission  of  that 
principle.  I  trust  that  no  part  of  my  conduct  has  ever 
indicated  a  disposition  to  withhold  any  information 
which  the  Constitution  has  enjoined  upon  the  President 
as  a  duty  to  give,  or  which  could  be  required  of  him  by 
either  House  of  Congress  as  a  right  And,  with  truth, 
I  affirm  that  it  has  been,  and  it  will  continue  to  be, 
while  I  have  the  honor  to  preside  in  the  Government, 
my  constant  endeavor  to  harmonize  with  the  other 
brincbes  thereof,  so  far  as  the  trust  delegated  to  me  by 
the  people  of  the  United  States,  and  my  sense  of  the 
obligation  it  imposes, '  to  preserve,  protect,  and  defend, 
the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,'  will  permit." 

"  As  it  is  essential  to  the  due  administration  of  the 
Government,  that  the  boundaries  fixed  by  the  Consti- 
tution between  the  different  departments  should  be 
preserved  ;  a  just  regard  to  the  Constitution  and  to  the 
duty  of  my  ofiice,  under  all  the  circumstances  of  this 
case,  forbid  a  compliance  with  your  request." 

"GEO.  WASHINGTON." 

These  were  the  sentiments  of  that  illustrious 
personage  in  the  year  1796.  When  a  call  was 
made  by  the  House  of  Representatives,  for  almost 
tnything  not  palpably  wrong  in  principle,  it 
needed  the  wi^^uom  of  the  statesman,  and  the  for- 
titude of  the  hero,  to  refuse  a  compliance.  Wasb- 
iNQTON  had  the  firmness,  from  a  sacred  regard  to 
the  Constitution  which  he  had  sworn  to  support, 
to  resist  that  call,  although  supported  by  this 
popular  branch  of  our  Government*  I  well  re- 
member the  impression  which  this  conduct  of  the 
President  made  upon  my  mind,  as  well  as  the  re- 
marks which  were  made  by  my  countrymen  on 
ibat  memorable  occasion.  Qive  me  leave,  sir,  to 
tpply  that  precedent  to  the  present  case.  Presi- 
leot  Washington  thought  that  the  House  of 
flepresentativea  bad  no  x\%hi  to  interfere  with  the 
peculiar  function  of  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  of  which  he  judged  the  call,  then  made, 
vas  a  case  in  point.  It  does  not  appear  to  ba?e 
»een  any  objection,  in  his  mind,  that  an  exposure 
>f  the  correspondence  wuuld  have  been  injurious 
0  the  Government:  but  it  was  an  improper  in* 
erference  with  the  duties  of  the  Executive  De- 
•artment  which  indaeed  the  refusal.  This  ia  pre- 


cisely[  my  view  of  the  present  case;  and,  under 
that  impression,  I  object  to  the  resolution,  and, 
for  that  reason,  urge  its  indefinite  postponement. 

I  know  it  has  been  said  by  some,  who  advocate 
the  passage  of  this  resolution,  that,  bv  the  Con- 
stitution, the  Congress  of  the  United  States  ia 
defined,  as  consisting  of  the  Senate  and  House 
of  Representatives;  but.  if  gentlemen  will  ex- 
amine the  powers  vested  in  Congress,  thej  will 
be  convinced  that  it  requires  the  three  branches 
of  the  legislative  j^overnment,  to  give  them  proper 
effect.  Hence,  I  infer  that  the  resolution,  if  adopt- 
ed, must  be  sent  to  the  President  for  his  appro- 
bation and  signature. 

Again :  Suppose  the  resolution  should  be  pre- 
sented to  the  President,  and  he  should  neither 
sign  nor  return  it,  I  inquire,  where  shall  it  be 
found,  and  what  would  be  its  true  character?  If 
it  was  a  bill,  the  Constitution  has  provided  for 
this  case ;  but  if  a  joint  resolution,  I  know  not 
what  will  become  of  it,  unless  it  goes  through  the 
same  formalities.  As  I  do  not  wish  to  embar- 
rass the  President  with  so  delicate  and  so  novel 
a  case,  I  hope  it  will  be  indefinitely  postponed. 

I  have  another  objection  to  this  resolution,  in- 
asmuch as  I  believe  it  is  without  a  precedent  in 
the  annals  of  our  country.-  On  examining  the 
Journals  of  this  Government,  I  have  found  no 
case  which  compares  with  the  present ;  and,  un- 
til gentlemen  shall  turn  us  to  the  case,  I  must 
believe  no  such  instance  exists.  I  know  the  cases 
of  Genet  and  Yrujo  have  been  quoted,  but  I  contend 
that  each  of  those  cases,  so  far  from  militating 
against,  do,  in  fact,  serve  to  establish  my  position. 
Omitting  to  detail  the  atrocious  conduct  of  Ge- 
net, what  was  done  in  relation  to  him  on  that 
memorable  occas^ion  ?  The  President  of  the  Uni- 
ted States,  on  being  informed  of  his  outrageous 
conduct,  in  his  Executive  character  alone,  took 
notice  of  it,  and  requested  the  recall  of  the  Min- 
ister. Bui  no  vote  nor  resolution  was  passed  by 
the  Senate  or  House  of  Representatives  sanction- 
ing this  conduct  of  the  Executive,  nor  does  it  ap- 
pear that  any  motion  was  made  in  either  House 
to  this  eflecL  So,  also,  in  the  case  of  Yrujo,  al- 
though his  insult  was  palpable  and  direct,  the 
Executive  Magistrate  alone  took  notice  of  the 
ofience,  and  no  aid  or  interference  was  called  for, 
or  given,  bv  the  House. 

It  has  also  been  urged,  that  the  approbation 
proposed  to  be  given  by  this  House  to  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  at  the  last  session,  is 
similar  to  this.  What  was  that  case,  sir,  and 
what  was  the  resolution  proposed  ?  The  resolu- 
tion was  ofiered  by  a  gentleman  from  Virginia, 
and  is  in  the  following  words : 

*'  Reeohtdj  That  the  promptitude  and  frankness  with 
which  the  President  of  the  United  States  has  met  ths 
overtnres  of  the  Government  of  Great  Britain  towards 
a  restoration  of  harmony,  and  a  free  commercial  inter- 
course between  the  two  nations,  receives  the  approba- 
tion of  this  House." 

I  trust,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  need  not  compare  the 
two  resolutions  to  convince  every  gentlemaa 
present,  that  there  is  no  similarity  between  them. 
One  was  intended  to  express  the  opioion  of  the 
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House  of  Representatives  alone ;  the  other  is  a 
joint  resolution  to  be  passed  by  the  St-nate  and 
House.  One  was  a  simple  vole  of  approbation  of 
an  act  of  the  President  of  the  United  States,  with 
which  noihin£r  further  was  to  be  done,  than  to 
present  it  to  him  as  an  expression  of  our  public 
approbation  of  his  Executive  conduct;  the  other 
is  a  denunciation  of  a  foreign  Minister,  accompa- 
nied with  a  threat,  that  we  will  go  all  lengths  in 
support  of  this  conduct.  If  nothing  more  was 
intended  by  this  joint  resolution,  than  to  assure 
the  President  of  the  support  of  both  branches  of 
the  Legislature,  surely  this  would  not  be  the  cor- 
rect course.  A  joint  address,  or  separate  resolu- 
tions, would  better  express  our  opinions  on  the 
occasion.  This  would  be  a  measure  entirely  dif- 
ferent from  the  joint  resolution  now  proposed  to 
be  adopted. 

Having  examined  the  resolution  in  relation  to 
the  President  of  the  United  States,  I  come  to  the 
second  proposition,  which  was  to  consider  the 
bearing  it  would  nave  upon  the  people  of  the 
United  States.  If  it  can  be  shown  that  no  good 
can  possibly  result  to  the  people  of  the  United 
States  from  the  passage  of  this  resolution,  I  pre- 
sume it  will  be  sufficient  to  induce  gentlemen  to 
pause ;  but,  if  I  should  be  able  to  prove,  not  onlv 
that  no  good  can  result,  but  that  it  is  fraught  with 
manifold  evils,  I  hope  the  House  will  consent  to 
postpone.  Let  us,  then,  in  the  first  place,  inquire, 
what  good  can  result  from  the  adoption  of  this 
measure?  Do  gentlemen  expect,  by  passing  this 
resolution,  to  give  further  information  to  their 
constituents,  respecting  our  foreign  relations? 
Will  it  throw  any  light  on  the  correspondence 
between  the  Secretary  of  State  and  the  British 
Minister?  It  certainly  is  not  calculated  for  that 
purpose.  The  resolution  abounds  with  certain 
bold  asseverations,  not.  in  my  opinion,  founded 
on  fact,  and  gives  no  new  information  whatever. 
If  no  new  information  is  communicated.  I  inquire, 
in  the  second  place,  is  it  calculated  to'rou^e  the 
dormant  spirit  of  the  country?  From  the  vio- 
lent remarks  of  some  gentlemen,  I  should  suppose 
this  must  be  one  principal  object  in  view,  or  why 
should  the  case  of  Jonathan  Bobbins,  the  murder 
of  Pierce^  and  the  attack  on  the  frigate  Chesa- 
peake, be  so  frequently  brought  up  to  view? 
Why,  but  to  inflame  the  minds  and  irritate  the 
passions  of  the  people,  are  our  ears  greeted  with 
such  animated  harangues,  which  can  have  no 
possible  bearing  on  the  present  question?  If,  in- 
deed, this  course  has  become  necessary  to  raise 
the  public  indignation  up  to  toar  proof  then  is 
the  pride  and  glory  of  our  country  departed ;  we 
are  fallen,  indeed.  Can  it  be  possible  that  it  has 
become  necessary  for  this  Government  to  collect 
the  most  illiberal  and  opprobrious  lang^uage,  and 
fulminate  the  same,  in  the  form  of  a  joint  resolu- 
tion, against  a  foreign  Minister,  to  rouse  the  pas- 
sions of  the  people  against  the  Sovereign  and 
nation  which  he  represents?  Sir,  such  an  at- 
tempt must  be  beneath  the  dignity  of  this  House, 
and  therefore  cannot  be  the  object  of  this  reso- 
lution. 

If,  then,  no  good  can  hopefully  result,  are  there 


not  evils  to  be  apprehended,  if  the  resolution  on 
your  table  should  be  adopted?  All  attempts  of 
this  sort  are  calculated  to  waste  the  national  char- 
acter; to  hold  up  to  view  a  prominent  fact,  which 
I  utterly  disclaim,  that  we  are  to,  emblazon  oar 
own  glory  by  resolutions  and  proclamations.  This, 
in  my  judgment,  is  a  great  evil,  and  the  people 
have  viewed  it  in  the  same  light  for  many  years. 
I  wish  to  see  an  end  to  everything  of  this  sort. 
National  honor  is  a  treasure  of  vast  importance 
to  a  country,  of  too  much  value  to  be  trifled  with ; 
and  a  treasure,  too,  however  vast,  that  ought  not 
to  be  drawn  upon,  but  with  a  sparing  hand.  If 
we  make  too  heavy  drafts  upon  it.  we  shall  de- 
preciate its  value,  in  the  opinion  of  the  world,  and 
certainly  in  our  own. 

As  another  evil,  resulting  from  this  resolution, 
I  am  almost  constrained  to  believe  that  it  is  meant 
for  nothing  hut  gasconade,  as  it  relates  to  our- 
selves. What  possible  good,  sir,  can  it  accorn- 
plish  ?  Is  it  not  most  apparent  that  its  object 
cannot  be  beneficial  to  our  country  ;  that,  in  truth. 
it  can  eflect  nothing;  and,  of  course,  that  it  is 
good  for  nothing?  We  have  resolved  ore r  and 
over  again,  until  the  subject  has  become  stale  aad 
unpalatable  to  our  constituents.  They  bave  heard 
and  seen  tfo  much  of  this  national  bootbaBt,  that 
they  have  become  fatigued  by  the  farce. 

Another  we^hty  objection  against  the  resolo- 
tion  is,  that  it  is  coached  in  harsh,  onconrtly,  and 
illiberal  language.  Can  this  course  have  become 
necessary  to  heal  the  wounded  honor  of  our  Gov- 
ernment ?  I  do  maintain,  sir,  that,  from  ifae  com- 
mencement of  our  struggle  for  independence,  we 
stand  on  high  ground  w  respect  to  our  State  pa- 
pers. The  resolutions  and  addresses  of  the  Old 
Congress,  as  well  as  the  corresp  >ndence  of  our 
public  functionaries  with  foreign  Ministers,  and 
especially  the  addresses  of  General  Washinotox 
to  his  fellow-citizens  and  fellow-soldiers,  for  sound- 
ness of  matter  and  eloquence  of  composition, 
stand  unrivalled  in  the  history  of  the  world.  This 
is  a  treasure  of  literary  reputation  of  which  f 
would  not  deprive  my  native  country  by  passing 
this  resolution.  I  utterly  object  against  lavishiog 
this  rich  fund  of  national  character  on  such  piti- 
ful resolutions  as  these. 

Having  dismissed  the  two  first  propositions^  I 
beg  leave  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  third  and  last,  which  was,  to  consider  the 
bearing  this  resolution  is  calculated  to  have  on 
the  British  Government.  I  will  carefully  endea- 
vor to  avoid  entering  into  the  relative  merits  of 
the  correspondence,  as  I  promised  at  the  outset, 
although  it  may  be  necessary  occasionally  to 
glance  at  it,  for  the  purpose  of  elucidating  this 
part  of  my  subject.  If,  indeed,  an  insult  has  been 
offered  to  the  Gkivernment  by  Mr.  Jackson,  the 
President  has  done  what  he  thought  proper  on 
the  occasion,  and  I  would  not  revise  his  conduct 
I  am  not  disposed  to  arraign  the  conduct  of  the 
President  of  the  United  States  in  this  instance,  for 
he  is  nut  on  trial  before  this  august  tribunal ;  nor 
do  I  mean  to  arraign  the  Secretary  of  State,  for 
he  is  not  on  trial;  nor  do  I  stand  here  to  justify 
the  conduct  of  the  British  Minister.    I  stand  on 
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much  higher  grouod.    I  appear,  id  my  place,  be- 
fore this  honorable  House,  lo  prove  the  impolicy, 
as  well  as  ioexpedieocy,  of  adopting  thi.s  measure, 
md  thereby  to  avert  evils  which,  I  fear,  may  re- 
sult from  it.     I  5ay,  \^eD.  that  the  conduct  of  the 
President,  in  relation  to  Mr.  Jackson,  is  founded 
on  a  right,  inherent  in  the  Executive,  lo  di^^miss 
a  Mioisier  when  he  thinks  proper,  anil  of  this  he 
iDUst  of  necpsFity  be  the  judge,  and  acts  upon  his 
owQ  responsibility.    AH  thiii  may  be  done^  and 
has  been  done  before,  without  any  v^ery  serious 
consequences  resuJting  to  the  natioo.    But  when 
the  measure  assumes  the  form  contemplated  by 
the  resolution,  the  Goverument  and  people  of  the 
Uoited  States  become  parties  to  the  quarrel,  ^nd 
ibis  gives  a  new  aspect  to  the  procedure.    When 
the  >uppo8ed  insult  was  given,  the  President  of 
the  Uoiied  States  put  ao  end  to  ail  farther  com- 
muQicatioDs  from  Mr.  Jackson,  deeming  bim  un- 
worthy, if  you  please,  to  hold  any  farther  corre« 
s{}oadeQce  with  the  Executive  Departmeat  of  our 
Government. 

After  ibis  had  been  done,  what  further  iaform- 
alien  do  we  get  from  the  Secretary  of  State  1  If 
gentlemen  wHl  turn  to  his  letter,  addressed  to  Mr. 
Piokoey,  our  Minister  at  London,  under  dale  of 
November  23,  1809,  tbey  will  find  the  precise 
view  in  which  it  appeared  to  the  President,  who 
BDdoubtedly  dictated  that  letter.  I  will  oo>y  quote 
Ibe  last  paragraph  of  Mr.  Smith's  letter,  found  in 
[>age  88,  of  the  printed  documents,  to  elucidate 
Jiis  point  of  my  argument : 

**  The  observations,  to  wbich  so  much  extent  have 
leen  given  in  this  letter,  with  those  contained  in  the 
wrrespondence  with  Mr*  Jackson,  will  make  yoi|  fully 
icqaatnted  with  the  conduct  and  character  he  has  de- 
eloped,  with  the  necessity  of  the  step  taken  in  refas- 
ng  farther  communication  with  him,  and  with  the 
Toands  an  which  the  President  instructs  you  to  re* 
nest  that  he  may  b«^  immediately  recalled." 

That  part  of  the  letter  to  which  1  beg  the  House 
particularly  to  attend,  is  the  following  paragraph  • 

**  Voa  are  particularly  instructed,  at  the  same  time, 
1  making  those  communications,  to  do  it  in  a  manner 
lat  will  leave  no  doubt  of  the  undiminished  desire  of 
le  United  States  to  unite  in  all  the  means  the  best 
ilculated  to  eatablish  the  relations  of  the  two  countries 
1  the  solid  foundations  of  justice,  of  friendship,  and 
'mutual  interest." 

I  beg  solemnly  to  appeal  to  the  candor  of  the 
louse,  and  to  ask  the  question,  whether  the  reso- 
tioQ  now  on  the  table  follows  up  the  spirit  of 
le  letter  from  Secretafy  Smith  to  Mr.  Pinkney? 
ao  it  be  possible,  sir,  after  the  President  has  ui- 
cted  that  a  communication  of  the  circumstances 
lould  be  made  to  the  British  Qovernmeui  in  ^uch 
manner  as  should  preclude  offence,  that  gentle* 
en  can  attentively  peruse  that  letter,  nod  then 
ae  for  this  resolution  ?  I  will  confess  myself 
istaken  in  the  conclusion  to  be  drawn  from 
einises  fairly  stated,  if  this  can  be  the  case, 
'hat  does  the  resolution  amount  to,  Mr.  Speak- 
?    I  forbear  to  quote  the  particular  expressions 

it,  for  really,  sir,  it  appears  lo  me  to  contain 
9re  virulence  and  insult  than  genileitien  are 
'are  of.  The  language  of  this  formidable  ^tata 
1 1  ih  Con.  2d  Skss.— 34 


paper,  addressed  to  the  British  Government,  is 
essentially  this:  You.have  sent  a  Minister  here 
to  insult  our  Government ;  and,  to  avenge  the  in* 
suit,  we  solemnly  pledge  the  whole  force  of  the 
nation.  Are  gentlemen  prepared  deliberately  to 
say  this  ?  Is  this  what  gentlemen  mean  by  pass- 
ing the  resolution,  or  do  I  mistake  its  language) 
Nothing  on  earth  is  more  easy  (and  surely  we 
have  proved  it  more  than  once)  than  to  resolve 
(hat  we  are  a  great  and  powerful  nation,  feelingly, 
alive  to  a  sense  of  our  own  honor  and  importance, 
and,  if  you  please,  that  we  are  the  wJsest  nation 
on  earth.  Such  measures  as  these  may,  for  a 
time, serve  to  amuse  and  please  the  people;  but 
we  are  now  transacting  ousioess,  of  no  minof 
importance,  with  a  great  and  powerful  nation; 
with  a  Government  jealous  of  its  honor ;  and  it 
becomes  us  to  weiorh  well  the  extent  and  mean- 


ing of  this  resolution.  If  it  contains  language 
which  no  gentleman  would  feel  at  liberty  to  make 
use  of  to  another,  one  nation,  a  fortiori^  ought 
not  to  use  it  in  its  intercourse  with  another.  In- 
juries and  insults  of  this  sort  cannot  easily  be  sub- 
mitted to,  and,  in  the  present  instance,  I  presume^ 
will  not  pass  unnoticed. 

I  know  it  has  been  said,  that  a  case  very  simi- 
lar to  this  occurred  in  the  British  Government. 
The  case  of  De  Palm,  the  Austrian  Ambassador, 
has  been  quoted.  If  I  am  not  very  much  mis- 
taken, the  two  cases  bear  but  a  very  slight  resem- 
blance. It  will  be  recollected  that,  in  the  year 
1726,  when  the  ^ouse  of  Hanover  was  first  es- 
tablished, and  ORrge  I  was  on  the  throne,  and 
several  of  the  European  Cuurts  were  friendly,  to 
the  Pretender,  De  Palm  made  a  formal  address  to 
the  British  Court,  in  reply  to  the  King's  speech 
from  the  throne.  By  express  orders  from  the 
Austrian  Court,  this  address  was  published,  bv 
way  of  manifesto  to  the  British  nation,  in  whicn 
the  King  was  charged  with  having  uttered  palpa- 
ble falsehoods,  to  induce  his  subjects  to  go  to  war. 
This  seems  to  have  been  briefly  the  fact ;  and 
what  line  of  conduct  was  pursued  by  the  King 
in  consequence  of  this  appeall  Ttie  Austrian 
Minister  was  ordered,  forthwith,  to  leave  the 
Britisti  dominions,  and,  I  believe,  all  will  say, 
with  the  utmost  propriety,  too.  But  what  fol- 
lowed this  ?  The  House  of  Lords  and  the  Housf 
of  Commons  presented  a  joint  address  to  the 
King,  assuring  bim  of  their  loyalty,  &c.  But  thia 
was  not  all  \  they  saw  that  war  was  intended, 
and  they  followed  up  their  address  by  a  vote  of 
liberal  supplies  to  meet  the  exigency,  and  by  rais- 
ing a  large  army,  and  equipping  their  navy.  I 
ask,  then,  sir,  with  much  solicitude,  is  this  the 
precursor  of  a  plan  to  array  our  fellow-citizens 
in  arms,  and  to  equip  our  formidable  navy  and 
gunboats  for  the  conflict?  Or  can  it  be  soberly 
the  view  of  this  House,  by  such  a  resolution,  to 
prostrate  the  public  character  of  Mr.  Jackson  ? 
Surely,  sir,  itmu^t  be  unbecominir  the  dignity  of 
Congress  to  assail  the  character  of  an  individual, 
a  stranger  in  our  country,  and  protected  only  by 
the  laws  of  nations.  The  supposition  is  too  hu- 
miliation, and  I  cannot  and  will  not  believe  jr.  I 
have  another  objection  to  this  resolution,  inas- 
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much  as  it  has  an  asppct  io  war,  through  the  Ex- 
ecutive.  The  power  of  declaring  war  is  lodc^ed. 
by  the  Constiiuiion,  in  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States;  nor  can  this  power  be  delegated  to  any 
person  or  persons  whatever.  As  I  would  not,  in 
any  shape,  authorize  conduct  in  an  individual 
that  might  Inad  this  country  into  a  war,  so  1 
would  cautiously  avoid  countenancios:  the  Ex- 
ecutive in  such  measures  as  might  briot;  on  a 
*war,  without  the  express  consent  of  the  Legis- 
lature. 

In  all  the  aspects  in  which  I  have  been  able  to 
present  this  unfortunate  measure  to  the  Huuse,  it 
seems  to  be  productive  of  no  good  to  the  United 
Slates.  Another  evil,  which  most  probably  will 
result  from  it,  is,  that  it  has  a  tendency  to  widen  the 
breach  between  this  country  and  Great  Britain. 
Of  however  little  importance  some  gentlemen 
may  consider  a  good  understanding  between  the 
two  countries,  1  confess  I  deem  it  to  be  of  such 
vast  importance,  that  I  would  throw  no  ob&tacle 
whatever  in  the  way  of  an  amicable  negotiation. 
The  President  has  thought  proper  to  present  this 
case  io  a  pacific  manner  to  the  British  Govern- 
ment, and  1  would  not  widen  the  breach  so  long  as 
the  door  is  open  to  acconimodation.  But  pass  the 
resolution,  and  let  it  receive  the  signature  of  the 
President,  aud  I  very  much  misjudge  if  wes|>eed- 
ily  have  another  opportunity  to  negotiate  with 
that  nation.  We  seem,  indeed,  to  be  peculiarly 
unfortunate  in  all  our  attempts  to  negotiate  with 
Great  Britain.  In  illustratioMpf  this  remark,  1 
beg  leave  to  quote  one  or  two^tracts  from  the 
correspondence  between  Mr.  Smith  and  Mr.  Jack- 
sun.  Tu  enable  gentlemen  more  fully  to  compre- 
hend the  iorce  of  Mr.  Jackson's  remarks,  and,  to 
Fhow  that  they  all  have  a  most  pointed  hearing 
on  the  misunderstanding  which  finally  took  phce, 
I  will  request  the  House  to  indulge  me  in  reading 
only  two  paragraph!^  from  the  letters  of  Mr.  Smith 
to  Mr.  Erskine,  dated  April  10,  1809,  preparatory 
to  the  late  arrangement.  At  the  commencement 
of  that  correspondence,  Mr.  Erskine  declares  that 
he  had  received  His  Majesty's  commands  to  offer 
an  honorable  reparation  for  the  aggression  com- 
mitted by  a  British  naval  officer,  in  the  attack  on 
the  frigate  Chesapeake.  The  Secretary  of  State, 
in  reply,  says:  "As  it  appears,  at  the  same  time, 
*that,  in  making  this  offer,  His  Britannic  Majesty 

*  derives  a  motive  from  the  equality  now  existing 
'  io  the  relations  of  the  United  States  with  the 

*  two  belligerent  Powers,  the  President  owes  it  to 

*  the  occasion  and  to  himself,  to  let  it  be  under- 

*  stood  that  this  equality  is  a  re-^ult  incident  to  a 

*  state  of  things  growing  out  of  distinct  consider- 

*  ations."  As  if  the  Secretary  of  Stale  was  deter- 
mined to  impress  a  belief  that  the  non-intercourse 
law  did  not  originate  in  motives  of  strict  impar- 
tiality towards  the  two  great  belligerents,  (for 
that  was  the  precise  ground  taken  by  Mr.  Erskine 
when  he  made  the  first  overture.)  but  that  it  grew 
out  of  **  distinct  considerations." 

In  the  same  letter,  the  Secretary  goes  oix  far* 
ther  to  say : 

**  But  I  have  it  in  express  charge  from  the  President 
to  lUte  that,  while  he  forbeaifl  to  insist  on  a  further 


punishment  of  the  offending  officer,  he  is  not  the  lea 
sensible  of  the  justice  and  utility  of  such  an  examine, 
nor  the  less  persuaded  that  it  would  best  comport  with 
what  18  due  from  His  Britannic  Majesty  to-  his  own 
honor."  •  . 

Sir,  has  it  really  come  to  this,  that  the  PreM- 
dent  of  the  United  States  conceives  himself  to  be 
ibe  keeper  of  the  King's  honor?     I  beg  leave  so- 
berly to  inquire,  what  could  have  been  intended 
by  these  sentences?    Hjd  such  language  been 
made  use  of  to  our  Government,  with  that  pecu- 
liar fastidious  jealousy  which  we  seem. to  enter- 
tain for  our  QBtional  honor.  I  presume  we  should 
all  have  agreed  that  it  was  meant  as  an  insult.   I 
can  hardly  conceive  how  Mr.  Erskine  could  have 
viewed  it  in  any  other  light  towards  bis  Sover- 
eign and  nation.    Indeed,  sir,  it  seems  that  His 
Britannic  Majesty  was  not  so  dull  of  apprehen- 
sion, but  that  he  discovered  the  lurking  insult, 
and,  for  that  reason,  would  not  ratify  that  pert  of 
the  arrangement.    I  am  borne  out  in  this  conclu- 
sion, by  an  extract  from  Mr.  Jackson's  letter  of 
the  lltb  of  October,  1809,  in  which  he  says : 

**  I  touch,  with  considerable  and  very  sincere  relao- 
tance,  upon  that  part  of  your  letter  in  which  yoa 
state  that  I  hsd  not  assigned  any  reason  whatover.  why 
the  ressonable  terms  of  satisfaction  tendered,  and  ac- 
cepted, ha¥e  not  been  carried  into  effect.*' 

**  I  believe  that  I  had  observed  to  you,  in  the  words 
of  my  instructions,  that  if  His  Majesty  were  capable  of 
being  actuated  by  any  desire  to  retract  an  offer  of  re- 
paration which  he  had  once  made.  His  Majesty  mt^bt 
be  well  warranted  in  doing  so  by  the  form  in  which 
his  accredited  Minister  had  tendered  that  reparation, 
and  bv  the  manner  in  which  that  tender  had  been  re- 
ceiveu.  I  believe  that  I  elucidated  this  observation  by 
a  reference  to  the  particular  expressions  which  msiie 
the  terms  of  satisfaction  appear  to  be  unacceptable 
even  to  the  American  Government,  at  the  very  moment 
which  they  were  accepted,  and  which,  at  all  events, 
put  it  totally  out  of  His  Majesty's  power  to  ratify  and 
confirm  any  act  in  which  such  expressiotts  are  con- 
tained." 

Could  ft  have  been  possible,  Mr.  Speaker,  when 
Mr.  Smith  wrote  the  letter  to  which  Mr.  Jack:»oa 
refers,  and  from  which  I  have  quoted  an  extract, 
that  he  could  soberly  suppose  his  Britaoijic  Ma- 
jesty would  not  feel  wounded  by  our  saying  what 
would  or  would  not  best  comport  with  his  honor  ? 
I  cannot  view  it  in  any  other  light  than  an  indi-^ 
rect  attempt  to  prevent  negotiation,  and,  in  this 
way,  to  prevent  an  adjustment  of  that  most  an- 
fortunate  affair.  I  mention  this,  to  show  th  it 
there  is  a  sort  of  fatality  (and  when  I  use  thia 
expression,  I  choose  it  as  the  hast  offensive  phrase 
I  can  select  to  conrey  my  meaning.)  attendiov 
our  negotiations  with  the  Biiiish  Government. 
It  seems  as  if  we  always  must  throw  into  the  sca.le 
some  dead  Weight,  to  overbal&nce  every  accom- 
modating proposition  ;  and  that,  for  this  purpose, 
when  an  amicable  adjustment  is  proposed,  live 
must  innUt  as  we  go  aloo^.  I  cannot  sufficiently 
lament  this  unfortunate  situation  of  our  affair^s^ 

But,  above  all,  and  as  the  most  serious  mad 
solid  objection  I  have  to  this  resolution. and  which 
imperiously  demands  its  indefinite  posiponeiat'Dt, 
1  think  it  does  contemplate  a  course  of  measores 
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which  will  lead  us  to  war.    I  do  not  mean  to  be 
uodtTstood  that  this  resolution  amounts  to  adec- 
lamtion  of  war;  but,  sir,  so  far  as  I  have  been 
able  to  examine  this  subject ;  as  far  as  I  can  trace 
the  objects  and  bearingoi'the  late  correspondence, 
from  its  commencement  to  the  dismissal  of  Mr. 
Jjckson,  and  especially  the  resolution  purporting 
to  grow  out  of  the  correspondence,  my  mind  is 
strongly  impressed  with  the  concurrence  of  cir< 
cumstances  tending  to  involve  this  country  in  a 
war  with  Great  Briiain.    Asrainst  this  dreadful, 
this  most  unfortunate  event,  I  here  enter  my  most 
decided  and  solemn  protest.   1  know,  sir,  we  have 
been  repeated jy  told  that  this  is  not  the  intention 
of  this  resolution.    Every  gentleman  has  read  it, 
and  must  expound  it  for  himself.    I  say,  then, 
that  the  tendency  of  this  resolution,  is  to  lead  us 
into  that  situation  from  which  we  cannot  honor- 
ably retreat  short  of  a  war.    In  saying  this,  I 
impeach  no  man's  motives;  but  if  the  resolution 
does  not  carry  in  it  the  very  seeds  of  war,  which, 
io  due  time,  will  vegetate  and  bear  its  destructive 
fruit;  then  have  I  no  judgment  in  things  of  this 
sort.    Indeed,  sir,  I  presume  I  shall  not  be  cbn- 
sidered  as  going  too  far,  when  I  assert  that  the 
very  parent  of  this  spurioQs  offspring  (Mr.  Giles) 
has  openly  avowed  his  object  to  be  war.    How 
much  short  uf  th!s  have  some  gentlemen  come, 
who  have  advocated  Che  passage  of  this  resolu- 
tion in  this  Hou»e?    We  roust  make  great  al- 
lowances for  national  feelings.    We  are  not  here 
to  establish  a  standard  for  the  British  nation,  or 
to  suppose  that  the  question  of  peace  and  war 
rests  with  the  Parliament  as  it  does  with  Con- 
gress.   Let  an  insult  be  offered  to  the  King,  and 
to  the  British  nation  through  him,  and  if  he  does 
not  make  war  upon  you.  I  do  not  underfitand  the 
nature  of  that  Government,  nor  the  jealous  light 
0  which  they  view  their  national  honor. 

Whatever  insults  may  have  been  offered  to  the 
Executive^  through  the  Secretary  of  State,  I  do 
maintain  it  that  the  resolution  is  not  the  legiii- 
nate  offspring  of  the  correspondence,  and,  of 
course,  cannot  be  justified  on  thatsround.  There 
senough  of  i  rritatiim  on  both  sides,bu t  its  language 
s  absolutely  courtly,  compared  with  this  resolu- 
ioQ.  Believing  that  some  of  the  friends,  as  well  as 
be  mover  of  this  resolution,  mean  it  as  a  measure 
eading  to  war,  and,  deploring  buch  an  event  as 
Qost  calamitous  to  our  country,!  should  be  more 
ban  culpable  if  I  did  not  raise  my  voice,  and  ex- 
Tt  my  feeble  efforts,  to  expose  it,  and  thus,  if  pos- 
ible,  to  avert  the  evil.  It  is,  therefore,  from  the 
Dosi  solemn  conviction  of  duty  to  my  constitu- 
nts  and  country,  that  I  do  thus  strenuously  op- 
)0se  so  impolitic,  so  mischievous  a  measure. 

It  is  a  painful  consideration  to  me  in  anbther 
iew,  that  I  am  compelled  to  oppose  every  meas- 
re  that  haa  a  tendency  to  produce  a  state  of  war. 
sincerely  wish  I  had  good  reason  to  believe  that 
Qr  country  is  In  a  situation,  not  only  to  defend 
iself,  but  to  maintain  its  character  and  rights 
hrough  the  world.  But.  let  me  ask,  is  this  the 
let  7  Is  the  state  of  the  Treasury  such  as  to  jus- 
fy  you  in  plunging  this  nation  into  a  war?  Can 
:  be  possible  that  geotlemeo,  after  reading  the 


Message  of  the  President  of  the  United  States 
and  giving  credit  to  the  report  of  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury,  can  say  that  we  are  prepared  for 
war  with  one  of  the  most  powerful  nations  on 
earth  ?  What  is  the  present  state  of  your  army  ? 
Have  you  a  body  of  troops  equal  to  the  emergency, 
if  war  should  speedily  ensue  7  What  is  the  state 
of  our  fortifications  7  A  report  upon  that  subj«ct 
has  been  laid  upoii  your  table,  and  I  trust  the  gen- 
tlemen of  thi^  House  know  what  it  contains.  Are 
they  in  a  suitable  condition  to  meet  a  war?  What 
is  ttie  present  state  of  your  naay  7  Are  your  fri- 
gates in  a  condition  to  protect  and  scour  our 
coasts?  Of  your  gunboats  I  will  say  nothing, 
only  that  the  greater  the  number,  the  less  efficient 
should  I  consider  our  naval  force;  inasmuch  as 
our  resources,  both  in  men  and  money,  would  be 
diverted  to  an  object  in  which  I  have  but  little 
confidence  in  the  hour  of  trial. 

Sir,  I  do  consider  it  utterly  impossible  that  there 
should  be  any  diversify  of  opinion  in  this  House, 
or  among  our  constituents,  on  the  great  question 
of  defending  our  country.  Whatever  may  be  the 
jealousy  of  parties,  or  whatever  difference  of  opin* 
ion  may  exist  on  minor  subjects^  on  the  great 
question  of  defending  our  nation  ao^ainst  any  in- 
vaders, there  can  be  but  one  opinion.  To  talk 
of  a  reluctance  in  any  part  of  this  House  to  de« 
fend  the  country  against  any  nation  on  earth,  it 
preposterous  in  the  extreme.  If  Great  Britain 
should  make  war  upon  u^,  I  tru-t  we  shall  be 
united  in  the  arduous  conflict,  although,  in  the 
measures  leading  to  it,  we  are,  and  shall  be,  di- 
vided. 

For  the  honor  of  my  country,  I  could  mo^t  de- 
voutly wish  that  all  party  feelings  were  done 
away,  not  only  in  the  House,  but  through  the  na- 
tion ;  and  that  our  country's  good  engaged  our 
joint  concern.  Inasmuch  as  this  resolution  has  a 
tendency  to  excite  those  evil  passions,  and  to 
bring  them  into  exercise,  I  do  exceedingly  regret 
that  it  has  ever  been  offered  for  our  consideration. 
Believing,  most  conscientiously,  that  the  direct 
and  natural  tendency  of  this  resolution  is  to  pro- 
mote discord  among  ourselves,  when  harmony  is 
so  essentially  necessary  ;  and  also  tp  bring  us  into 
collision  with  Great  Britain — I  do  most  heartily 
hope  it  may  be  indefinitely  postponed.  So  far  as 
it  has  even  a  doubtful  aspect  to  such  an  iNSUe, 
I  do  most  heartily  detest  it  as  an  evil,  of  all  others, 
best  calculated  to  destroy  the  peace  and  happiness 
of  this  country. 

Let  it  not  be  said  by  any  man,  that  war  be- 
comes necessary  every  thirty  or  forty  years,  to 
maintain  and  support  the  party  in  power.  This 
is  too  ridiculous  to  need  serious  refutation.  It 
has  long  been  an  adage  of  statesmen,  that  the 
Administration  cannot  conduct  a  war,  and  make 
a  peace.  It  cannot,  therefore,  be  the  policy  of  the 
party  now  in  power  to  drag  this  country  into  a 
destructive  war  to  support  their  ewn  popularity. 
Whatever  may  be  my  views  of  the  present  dom- 
inant party,  if  nothing  short  of  a  war  could  cor- 
rect or  overthrow  them,  I  should  say  the  price  is 
too  high  ;  as  an  honest  native  American,! should 
pronounce  the  premium  too  great. 
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From  some  remarks  which  have  been  made 
daring  ihis  debate,  one  migiit  be  led  to  suppose 
thftt  tlie  valor  of  the  nation  belonged  to  one  par- 
ty, and  laid  almost  exclusively  on  one  side  of  this 
House.  I  trust  this  is  rather  a  peculiarity  of  ex- 
pression, in  the  ardor  of  debate,  than  the  sober 
sentiments  of  those  who  utter  them.  Qenile- 
men  cannot  be  supposed  to  mean  that  there  is  no 
bonor  nor  valor  in  those  who  oppose  this  resolu- 
tion. If  we  should,  indeed,  be  obliged  lo  buckle 
on  the  harness,  1  hope  we  shall  be  able  to  show 
the  world  that  we  are  engaged  in  a  righteous 
cause;  that  war  is  brought  to  our  very  doors, 
without  needless  provocation  on  our  part.  In 
such  a  war,  I  venture  to  assure  you,  there  would 
be  DO  want  of  spirit  in  our  country.  You  and  I, 
Mr*  Speaker,  as  well  as  others  on  this  floor,  have 
aeea  our  countrymen  in  hard  and  perilpus  times, 
and  such  as  were  calculated  to  try  meri'n  souls. 
Wccannot  have  forgotten  tfie  conduct  of  Ameri- 
cans in  the  Revolutionary  war;  and  if,  unfortu- 
nately, such  another  conflict  should  become  neces- 
sary, I  feel  confident  that  a  patriotism  and  zeal 
not  less  meritorious  would  animate  every  bosom. 
Lt  is  a  high  sense  of  national  honor,  ana  a  spirit 
of  resistance  to  every  encroachment  on  our  sov- 
ereignty and  independence  that  I  wi»h  to  incul- 
cate, in  comparison  with  which  all  other  is  selfish, 
mean,  and  contemptible.  Some  gallant  kniflhts 
may  be  willing  to  nee  this  country  engaged  in 
war,  that  they  may  have  an  opportunity  to  enrol 
their  names  among  the  heroes  of  the  age.  My 
ambition,  thank  Heaven!  leads  me  to  no  such 
doubtful  and  dangerous  experiments;  but  if  any 
man  on  this  floor  will  t'nk  more  for  bis  country 
than  myself,  he  has  moie  than  one  life  to  lose. 
We  are  all  embarked  in  the  same  cause,  for  the 
support  of  whicb  I  would  hazard  everything  this 
country  possesses,  and  all  that  I  hold  valuable  or 
dear* 

This  is  really  a  que^ion  too  solemn,  too  im- 
portant, too  big  with  the  fate  of  this  country, 
slightly  to  be  passed  over.  I  am  satisfied  gen- 
tlemen do  not  view  it  in  the  seriotis  light  that  I 
do,  or  that  resolution  would  never  have  been  sus- 
tained in  this  House  for  a  single  day.  I  feel  per 
suaded,  if  gentlemen  would  sufler  themselves  to 
consider  what  is  due  to  each  other  on  the  score 
of  civility  ;  if  they  would  but  reflect  that  there  is 
a  considerable  portion  of  this  House  who  view 
the  resolution  on  your  table  as  carryin^^  with  it 
evils  dark  as  Erebus, and  which,  in  due  lime,  will 
burst  on  our  common  country  ;  if  they  could  be 
brought  to  see  that  this  is  npt  merely  a  vote  of 
tpprubatioo,  but  a  solemn  sanction  of  the  Gov- 
ernment, in  a  case,  at  best,  somewhat  doubtful, 
with  a  pledge  of  our  national  resources  to  sup- 
port it.  tliere  is  candor  and  good  sense  enough  in 
tbis  House  to  postpone  it  indefinitely.  I,  once 
more,  call  on  this  House  to  pause  and  reflect ;  for, 
be  as^ured,  it  is  no  ordinary  question  which  de- 
mands ypur  attention.  It,  most  assuredly,  cannot 
be  considered  a  simple  resolution  approving  of 
the  Executive  conduct;  it  goes  deeper;  it  strikes 
at  the  very  foundation  of  our  national  peace  and 
prosperity.    I  fear  it  will  tear  up  the  blessed  priv- 


ileges with  which  we  are  favored,  and,  on  slisht 
and  trivial  grounds,  I  would  by  no  means  put 
them  at  hazard. 

I  have  protracted  my  remarks,  Mr.  Speaker, oa 
the  second  po>ition  which  I  laid  down,  greatly 
hevond  what  I  had  in  contemplation  when  1  rose. 
I  iiope  the  House  will  do  me  the  justice  to  be- 
lieve that  I  speak  from  a  ^ense  of  duly,  and 
from  no  sinister  motive.  1  have  nothing  to  a»k 
from  the  Government,  but  protection  in  my  law- 
ful pursuits,  for,  with  great  truth, can  I  declare, 
that  there  is  no  oflice  in  the  gift  of  the  Adminis- 
tration which  I  covet  or  desire.  *  1  feel  myself  to 
be  an  independent  American,  and  as  such  I  hope 
to  continue. 

Hoping  that  gentlemen  will  view  this  subject 
in  all  its  bearings  before  they  give  their  final  vote 
upon  the  resolution ;  that  they  will  examine  its 
aspect  and  consequences,  as  well  towards  Great 
Britain,  as  in  relation  to  our  own  country ;  that 
they  will  look  well  to  our  means  either  to  meet 
or  expel  an  enemy,  if  war  should  epsue,  I  shall 
close  my  remarks.  Every  man  has  a  solemn  duty 
to  perform  to  his  country  and  to  his  God,  and  to 
them  alone  is  he  responsible. 

Having  spread  this  subject  before  this  honor- 
able House  in  the  best  manner  I  was  able,  I  have 
only  to  thank  them  for  their  attention,  and  to  ex- 
press my  hope  that  they  will  consent  to  its  indefi- 
nite po.vtponement. 

Mr.  W.  Alston  said  that  if  the  subject  of  the 
present  resolution  had  been  discussed  by  all   the 
gentlemen  who  had  spoken  on  it  as  it  bad  by  the 
gentleman  last  up  (Mr.  Tallmaogb)  he  should 
not  have  risen  to  take  any  part  in  the  debate;  for 
that  gentleman  had  declared  that  in  the  event  of 
war  growing  out  of  the  transaction,  he  would 
rally  around  the  standard  of  his  own  Government. 
[fall  had  spoken  the  same  language,  said  Mr.  A., 
1  should  have  been  satisfied  to  remain  silent — but, 
to  my  mortification,  bow  has  the  resolution  beea 
discussed  7    Preci^ely  as  if  the  British  Minister 
were  arraigned  at  the  bar  of  the  House  for  ofien- 
sive  language  ;  and  if  that  were  the  case,  bis  coa* 
duct  could  not  be  defended  with  more  ardor  and 
zeal  by  his  counsel,  'than  it  has  been  already  bf 
gentlemen  on   the  floor.    Every  oflensire  word 
he  has-.uttered  has  been  smoothed  down,  softened, 
and  attempted  to  be  explained  away,  and  every 
word  the  Secretary  of  State  has  written,  tortured 
into  an  ofience;  they  can  find  throughout  Secre- 
tary Smith's  whole  correspondence,  cause  ior  of- 
fence to  the   British  Minister,  Mr.  Jackson,  but 
can  find  no  expression  in  Mr.  Jackson's  calcula- 
ted to  give  the  least  ofience;  in  fact  tbey  can  find 
an  apology  for  every  act  of  the  British  Minister 
or  hi»  Government,  and  find  fault  with  and  crimi- 
nate every  act  of  their  own.    Can  gentlemen  a^k 
us  to  put  by  a  resolution,  the  subject  of  discus- 
sion,  which  is  treated  in  this  way  ?     What  would 
result  from  our  doing  so  7    Would  not,  I  a>k«  ihe 
language  in  Great  Britain  be.  that  the  party  ia 
the  United  States  favorable  to  Briti^^h  views  and 
British  principles  had  prevailed?    How  then,  or 
with  what  face  can  we  be  asked  at  this  sta^e  of 
the  discussion  to  postpone  the  consideratioQ  of 
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the  resolution,  after  sacli  hiffh  g^-ound  has  been 
taken  in  support,  not  in  the  defence  of  the  liber- 
ties of  their  own  country,  but  in  defence  of  Brit 
ish  insolence  and  British 'outrage?    Sir,  it  Uzz 
well  known  in  Great  Britain  as  it  is  here  that 
there  are  two  great  political  parties  here,  not  only 
of  ty»  and  oti^i merely,  but  contending  for  minci- 
pie;  and  when  any  measure  proposed  is  known 
to  hare  been  advocated  by  one  party  and  oppo- 
sed by  the  other,  and  is'  put  by,  what  must  be 
the  opinion  of  that  nation  to  whom  it  relates  ? 
Why,  that  the  party  which  farors  her  views  is 
triumphant  in  America ;  that  Mr.  Jackson  may 
remain,  and,  notwithstanding  offence  has  been 
taken  at  his  language,  that  be  must  be  heard.    If 
I  did  not  in  my  soul  view  it  in  this  light,  I  should 
attach  no  importance  to  the  resolution.    If  it  had 
never  been  presented  to  my  view.  I  certainly 
never  should  ha?e  presented  it  for  consideration. 
If  gentlemen  are  serious  in  their  desire  to  post- 
pone it,  why  did  they  not  attempt  it  before  thev 
justified  Jackson  in  bis  language,  and  the  British 
Ministry  in  disavowing  the  arrangement?     I 
should  then  have  Uionght  them  justified  in  their 
conduct;  and  if  the  motion  had  been  made,  and 
gentlemen  had  confined  their  observations  to  the 
que^ition  of  postponement,  it  might  have  prevailed. 
A  great  deal  has  been  said  on  the  subject  of 
approbatory  resolutions,  and  it  has  been  said  that 
if  we  have  a  right  to  approve,  we  have  also  a 
right  to  disapprove.    I  will  ask  you,  sir,  if  this 
principle  has  not  been  practised  on  ever  since 
tbe  commencement  of  the  Qovernment — if  one 
side  has  not  always  taken  the  liberty  of  offer- 
ing resolutions  approving  acts  of  the  Execu- 
tive, and  if  the  other  side  has  not  opposed  them  ? 
It  amounts  to  this:  when  a  party  in  power  ap- 
proves an  act,  they  will  say,  well  done,  notwith- 
standing the  disapprobation  of  those  in  opposi- 
tion.   One  gentleman  (Mr.  Potter)  has  told  us 
that  a  former  President  was  entireljT  spoiled  by 
these  approbatory  addresses  and  resolutions.    I 
ask  gentfemen  to  turn  to  the  volumes  of  addresses 
presented  to  him,  and  see  whether  there  be  an^ 
analogy  bt^tween  those  addresses  and  this  resolu- 
tion.    But,  sir,  it  was  not  the  addresses  which 
broke  Mr.  Adams  <f own,  but  the  party  which  sur- 
rounded him.    That  party  is  now  out.    Does  the 
gentleman  from  Rhode  Island  believe  that  if  the 
party  now  out  were  in,  and  were  to  pursue  the 
same  steps,  that  they  would  not  be  hurled  from 
their  seats?    It  was  their  alien  and  sedition  laws; 
their  system  of  persecution  and  taxation ;  their 
system  of  creating  offices  with   large  salaries, 
w^ith  no  duties  to  perform;  they  carried  taxes  to 
the  door  of  every  man  almost  in  the  nation,  and 
manjr  times  the  salary  of  the  officer  was  equal  to 
the  revenue  to  be  collected  in  the  district  of  coun- 
try assigned  to  him ;  this  was  the  system,  and 
not   their  approbatory  resolutions,  which  drove 
the  party  out  of  power.    I  appeal  to  that  honor- 
able  gentleman,  to  say  what  was  the  aspect  of 
aSairs  when  that  party  went  out  of  power  and 
the  present  pany  came  in — was  not  every  descrip- 
tion  of  property  we  possessed  taxed;  and  was 
not  the  whole  of  the  money  colhected  adnually  ex- 


pended, and  in  addition  a  constant  resort  to  loans  f 
Was  not  the  national  debt  every  year  increasing f 
And  what  has  been  effected  since  the  present  party 
came  into  power?  Have  they  not  abolished  the 
whole  system  of  internal  taxation?  Have  they 
not  put  down  a  whole  train  of  useless  and  unue** 
cessary  officers?  And,  notwithstanding,  ha!(  not 
the  public  debt  been  extinguished  in  a  raiio  faV 
beyond  the  expectation  or  anticipation  of  tbe 
roost  ardent  admirer  of  republican  principles?  1 
believe  the  gentleman  may  speak  of  ins  and  outk 
as  long  as  he  has  a  voice,  but  never  find  a  ma^ 
jority  of  the  American  people  who  will  say,  give 
us  more  of  those  ins. 

The  gentleman  also  says  that  England  will 
never  make  peace  with  you ;  that  she  has  reaped 
and  is  reaping  the  benefits  of  our  embargo  and  non* 
intercourse  acts,  and  -as  long  as  sudh  acts  ezisi 
she  does  not  want  peace.  Another  geotletnaa 
(Mr.  Emott)  says,  Great  Britain  is  desrirous  of 
making  peace  with  us,  and  that  now  is  the  proper 
time  to  meet  her.  What  must  I  infer  from  thiJiy 
sir?  That  the  eentleman  must  be  willing  to 
make  peace  on  ner  terms^  as*  prescribed  in  the 
printed  instructions  containing  this  three  condi- 
tions. I  cannot  believe  that  the  American  people 
can  ever  be  willing  to  make  peace  upon  the  terms . 
which  the  gentleman  himself  proposes,  for  no 
other  inference  can  be  drawn  from  hisargumrent. 
A  great  deal  bas  been  said  itvith  respect  to  th^ 
powers  of  Mr.  Ersktne;  that  tbe  arrangement 
entered  into  between  him  and  the  Secretary  of 
State  was  made  without  a  full  power  on  the  par't 
of  Mr.  Erskine.  The  gentleman  from  Connecti- 
cut has  certainly  made  a  very  rn^enibos  speedi 
on  the  subject,  and  if  his  position  be  correct,  bia 
areument  is  unanswerable.  But  let  us  loos  kx 
what  was  done,  and  see  if  it  be  that  whieh  tbe 
gentleman  calls  it.  Was  it  a  treaty  ?  Or  was  ft 
It  convention?  It  w&s  neither.  The  British 
Gkyvernment  had  in  force  certain  Orders  of  Coun- 
cil which  were  offensive  to  us.  The  American 
Qovernment  had  a  system  to  meet  them.  Mr. 
Erskine,  the  accredited  Minister  as  well  as  tbe 
Minister  Extraordinary  of  the  British  Qovem* 
ment,  makes  proposition  that  if  we  wotild  do 
away  our  restrictive  system,  he  would  pledge  hfs 
Qovernment  to  remove  its  Orders  in  Council. 
Suppose  that  this  had  been  in  direct  vioiation  of 
his  instructions — what  was  your  Qovernment  to 
say  to  him  ?  Well  might  gentlemen  have  said 
we  did  not  want  to  make  peace  with  Qreat  Brit^ 
ain,  if  the  President  had  dared  to  refuse  the  offer. 
Let  him  but  have  refused  it,  and  what  a  triuiiipb 
gentlemen  would  have  had !  We  always  told 
you,  they  would  have  said  to  the  people,  that  the 
Administration  did  not  Want  peace  with  Qreat 
Britain.  Here  were  terms  proposed,  and,  not* 
withstandioff  they  Were  made  by  an  accredited 
Minister  with  full  powers,  the  sole  representative 
of  his  Qovernment  at  our  Capital,  still  they  wei^ 
refused.  What  in  such  a  case  would  have  beea 
our  situation,  sir?  Should  we  have  stood  upob 
as  high  ground,  if  we  had  refused  to  meet  him, 
as  we  do  even  now  that  his  act  is  di^ vowed? 
I  Certainly  not.   If  gentlemen  will  give  tfaeoiselvA 
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the  trouble  to  examine  ibe  correspondence  before 
them,  particularly  a  letter  from  Mr.  Pinkney  to 
the  Secretary  of  Siaie,  they  will  find  that  Mr. 
Canning  admits  that  two  out  of  the  three  propo- 
sitions could  not  properly  find  their  way  into  ao 
arrangement.  Why  does  he  disavow  the  arrange- 
ment at  all  if  he  admits  that  those  conditions 
were  not  material?  Was  it  because  ofiensive 
Words  were  made  use  of?  Were  the  terms  in 
which  the  arrangement  respecting  the  Orders  in 
Council  was  couched  liable  to  the  same  objec- 
tioD  as  we  have  been  told  that  part  relating 
to  the  Chesapeake  was  ?  The  terms  of  the  latter 
were  not  so  offensive  a^  they  have  been  construed. 
True,  we  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  King's  honor, 
which  is  in  his  own  keeping;  but  we  had  a  right 
to  our  opinion,  and  certainly  had  a  right  to  ex- 

Eress  our  opinion  with  respect  to  what  we  thought 
e  ought  to  have  done.  If  he  preferred  not  to 
punibh  the  offender  in  the  case  of  the  Chesapeake, 
It  was  a  proof  that  he  thought  we  were  wrong 
in  a>king  it;  and  it  was  right  to  express  our 
opinion  as  it  was  expressed. 

I  ask  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut  (Mr. 
Tallmaoge)  to  examine  again  thecorrespondence 
respecting  the  arrangement  of  the  affair  of  the  at- 
tack upon  the  Chesapeake,  and  see  whether  it 
may  not  be  considered  rather  as  an  acknowledg- 
ment on  our  part,  that  we  have  accepted  of  terms 
abort  of  what  we  thought  we  had  a  right  to  ex- 
pect, and  that  the  mere  expressions  on  our  part 
that  it  belonged  to  the  King's  honor,  or  that  it 
would  more  comport  with  his  honor  (I  do  not  re- 
collect the  express  words  made  use  of,  neither 
will  1  follow  the  example  set  roe  by  others  in 
reading  documents)  to  punish  theoffending  officer, 
was  not  really  so  offensive  as  thegeoileman  seems 
to  imagine,  and  that  his  honor  was  not  compro- 
mitted  by  our  making  use  of  those  expressions. 
It  is  iherefi  re  to  my  mind  clear,  that  the  disavowal 
of  the  arrangement  made  with  Mr.  Erskine,  was 
not  on  account  of  any  one  of  the  reasons  assigned, 
either  by  the  British  Minister  or  by  his  friends 
in  ibiti debate;  it  wasforsomeother  cause,  which 
Deiiher  he  or  they  dare  to  meoiioo.  We  are  in- 
debted to  opposition  in  this  country  for  the  di.^^a- 
Towal;  we  are  indebted  to  the  authors  of  such 
speeches  as  we  have  heard  in  this  debate;  we 
are  indebted  to  members  upon  this  fluor,  who 
can  criminate  the  officers  of  their  own  Govern- 
ment for  making  use  of  words,  which  same  words 
they  cannot  only  justify  when  made  use  of  by 
the  British  Minister,  but  eulogize  his  forbearance 
in  not  taking  offence  at  them.  Yes.  sir,  these,  and 
circumstances  like  these,  are  we  to  look  to  for  the 
disavowal. 

It  is  painful  to  me,  sir,  to  examine  the  way  in 
which  this  subject  has  been  handled.  Through 
the  whole  relation  of  our  difficulties  with  Eng- 
land, gentlemen  have  taken  upon  themselves  to 
hunt  up  every  act  of  their  Government,  which 
could  give  offence  to  Great  Britain,  but  have  not 
pointed  out  one  single  aggression  which  Great 
JBritain  has  committed  on  us.  Is  this  like  Ameri- 
cans? Can  they  do  nothing  but  heap  eulogium 
on  the  British  Government,  and,  when  we  come 


in  collision  with  it,  to  justify  it  instead  of  their 
own?  If  I  could  see  gentlemen  taking  up  the 
correspondence  and  justifying  one  single  act  of 
their  Government,  I  should  feel  much  belter  saiis- 
fied  with  their  conduct  than  I  can  when  they  ex- 
amine every  measure,  and  cannot  for  their  souls 
find  a  single  act  of  their  own  Governaieot  but 
what  is  wrong. 

A  gentleman  from  New  York  (Mr.  Emott) 
thinks  verv  differently  from  his  friend  from  Rhode 
Island.  He  thinks  this  a  very, favorable  time  in- 
deed to  iiegotiat«  with  Great  Britain;  that  she 
does  not  stand  on  that  high  ground  that  she  did 
a  few  vears  ago.  I  would  a»k  that  gentleman, 
taking  \\\m  up  on  his  own  ground,  Idhis  be  not  the 
very  time  of  all  others  ihat  we  should  not  sub- 
mit to  the  degrading  conditions  prescribed  ?  Can 
gentlemen  collect  a  single  proposition  made  bf 
Great  Britain  which  would  be  accepted.  Ti»ke 
the  correspondence  from  beginning  to  end — aud 
I  ask  whether  Mr.  Jackson  does  not  confine  him- 
self to  conditions  which  have  been  once  spurned, 
and  which  Canning  himself  does  not  think  ma- 
terial? If  we  had  negoiiate4  with  Jackaioa  for 
twelve  months,  I  take  it  for  granted  we  never 
should  have  got  from  him  terms  more  palatable 
than  those  contained  in  the  three  conditions  m 
the  printed  instructions  to  Mr.  Erskine.  i  can- 
not find  a  single  favorable  sentence  throughout 
his  whole  correspondence.  For  mysell.  1  should 
have  been  as  perfectly  willing  that  th«  Gurern- 
nhent  should  have  broken  off  with  him  on  his  first 
letter  as  on  his  last,  for  in  that  he  said  enough  to 
justify  our  Government  in  lefuMug  to  have  any- 
thins  to  say  to  him.  What,  sir !  After  his  com* 
iog  here  subsequently  to  the  disavowal  of  an  act 
which  none  will  say  gave  us  more  than  we  are 
fully  entitled  to,  and  having  nothing  to  propose 
hut  the  same  three  conditions,  was  there  auy  ne- 
cessity 10  negotiate  under  an  expectation  that 
anything  favorable  to  this  nation  would  be  ob- 
tained from  it?    Surely  ooL 

Some  gentlemen^pariicularly  a  gentleman  from 
Connecticut,  (Mr.  PtTxiN,)  have  wanted  us  lo 
wait  till  we  saw  how  Great  Britain  would  take 
this  thing.  I  venture  to  say,sir,  that  it  we  lie  on  our 
oars  and  do  nothing,  and  the  speeches  uf  some  uf 
the  gentlemen  go  there,  we  shall  not  derive  any 
good  from  it.  She  will  conclude  that  we  are  a 
divided  people,  and  that  the  party  in  America 
which  is  most  disposed  to  be  friendly  to  her  usur- 
pations ban  prevailed,  and  that  whatever  terms  »he 
proposes  will  be  accepted.  Under  this  view  uf  the 
case,  why  should  we  wait  to  hear  from  her? 

If  the  British  Government  had  a  right  to  disa- 
vow Its  act,  we  certainly  had  the  same  fight  to  re- 
ject the  conditions  offered  to  us.    She  might  have 
disavowed   ihe%act  without  sending  a  Miiii»ier 
here  clothed  with  power  expressly  to  insult  us, 
and  without  alleging  for  it  reasons  which  ererjf 
man  must  believe  were  not  true;  fur,  after  look- 
ing at  what  Canning  has  said,  no  man  can  be- 
lieve that  the  anangement  was  rejected  because 
the  instructions  were  not  complied  with.    Siie  it 
indebted  to  the  honorable  gentleman  Irom  Con- 
necticut, (Mr.  DamAi)  and  not  to  the  sagacity  of 
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ber  Minister^,  for  another  ground  for  (he  disavow- 
al; she  ha?*  not  dared  to  put  it  on  the  ground  of 
a  want  of  full  powers. 

The  gentleman  from  Connecticut  last  op  (Mr. 
Tallmadge)  is  adverse   to   this  re^^olution,  be- 
cause be  thinks  it  may  tend  to  widen  the  breach 
between  the  two  Governments.     I  think  myself 
the  breach  is  already  as  wide  as  it  can  be.     If 
war  grows  out  of  this  resolution,  I   hope   the 
American  nation  is  ready  to  meet  it.    If  Great 
Britain  ihiok<  proper  to  declare  war  upon  us,  lei 
ber  come.    I  am  proud  that  the  gentleman  would 
then  be  with  us,  and  wi>h  all  were  like  him  in 
that  respect.     It   is  time  certainly  that  we  were 
done  with  half-way  measures,  as  gpnilemen  call 
them.    Let  us  take  a  stand,  and  if  any  nation 
takes  offence  at  ii  and    ma  lies  war  upon  u^,  I 
hupe  we  sh<ill  defend  ourselves.    But  I  am  not 
for  waiting  till  we  are  further  prepared  before  we 
do  resent  their  conduct.    I  am  not  disposed  to 
lay  out  a  cent  more  in  fortifications,  armies,  na- 
vies, or  men,  before  we  make  at  least  this  stand. 
I  do  not  believe  the  enemy  is  going  to  come 
here.     If  they  declare  war  upon  us,  let  us  then 
prepare  for  them.    Thus  we  acted  when  our  re- 
Tolutiun  was  achieved.    I  think  upon  every  view 
of  ihe  subject,  that  it  is  proper  to  adopt  this  reso- 
lution.   It  is  certainly   a   very   different   thing 
from   an  address  of  approbation.     Whenever  a 
iubjeci  is  presented  tQ  my  view,  for  or  against 
which  I  must  vote,  I  will  view  it  in  all  its  parts, 
and  consider  the  consequences  which  would  re- 
sult from  passing  or  rejecting  it.    And  if  it  should 
appear  better  to  adopt  it  than  reject  it,  I  should, 
as  iQ  the  present  case,  certainly  vole  for  it,  and 
of  course  against  the  indefinite  postponement. 

A  moiioa  was  now  made  to  adjourn,  and  nega- 
tived.. 

Mr.  LiVERMORE  said  that,  before  the  question 
was  taken,  he  begged  leave  to  oQer  a  few  obser- 
vations in  favor  of  the  motion  he  had  the  honor 
of  making  for  an  indefinite  postponement. 

I  will  not,  said  Mr.  L.,  go  with  gentlemen  to 
Copenhagen  to  inquire  the  character  of  Mr.  Jack- 
son ;  neither  is  it  nf  importance  to  me  to  be  in- 
formed that  Mr.  King*  lately  our  Minister  at  the 
Coart  of  St.  James,  remonstrated  against  his  ap- 
pointment as  Minister  to  our  country;  although, 
if  this  were  a  proper  subject  of  inquiry,  the  his^h 
apinion  I  have  of  the  correct  conduct  and  intelli- 
gence of  that  gentleman  would  be  sufficient  evi- 
ience  to  me  of  his  unsuitableness  for  the  mission. 
But  his  character  is  not  the  subject  of  the  resolu- 
tun  ;  it  is  entirely  foreign  to  the  question,  and 
7ught  not  to  have  been  introduced.  It  is  suf- 
icient  for  me  to  know  that  Mr.  Jackson  was  ap- 
:iointed  by  his  Government  Envoy  and  Minister 
Plenipotentiary  to  ours,  and  had  been  received 
)y  the  President,  and  accepted  as  such,  and  that 
he  communication  with  him  had  been  broken 
)fr.  It  is  not  for  me  to  say  that  the  President  has 
icted  wrong  in  receiving  an  improper  character, 
iny  more  than  I  should  be  author^^ed  to  say  he 
las  been  guilty  of  an  unaccountable  assumption 
*f  power  in  refusing  any  further  communication 
villi  him.    It  would  be  presumption  in  me  to 


say  so,  because  the  Constitution  has  delegated  to 
the  President  'he  exclusive  power  to  act  in  ttiese 
particulars.  For  the  due  exercise  of  this  power 
he  is  alone  accountable  to  the  people,  and  to  ihen& 
alone  he  is  answerable  for  the  whole  of  his  official 
conduct.  The  proper  inquiry,  then,  in  relation  to 
Mr.  Jackson,  is,  whether  he  was  a  person  sent  to 
this  country  clothed  with  the  privileges  of  a  pub- 
lic Minister — that  he  had  been  accredited  by  the 
Administration  in  that  capacity  ?  A  public 
Minister  had  for  some  time  resided  in  the  United 
States,  entitled  to  all  the  privileges  and  immuni- 
ties known  to  the  laws  of  nations.  He  bein^ 
recalled,  Mr.  Jackson  had  been  appointed  to  suc- 
ceed him,  and  had  been  duly  accredited.  These 
privileges  and  immunities,  of  course,  devolved 
upon  him.  He  was,  therefore,  entitled  to  them. 
Gentlemen  thought  proper  to  make  many  obser- 
vations respecting  the  individual  character  of 
Mr.  Jackson,  but  I  shall  not  at  this  time  follow 
their  example.  Unlike  those  gentlemen  who 
have  taken  such  a  course,  I  will  lay  aside  as  irrel- 
evant everything  concerning  the  British  Envoy 
antecedent  to  his  mission  to  the  United  States, 
and  will  only  consider  his  character  as  it  ap- 
peared in  the  capacity  of  a  public  Minister.  Per- 
haps gentlemen  may  think  it  unnecessary  to  make 
the^e  preliminary  ob:^ervations,  but.  considering 
the  course  the  discusssion  has  taken,  and  not 
knowing  how  long  it  may  continue,  and  the  in- 
vectives which  have  been  thrown  out,  I  deem  it 
of  some  importance  to  state  the  question  thus: 
Mr.  Jackson  was  the  Minister  of  an  independent 
nation — a  nation  with  whom  we  are  at  peace — 
entitled  to  no  other  respect  but  such  as  all  other 
nations  are  entitled  to  with  whom  we  are  at  peace. 
To  use  the  language  of  the  Father  of  his  Coun- 
try, ^'  we  hold  them  all,  in  war.  enemies ;  in  peacc^ 
friends."  He  is,  therefore,  entitled,  by  the  laws 
of  nations  acknowledged  by  the  whole  civilized 
world,  to  protection,  and  his  character  is  as  much 
entitled  to  protection  from  outrage  as  his  person. 
In  the  language  of  a  very  elegant  writer  upon  the 
law  of  nations,  ^^  whosoever  affronts  or  injures  a 
'  public  Minister  commits  a  crime  more  deserv- 

*  ing  a  severe  punishment,  as,  thereby,  the  Sover- 
'  ei?nand  his  country  might  be  brought  into  great 
'  difficulties  and  trouble.    The  necessity  and  right 

*  of  embassies  being  established,  the  perfect  secu- 

*  rity,  the  inviolability  of  their  Ambassadors  and 
^  Minisiers  is  a  certain  consequence  of  it;  for,  if 
^  their  persons  be  not  defended  from  violence  of 
^  ecery  kindj  the  right  of  embassies  become  pre- 
j  carious,  and  the  success  uncertain.  Whoever 
'offers  any  violence  to  an  Ambas.<wdor,  or  any 
'  other  public  Minister,  not  only  injures  the  Sov- 

*  ereign  whom  this  Minister  represents,  but  he 
'  also  hurts  the  common  safety  and  well-being  of 

*  nations— he   becomes  guilty   of  an  eoormotts 

*  crime  towards  the  whole  world." 

This  same  writer  says:  "When  the  commiV 
'  sion  of  an  Ambassador  is  at  an  end;  when  he 
'  has  termiiiated  the  affairs  which  brought  him  ; 

*  when  he  is  recalled  or  dismissed,  his  funcliood 

*  cease,  but  his  privileges  and  lights  do  not  expire 
I '  at  the  same  time.    He  retains  them  till  he  re- 
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'  turns  to  his  principal,  to  whom  he  is  to  niake  a 
'  report  of  his  embassy.    His  safety,  his  indepen- 

*  dence  and  inviolability,  are  not  less  necessary  to 
'  the  success  of  his  embassy  in  his  return  than  of 

*  his  going." 

I  could  wish  that,  in  this  discussion,  we  should 
adhere  to  the  principles  laid  down  by  thisauihor. 
I  regret  (hat  1  have  been  under  the  necfssity  of 
adverting  to  this,  for  it  is  possible  that  individuals, 
by  improper  treatment  of  an  Ambassador,  may 
produce  that  state  of  thinp  which  ran  only  ter- 
minate in  war.  If  he  should  be  insulted  and 
tralumniaied,  who  is  to  revenge  his  insults  but  his 
Sovereign,  who  himself  is  insulted  in  the  person 
of  his  representative?  Will  the  Sovereign  see 
his  servant  treated  in  this  way,  without  feeling 
himself  bound  to  defend  him  ?  I  wish  to  touch 
lightly  upon  this  subject,  but  it  certainly  is  of  im- 
portance, a  iid  deserving  of  consideration.  How- 
ever, as  it  is  not  the  subject  of  investigation  to 
which  our  attention  is  principally  confined,  I  shall 
pass  it  over,  in  hopes  no  further  ob>ervations  will 
be  necessary. 

The  question  before  the  House  at  this  time  is  a 
motion  lor  an  indefinite  postponement  of  the  res- 
olution. I  do  not  offer  this  motion  from  any  mo^ 
tive  or  desire  to  procrastinate  a  decision  upon  this 
subject.  If  I  had  not  conceived  it  to  be  of  the 
utmost  importance  to  our  country  that  the  con- 
troversy should  be  put  to  rest.  I  should  not  have 
made  the  motion.  The  gentleman  last  up,  (Mr. 
Alstoit,)  has  intimated  that  if  the  motion  had 
been  made  at  an  earlier  stage  of  the  business,  he 
Rhould  have  received  it  in  a  different  light ;  inti- 
mating, I  suppose,  that  he,  and  other  gentlemen, 
might  have  been  inclined  to  vote  for  it.  This 
being  the  case,  I  only  regret  my  not  having  made 
it  earlier.  I  should  have  been  very  desirous  that 
the  question  should  have  been  discussed  and  de- 
cided upon,  and  the  inexpediency  of  passing  such 
resolutions  with  regard  to  their  intrinsic  merits 
determined.  If  a  wider  field  has  been  taken  in 
the  discussion,  sir,  it  is  not  my  fault;  ajid,  if  I 
conceive  it  unnecessary  to  answer  the  arguments 
of  gentlemen,  I  hope  I  shall  have  the  indulgence 
of  the  House,  and  in  pursuing  the  course  they 
have  taken,  I  conceive  I  am  entitled  to  equal 
privileges  with  them,  even  at  this  late  hour,  es- 
pecially when  the  best  interests  of  the  people  are 
jeopardized. 

In  the  first  place,  let  us  in(}uire  for  what  pur- 
pose has  this  resolution  been  introduced  ?  Upon 
what  grounds  was  it  brought  forward  ?  I  really 
apprehend,  when  this  subject  is  fairly  examined, 
there  will  not  be  found  the  least  necessity  for  this 
resolution.  The  President,  through  his  agent, 
has  conceived  himself  to  be  insulted.  The  lan- 
guage of  the  British  Minister,  it  seems^  is  not  so 
decorous  as  he  thinks  it  ought  to  be.  It  is  said 
an  insinuation  has  been  made,  detracting  from  the 
honor  of  the  Executive,  and  consequently  of  the 
Government,  and  the  Minister  has  been  informed 
that  no  further  communication  can  be  received 
from  him.  To  our  Minister  in  London,  repre- 
aentaiion  has  been  made  by  our  Executive  of 
these  facta,  and  a  recall  of  the  M^inister  is  re- 


quested. At  the  same  time,  assurances  are  made 
of  the  friendly  disposition  of  our  Government  to- 
wards Great  Britain,  and  an  earnest  desire  of  cul- 
tivating harmony  between  the  two  Governments. 
Sir,  the  President  had  a  Constitutional  right  to 
do  as  he  has  done,  and  we  have  not  the  authority 
to  censure  him  ;  and  even  supposing  the  case  to 
have  been  doubtful,  the  President  had  a  right  to 
exercise  his  own  opinion,  and  if  justified  to  him- 
self, it  only  remains  for  the  people  to  consider 
whether  it  was  wisely,  correctly,  or  honestly 
done.  It  is  not  for  us  to  decide.  The  CoDstitu- 
tion  has  not  submitted  this  affair  to  us,  and  we, 
having  no  cognizance  of  it,  neither  should  con- 
demn nor  applaud.  He  is  alone  to  juj^tify  him- 
self to  the  people,  for  his  official  conduce,  who 
have  elected  him  to  this  important  office. 

There  is  little  reason  for  apprehension  that  this 
transaction,  of  itself,  must  necessarily  result  io 
war.    It  will  delay  the  negotiation,  which   may 
prove  very  disastrous  to  the  country.    But  war  is 
not  the  necessary  consequence  of  the  dismissal. 
as  it  has  been  improperly  called,  for  it  is  not  a 
dismissal  of  the  British  Minister.    But.  altboogh 
such  an  act  cannot,  of  itself,  be  a  just  cause  of 
war,  yet  the  manner  of  doing  it  mi^ht  produce 
that  calamitous  event ;  for  every  independent 
Government  possesses  the  right  to  request  the 
recall  of  a  Minister  who  should  not  prove  ag^ree- 
able  to  it,  without  afiCsrdin^  a  cause  of  complaint, 
or  giving    umbrage  to  the  Government    from 
whence  he  is  sent.    For  instance,  if  the  demand 
or  recall  should  be  accompanied  with  a  menace 
or  any  indignity  offered  to  the  Government,  war 
must  be  the  inevitable  consequence.    Do  gentle- 
men think  that  Great  Britain  is  so  depressed  as  to 
submit  to  a  menace?    Most  certainly  they  do 
not.    Is  it  not  to  be  apprehended  that  war,  in  that 
case,  would  as  naturally  follow  as  the  thunder 
does  the  lightning?    And  I  view  the  resolotioa 
too  much  in  the  light  of  a  message — and  xhis  U 
one  cause,  among  others,  why  I  wish  a  postpone- 
ment.   Suppose  the  President  had  signified  that  if 
his  demand  was  not  complied  with,  war  woold 
be  declared,  or  letters  ot   marque  and  reprisal 
would  be  issued — let  gentlemen  consider  what 
would    have   been  the  consequence,  and  what 
would  be  the  present  situation.     Congress  bare 
the  power  vested  in  them  of  making  war  and  of 
issuing  letters  of  marque  and  reprisal,  and  pos- 
sess all  sovereign  power;  the  President  possesses 
but  Executive  authority. 

These  resolutions  are  to  be  an  act  of  Congress, 
passed  by  all  the  branches.  In  what  light  they 
will  be  received  by  the  firitish  Government  1 
cannot  divine,  but  certainly  not  very  favorably. 

These  resolutions  ought  to  be  postponed  indefi- 
nitely on  another  account.  And  here,  too.  the 
cause  assigned  for  the  introduction  of  them  alto- 
gether fails.  It  might  be  goin^  too  far  to  say 
they  were  introduced  from  a  lacR  of  wisdom  but 
certninly,  to  say  the  least  of  them,  they  were  verf 
Indiscreetly  brought  forward.  Instead  of  their 
being,  as  tney  are  represented  to  be,  intended  to 
produce  union  among  the  different  parties,  they^ 
will  have  quite  a  contrary  effect.    Aay  man  will 
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pe  at  first  glance  that  thef  were  particofarly  cal- 
alated  to  light  the  torch  of  political  discord 
mong^  the  people.  They  were  a  perfect  Pan- 
or»'s  box. 

If,  as  gentlemen  seem  to  declare,  the  resolutions 
rere  to  be  considered  as  the  test  of  hostility  or 
ripodship  to  the  Government-^if  opposition  to 
hem  was  to  be  the  criterion  of  opposition  to  the 
idministratioD — in  that  ungrateful  aspect,  they 
^ere  better  calculated  to  divide  than  unite  the 
louse  and  the  people  into  one  party.  They  were 
xactiy  such  a  measure  as  was  calculated  to  Cre- 
te division  and  dissension  throughout  this  coon- 
ry.  without  producing  one  beneficial  effect.  But, 
ay  gentlemen,  it  is  necessary  to  impress  upon  for- 
ign  nations  a  belief  that  we  are  not  a  divided 
eople,  and  that  Congress  will  stand  by  the  Pres- 
Jeot,  and  that  the  people  will  support  their  Gov- 
rnmeot  should  any  hostile  steps  be  taken  with 
pgard  to  the  United  States.  Why  would  they 
xcite  a  doubt  of  our  disposition  to  support  the 
Resident  aguinst  any  foreign  Power  that  should 
hoose  to  attack  us  ?  And  why  would  the  House 
e  willing  to  tell  them  that  it  believed  there  were 
ome  people  to  be  found,  who,  in  such  an  event, 
rould  not  stared  by  the  Government  ?  This 
rould  be  the  efiect  of  these  resolutions;  at  least, 
hey  would  be  so  interpreted  by  foreign  nations. 

hope  no  man  would  be  willing  to  afford  evi- 
ence  of  the  fact.  There  could  be  no  necessity 
3r  asking  the  question,  "  Will  you  stand  by  your 
tovernment  if  the  country  should  be  attacked?'' 
\q  doubt  ought  to  be  entertained  upon  the  sub- 
pct.  Patriotistn  ought  to  be  presumed,  not  reo- 
ered  doubtA]!  by  impertinent  inquiries.  In  this 
oint  of  view  this  resolution  was  unnecessary ; 
ras  worse  than  useless.  All  such  abstract-like 
luestions  have  a  natural  tendency  to  show  divis- 
)n  and  weakness  in  a  country  or  a  nation,  and 
iscover  very  little  Wisdom  or  policy  in  the  au- 
bors. 

There  is  another  reason,  still  stronger^  which 
)y  duty  requires  me  to  take  into  view  m  oppo- 
iog  the  adoption  of  the  resolution,  and  I  regret 
lat  I  am  compelled  to  enter  into  the  considera- 
ion  of  it.  The  propriety  of  adopting  the  motion 
nil  appear  very  evident  from  the  examination, 
t  seems  to  have  been  the  intention  of  the  drawer 
f  the  resolutions  to  induce  a  belief  that  the  ma- 
?rial  facts-  which  should  support  them  were  to 
e  taken  for  granted;  that  they  were  things  so 
lain  and  self-evident  as  not  to  admit  of  denial  or 
lerit  investigation.    The  resolution  asserts  that 

the  expressions  contained  in  the  official  letter  of 
''rancis  J.  Jackson,  Minister  Plenipotentiary  of 
lis  Britannic  Majesty  near  the  United  States, 
ated  on  the  23d  day  of  October,  1809,  and  ad- 
ressed  to  Mr.  Smith,  Secretary  of  State,  con- 
eying  the  idea  that  the  Executive  Government 
f  the  United  States  had  acknowledged  that  the 
rrangement  lately  made  by  Mr.  Erskine,  his 
redecessor,  in  behalf  of  his  Government  to  the 
Jnited  States,  was  entered  into  without  compe- 
ent  powers  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Erskine,  were 
lighly  indecorous  and  insolent ;  that  the  repeti- 
ion  of  the  same  opinion  in  his  official  letter,  dated 


the  4rh  of  November,  1809,  was  still  more  affront- 
ing, dbc,  in  consequence  of  these  outrages  and 
premeditated  insults,  the  Executive  Government 
has."  dbc. 

Thus  absolutely  taking  it  for  granted  that  there 
was  such  an  ofiensive  idea  conveyed  in  the  letter 
of  the  23d,  and  that  the  insinuation  had  been  re- 
peated i  n  his  official  letter  of  the  4th  of  November. 
But,  before  the  resolution  supported  the  fact,  it 
ought  to  appear  manifest  from  the  letters  that 
there  had  been  this  inninuation  and  a  repetition 
of  insinuations.  And  was  there  no  room  for 
doubt  and  difference  of  opinion  ?  For  my  owa 
part.  I  have  read  over  and  over  asfain,  and  have 
carefully  attended  to  the  reading  of  the  correspon- 
dence, and  the  comments  of  gentlemen,  and  with 
al!  the  attention  I  am  capable  of  giving  the  sub- 
ject. I  have  not  been  able  to  find  the  offensive  idea 
alluded  to  in  the  resolution  was  ever  conveyed, 
and  therefore  certainly  not  repeated  in  either  of 
Mr.  Jackson's  letters  to  Mr.  Smith.  Now  that  I 
am  called  upon  to  give  my  assent  to  such  a  reso- 
lution, and  perhaps  ullimateiv  to  vote  upon  its 
merits,and  with  a  lull  view  of  all  the  consequences, 
I  cannot  consent  to  let  the  occasion  pass  without 
stating  my  objections  to  the  resolution  oa  this 
account ;  I  cannot  a^ree  or  concede  that  to  be 
fact  which  i  do  not  believe  to  be  such.  No  man  caa 
say  he  is  at  liberty  to  assert  that  for  truth  which 
he  knows  or  believes  to  be  false,  let  the  conae* 
quences  be  what  they  noay.  All  other  obligations 
are  inferior  to  those  of  justice  and  eternal  trutb, 
and  whoever  means  to  be  considered  as  a  just 
man  must  adhere  to  this  maxim.  But  gentterfiea 
have  said,  will  you  not  stand  by  your  own  Gov- 
ern meiit  ?  Will  vou  show  to  foreign  Powers  ihat 
you  are  disunited  i  Will  you  convince  Great  Bri* 
tain  that  youare  an  undivided  people  ?  These  are 
no  arguments  to  prevail  with  me  solemnly  to 
record  an  untruth ;  and  if  these  consequences  fol- 
low, the  fault  is  not  mine  in  producing  them, 
but  the  greater  is  the  reason  for  postponement. 

I  will  now  consider  the  offensive  parts  of  the 
letters  which  have  been  so  much  commented  upon, 
but  I  will  not  tire  the  House  with  reading  what 
has  been  so  often  read.  I  will  state  my  own 
analysis  of  what  I  conceive  to  have  been  the 
writer's  meaning  when  striptof  all  diplomatic  ver- 
biage. One  gentleman  asserts  that  the  insult  is 
to  be  found  in  the  third  letter,  while  other  honor- 
able gentlemen  assert  that  the  first  letter,  viz:  of 
October  11,  was  sufficiently  insulting  to  have  justi- 
fied thePresident  to  putinganendtoall  communi- 
cation with  the  British  Minister.  I  will  attend 
now  to  the  first  letten  or  what  is  said  to  be  the 
offensive  pan,  and  it  gentlemen  will  take  the 
trouble  of  comparing  the  letter  with  my  analysis 
they  will  find  my  statement  correct.  This  letter 
ts  not  mentioned  in  the  resolution.  This  is  the 
true  meaning  and  signification  of  the  letter :  "  Yutt 
have  made  no  complaint  of  the  act  of  disavowal, 
iind  I  have  seen  with  pleasure  your  forbearance 
and  candor,  which  I  doubt  not  will  continue,  as 
you  must  think  it  unreasonable  to  complaiu  of 
the  disavowal  of  an  act  done  by  a  Minister  cootra- 
to  his  instructions  or  the  authority  given  him." 
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To  me  it  is  impossible  to  give  any  other  con- 
struction to  this  sentence  to  comport  with  truth 
than  what  I  have«^iven  ;  and  it  has  been  well 
observed,  that  it  isa  rule  of  municipal  law,  as  well 
as  of  reason  and  common  sense,  that  words  spoken 
or  written  are  to  betaken  in  the  milder  sense.  If, 
in  the  common  occurrences  oflife.  it  is  considered 
a  mark  of  weakness  for  a  man  to  suppose  himself 
insulted  when  under  no  necessity  of  thinking  so, 
how  much  stronger  does  it  apply  to  more  solemn 
instructions?    Mr.  Jackson  proceeds: 

'*  It  was  not  JiDOwn  when  I  left  England  whether 
Mr.  Erskine  had  shown  you  the  whole  of  his  iustrac- 
tions ;  it  appears  he  had  not,  but  he  slates  he  showed 
you  the  three  conditions  which,  according  to  informa- 
tion received  from  this  country,  were  thought  would  be 
acceptable.  M  r.  Erskine  reports  your  observations,  and 
the  reason  which  induced  you  to  supfiose  others  might 
be  substituted  :  and  the  conclusion  might  have  been 
that  those  substituted  in  the  arrangement  were  an 
equivalent, (you  both  might  think  them  an  equivalent;) 
and  the  act  of  substitution  shows  the  original  conditions 
(that  is,  the  three  conditions)  were  made  known  to  you, 
and  of  course  to  the  President.  But  the  difference  be- 
tween the  original  (the  three  conditions)  and  those 
agreed  upon  is  obvious ;  therefore.  His  Majesty  had  the 
right  to  disown  the  act,  being  done  by  his  Minister  con- 
trary to  the  authority  given  him.  You  have  supposed 
that  Mr.  Erskine  had  two  sets  of  instructions,  and  upon 
one  not  shown  rested  his  justification.  I  declare  to 
vott  that  the  despatch  from  Mr.  Canning  to  Mr.  Ers- 
kine, which  was  read  by  Mr.  Canning  to  Mr.  Pinkney, 
in  London,  and  is  the  basis  of  the  correspondence  with 
Mr.  Erskine,  is  the  only  despatch  by  which  the  condi- 
lioilswere  prescribed  for  the  arrangement  to  be  made.'* 

Mr.  Jackson's  argument  is  no  more  than  this: 
that  the  conclusion  between  Mr.  Smith  and  Mr. 
Erskine  was,  that  both' thought  the  conditions 
substituted  (adopted)  were  equivalent  to  the  ori- 
ginal; but  by  comparing  them  the  difference 
would  be  apparent ;  therefore,  His  Majesty  had 
a  right  to  disavow  the  arrangement  made. 

Mr.  Smith,  in  his  letter  of  the  19ih  of  October, 
says:  **  Certain  it  is  your  predecessor  did  not  pre- 
sent for  my  consideration  the  three  conditions,'^  dbc. 
"and  the  more  reasonable  terms  comprised  in 
the  arrangement  were  adopted,"  And  where 
is  the  essential  difference  between  "substituted" 
and  ^adopied?"AndMr.  Jackson,  so  far  from  say- 
ing or  conveying  the  idea,  or  insinuating,  as  the 
resolution  supposes,  that  Mr.  Smith  knew  that 
these  instructions,  or  despatch,  or  conditions,  were 
the  only  instructions, despatch,  or  conditions,  says 
directly  the  contrary.  For  he  says :  '^  You  have 
*  supposed  Mr.  Erskine  had  two  sets  of  instruc- 
'  tioos,  and  upon  one  not  shown  rested  his  justi- 
'  fication  ;  but  I  declare  to  you  that  the  one  shown, 
'  was  the  only,"  &c.  One  gentleman  has  said 
that  the  act  ot  the  British  Minister  was  not  disa- 
vowed on  account  of  his  want  of  power,  but  in 
consequenceofhi.<having  violated  his  instructions, 
which  gave  him  authority.  1  have  always  sup- 
posed that  power  and  authority  were  synonymous 
in  relation  to  such  affairs.  But  the  language  of 
the  British  Minister  here  is  too  plain  to  be  mis- 
understood, and  it  is  attempting  to  put  a  forced 


construction  upon  his  language,  contrary  toreasoo 
and  common  sense,  to  make  him  say,  *'  you  know 
this  was  the  only  one,"  when  he  expressly  ^ays, 
**  you  supposed  there  were  two.  but  I  lell  you  ihtre 
was  but  one."  It  is  true,  and  I  can  will  imagine 
it,  that  my  powers  of  discernment  may  not  be  so 
quick  or  so  accurate  as  those  of  other  geoilem^o. 
and  that  may  be  the  reason  why  I  have  not  beft 
able  to  discover  what  other  gentlemen  so  di^iiocdf 
perceive.  One  honorable  gentlemen  has  Mid. 
^  there  are  none  so  blind  as  those  who  will  doi 
see."  This  is  rather  severe.  I  will  merely  ao- 
swer  the  gentleman  in  a  couplet  from  a  poet  of 
approved  authority,  and  such  I  thiok  thegenile* 
man  will  not  deny: 

<*  That  optics  nice  it  takes,  I  ween. 
To  see  what  is  not  to  be  seen." 

I  confess  I  labor  under  this  difficulty. 

I  will  now  give  the  meaning  of  the  offensire 
part  of  the  celebrated  letter  of  the  23J  ot"  Ocu>- 
her.  After  assuring  Mr.  Smith  that  Mr.Erskioe 
had  no  graduate!   instructions,  he  says:    "'You 

*  are  already  acquainted  with  the  insiruciioQ 
^  given,  and  I  have  also  informed  you  it  was  the 

*  only  one  by  which  the  coodiiiuos  were  pre- 
'  scribed.  And  he  (Mi.  Erskine)  states  (bat  tbe 
^  terms  accepted  by  him,  which  are  different  from 

*  those  conditions,  were  substituted  by  you  ioheQ 

*  of  those  proposed  by  him."  Or,  in  other  word>: 
**You  are  acquainted  with  the  instructions  whicti 
were  given,  and  I  have  ioi'ormed  you  they  wer? 
the  only  instructions,  (not  that  you  know  tbe  fiet 
from  any  other  source.)  and  Mr.  Erskine  sialics. 
that  in  lieu  of  those  proposed  by  him,  you  sub>tr* 
tuted  those  actually  received,  which  are  different 
from  those  proposed  by  him." 

There  can  be  no  rational  construction  giren  ta 
this  letter  other  than  this ;  because,  to  make  Mr. 
Jackson  insinuate  that  Mr.  Smith  knew  the  coodi- 
tioDs  or  instructions  were  tbe  only  ones,  wheDiie 
says,  ^^1  have  had  the  honor  of  inibrmiog  you  that 
it  was  the  only  one  upon  which  the  conditionsoa 
which  he  was  to  conclude  were  prescribed,'^ (aotl 
these  are  the  exact  words.)  is  to  make  him  io».a* 
uate  that  which  is  contrary  to  his  expre^^el 
words.  And  his  observations  upon  Mr.  Smiib'i 
supposition,  that  there  were  graduated  condiiioos 
go  upon  the  same  ground  :  tnat  he  (Mr.  Jack^^oo] 
informed  him,  Mr.  Erskine  had  no  graduated  in- 
structions ;  not  that  Mr.  Smith  knew  the  fact  pr^ 
vious  to  the  information  he  himself  had  gir^Q 
him.  And  it  appears  that  the  conditions  are 
different  from  the  arrangement  made.  Sunij 
there  could  be  do  indecorum  in  insisting  on  this 
fact,  and  that  in  his  apprehension  it  was  suffi- 
cient justification  for  His  Majesty  to  disavow  ii>e 
authority  of  his  Minister  to  make  such  an  ar- 
ranffement.  It  is  also  to  be  con»idered  that  Mr. 
JacKson  had  been  thrown  into  this  correspondence 
much  against  bis  inclination.  He  expressed  bis 
dissatisfaction  at  having  been  deprived  of  tbe 
advantage  of  a  verbal  communication,  in  which 
Hny  misunderstanding  might  have  been  expUiuril 
with  mutual  candor.  But  of  all  th&se  opportuoi- 
lie^  he  bad  been  deprived,  and  of  necessity  drivea 
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inio  a  correspoadence  which  has  proved  so  ud- 
:onciliatory.  .  ' 

Mr.  JacksoD  i.o  alf^o  charged  in  the  resolution 
vith  repipatin^  his  insullini;  insinuations  in  his 
e\i^  of  the  4(h  of  November.  Let  us  now  see 
vhether  this  famous  resolurinn  from  the  Senate 
t  true  in  this  particular.  The  offensive  expres- 
iioosare  said  to  be  contained  in  page  70  of  the 
)rinted  documents.  I  will  give  the  meaning.  a5  I 
\?ve  before  shown  in  respect  to  the  other  letters. 
'When  there  is  do  freedom  of  communication 
)eiweeD  Ministers  there  can  be  little  useful  inter- 
lourse.  One  at  least  of  your  epithets  (irrelevant 
lod  improper  vf ere  the  epithets)  abridge  this  free- 
lotn.  You  may  show  by  argument  irrelevancy  ; 
lut  my  Sovereign  alone  must  judge  of  the  pro- 
irieiy  or  impropriety  of  my  allusions,  provided 
do  not  deviate  from  the  respect  due  to  your 
Jovernmenl." 

Mr.  Smith  had  used  these  epithets,  and  how  is 
t  possible  any  other  reply  could  have  been  given  ? 
/uuld  it  be  done  in  private  correspondence? 
certainly  it  could  not.  Prove  (if  you  please) 
rrelevancy  by  argument,  but  to  charge  me  with 
mproprieiy  is  for  my  Sovereign  alone,  provided 
show  no  clii^respect  to  your  Government.  And 
ow  can  gentlemen  say  that  this  is  not  correct  7 
le  admits  that  he  is  not  to  be  disrespectful  to 
ur  Government,  and  certainly  therel>y  implies 
is  intention  not  to  be  su ;  but  in  other  respects 
sserls  his  independence.  And  can  gentlemen  of 
andor  ^ay,  after  the  charge  made  against  him  by 
fr.  Smith,  there  was  any  impropriety  in  saying 
:?  or,ofrepellinga  charge  made  against  him  not 
1  its  nature  the  most  pleasant? 
Mr.  Jackson  proceeds:  *'  I  have  avoided  draw- 
ig  conciuKions  which  do  not  follow  the  premises 
dvanced  by  me."  Now,  what  were  the  prem- 
es  advanced  by  him,  and  what  were  the  con- 
tusions? These  were  the  premises:  "You  are 
?osibIe  the  conditions  shown  to  you  are  different 
'om  the  arrangement  made,  and  I  have  assured 
ou  that  the>e  were  the  jonly  conditions  upon 
'bich  Mr.  Erskine  was  authorized  to  make  an 
rrangement."  The  conclusion  was  this:  that 
le  American  Government  having  a  knowle<lsre 
^  these  facts,  would  not  be  surprised  that  His 
[ajesiy  had  disavowed  the  arrangement.  And, 
lys  Mr.  Jackson,  ^  far  be  it  from  me  (this  is  his 
leaning)  to  utter  an  insinuation  not  supported  by 
ct;  but  facts  such  as  I  know  I  must  adhere  to 
bcnever  the  good  faith  of  Hi«  Majesty's  Govern- 
ent  is  called  in  question."  Much  has  been  said 
|)on  this  part  of  the  correspondence,  and  gentle- 
en  have  imagined  they  have  perceived  a  reiter- 
ion  of  a  previous  insult;  but  except  there  had 
vn  a  previous  insult,  there  could  be  no  reitera- 
on  of  suchf  and  except  gentlemen  are  deter- 
ined  to  find  an  insult  in  the  correspondence, 
)ne  such  could  appear. 

Much  stress  has  been  laid  upon  these  words, 
east  of  all  should  I  think  of  uttering  an  insin- 
iiion  where  I  was  unable  to  substantiate  a  fact." 
bis  expression  was  merely  in  answer  to  a  charge 
Mr..  Smith  against  him  which  he  thought  un- 
eriied,  fur  he  does  not  appear  to  have  made 


any  insinuation,  and  meant  to  confine  himself  to 
a  proper  respect  for  our  Guvernment,  as  the  lan- 
guage of  ihia»  letter  purports.  And  in  this  way  has 
Mr.  Jackson  explained  himself  to  our  Govern- 
ment through  Mr.  Oakley.  These  are  his  words: 
**In  Mating  the>e  facts,  and  in  adhering  to  them, 

*  as  his  duly  imperiously  enjoined  him  to  do,  Mr. 

*  Jack>on  could  not  imagine  that  oiL^nce  would 

*  be  taken  at  it  by  the  American  Government,  ast 
^  most  certainly  none  could  be  intended  on  his 
^  part."  The  facts  he  mentions  as  being  stated 
(which  I  have  fully  descanted  upon)  were,  first, 
**ihat  the  three  conditions  forming  the  substance 
of  Mr.  Brskine's  original  instruction,  were  sub- 
mitted to  him  (Mr*  Smith)  by  that  gentleman. 
The  other,  viz:  that  tiiat  instruction  is  the  only 
one  in  which  the  conditions  were  prescribed  to 
Mr.  Erskine  dbc,  is  known  to  Mr.  Jackson  by 
the  instructions  which  he  has  himself  received. 
Mr.  Jacks»on  had  no  idea,  as  he  could  have  none, 
of  making  any  insinuation  or  slating  any  other 
fact;  and,  as  he  had  no  intention  of  giving  of- 
fence, was  undoubtedly  astonished  that  ofiience 
was  taken.  And  why  this  explanation, was  not 
received  is  not  for  me  to  say.  It  look's  a  little 
too  much  as  if  it  was  necessary  to  find  an  inauU 
at  all  events. 

I  have  thus  endeavored  to  inquire  into  the 
truth  of  the  propositions  contained  in  the  reao- 
lution,  and  to  show  the  rea.«ous  why  I  wish  an 
indtfioite  postponement.  Other  considerations 
of  great  importance  have  been  brought  into  view 
before  the  House  by  those  who  support  the  reso* 
lution,  and  much  learning  has  been  displayed  in 
this  discijssion.  I  do  not  say,  however,  that  much 
good  is  likely  to  result  from  discussing  the  reso- 
lution in  this  way.  The  arrangement  which  had 
taken  place  in  consequence  of  the  act  of  March 
last,  the  subsequent  disavowal  of  the  authority 
to  make  the  arrangement,  the  attack  on  the  frigate 

Chesapeake,anda  variety  of  other  grievances,  had 
all  been  descanted  and  enlarged  upon.  In  rela- 
tion to  these  subjects  I  will  offer  a  ftiw  observa- 
tions, and  first  of  all  will  state  as  briefly  as  pos- 
sible, in  the  way  of  narration,  the  circumstances 
which  led  to  the  arrangement  in  question. 

At  the  close  of  last  winter,  it  was  found  that 
commerce  was  totally  annihilated  by  the  pressure 
of  the  celebrated  embargo  laws — acts  which  wero 
at  that  lime  found  totally  insufficient  for  the 
purpose  for  which  they  were  intended.  It  was 
discovered  by  the  majority  to  be,  what  they  had 
been  told  long  before,  entirely  useless  as  a  mea* 
sure  of  coercion  against  foreign  nations  aud  ru- 
inous to  our  citizetis.  At  length  they  determined 
to  change  this  for  some  other  measure  of  coercion ; 
a  substiiuie  was  wanted.  Show  us  a  substitute, 
wasthecry;  and  the  non-intercourse  was  resolved 
upon.  Aud  the  minority,  ahhoDgh  they  anxiously 
strive  to  get  rid  of  the  coercive  measure  alto- 
gether, could  not  effect  it,  but  were  willing  to 
lend  their  aid  and  afiford  all  the  as^sistance  in  their 
power  to  free  the  people  from  as  much  of  the 
system  as  possible.  It  was  tuen  determined  to  re- 
peal the  embargo  and  pavs  ihe  non-intercourse 
act,  which  was  accordingly  done.    This  was  the 
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thing  that  would  bring  Great  Britain  to  oar  feet; 
it  would  starve  the  nation;  it  was  to  deprive 
them  of  getting  their  necessary  supplies  of  niate- 
rials  for  their  manufactures,  and  would  deprive 
manufacturers  of  the  means  of  subsistence,  or  the 
means  of  gaining  a  livelihood,  and  Would  excite 
insurrection  and  rebellion  among  the  people,  and 
compel  the  Government  to  submit.  But  we  are 
now  told  that  this  same  non  intercourse  act  is 
Vio  better  than  a  dead  letter.  It  is  known  lu  have 
no  coercive  effect  whatever;  the  authority  of 
Government  is  wholly  insufficient  to  enforce  it; 
whether  the  plan  was  a  wise  one  or  not,  must 
appear  by  the  sequel.  It  is  now  icnown  and  ac* 
kno wedged  to  be  in  effect  what  it  was  foretold 
it  would  be  by  those  who  opposed  its  passage. 
They  then  declared  it  would  not  operate  against 
Great  Britain  so  as  to  compel  her  to  do  anything 
she  did  not  choose  to  do,  neither  would  it  0|)erate 
with  severity  against  any  nation  except  our  own 
people;  that  these  restrictions  upon  commerce 
would-be  injurious  to  ourselves  alone.  It  will  be 
recollected  how  long  this  act  was  to  be  continued 
in  force 4  that  it  was  to  expire  at  the  end  of  the 
next  session  of  Congress,  which  was  the  last  Spring 
session;  and  in  case  Prance  or  Great  Britain 
•hould  resolve  to  modify  their  edicts,  so  that  they 
should  icease  to  violate  the  commerce  of  the  Uni- 
ted States,  the  President  was  authorized  to  de- 
clare it  by  proclamation,  after  which  the  trade 
suspended  by  that  act  and  the  embargo  acts  was 
to  be  renewed  with  the  nation  so  doing.  By  this 
act,  if  a  certain  occurrence  should  take  place,  the 
President  wa»  to  issue  his  proclamation  decla- 
ratory of  the  fact;  after  which  the  trade  was  to  be 
resumed.    This  was  the  law. 

I  could  wish,  Mr.  Speaker,  as  the  hour  is  late, 
the  House  would  consent  to  adjourn;  but,  other- 
wise, I  request  I  may  hav«  a  patient  hearing. 
The  business  we  are  discussing  is  of  importance, 
and  the  objection  to  the  motion  for  a  postpone- 
ment may  be  easily  answered.  At  all  events,  I 
have  a  right  to  offer  my  sentiments  freely  upon 
this  occasion ;  and  it  it  nothin]g  more  than  reason- 
able that  I  should  have  an  opportunity  by  daylight 
for  the  purpose.    But,  however,  I  will  proceed. 

The  trade  was  to  be  renewed  upon  a  certain 
event.  Did  that  event  happen?  The  fact  is  de- 
nied by  those  who  support  this  resolution,  and  it 
is  said  that  the  President  illegally  issued  his  proc- 
lamation of  the  19(h  of  April  last,  because  the 
event  had  not  happened  at  that  time,  and  that  the 
non-intercourse  is  supposed  to  be  still  in  force  as 
against  Great  Britain.  Let  us  consider  the  point. 
The  act  enacts  that  when  Great  Britain  shall  so 
revoke  or  modify  her  edicts,  that  they  shall  cease 
to  violate  our  neutral  commerce,  that  then  the 
President  shall  issue  his  proclamation.  Here,  of 
necessity,  a  discretionary  power,  or  at  least  a 
power  of  judging  without  appeal,  was  vested  in 
the  President.  What  was  m^ant  by  the  word 
edict?  The  word  is  not  technical,  either  in  this 
country,  in  England,  or  in  France.  The  Presi- 
dent must  therefore  decide,  and  he  did  decide, 
that  as  far  as  it  related  to  Great  Britain,  it  was 
the  Orders  in  Council  of  Nov^mber^  1807,  and 


of  January  fdlowiog ;  and  there  can  be  no  doobi 
that  the  idea  was  correct;  and  the  Berlin, Milan, 
and  Ba yon ne  decrees,  were  the  edicts  of  Fnoee 
intended  by  the  curious  act.     But  were  (hey  re- 
voked or   modified?    Here  the  same  power  of 
judging  was  given,  and  the  President,  by  his  proc- 
lamation, declared,  that  on  the  lOth  day  of  Jane 
next  ensuing,  the  Orders  in  Council  woald  hare 
been  withdrawn.   The  President  here  put  a  preily 
liberal  construction  upon  tbe  act,  but  1  will  not 
say  an  improper  construction,  for  tbe  law  of  ne- 
cessity made  him  the  sole  judge.    But  hariot 
exercised- his  judgment,  and  isbUed  his  proclama- 
tion, his  power  ceased,  or  was  completed,  and  lii! 
law  operated  to  renew  trade.    At  the  time  of  i^ 
suing  his  proclamation,  the  Orders  in  CoUDcilh&il 
been  withdrawn,  and  a  blockade  of  France  zui 
Holland  had  been  substituted;  but  this  was  oo( 
known,  and  could  not  have  been  the  cause  of  tk 
proclamation.    But  the  true  cause  and  foandaiio: 
was  this:  The  British  Minister,  Mr.  Er^kine.hsi 
Stated  to  oar  Government,  that  in  roosequeocec: 
the  equality  produced  by  the  non-intercourse a!t 
between  the  two  belligerents,  be  was  empovetr. 
to  offer  satisfaction  and  reparation  for  iheaffiii 
of  the  Chesapeake,  and  also  informed  the  Gor< 
em  men  t  that  His  Majesty  was  willtog  to  arii^- 
draw  his  Orders  in  Council,  in  the  persua^ios 
that  the  President  would  issue  a  proclamation  for 
the  renewal  of  intercourse  with  Great  Britiis. 
The  terms  were  accepted,  and  Mr.  Erskioe,  bf 
letter,  assures  the  President  that  he  was  aoiht^^ 
i/ed  10  declare  that  His  Majesty's  Orders  in  Goes* 
cil  of  Norember  and  January  will  hare  bm 
withdrawn  on  the  10th  day  of  June;  and,  iQ<^' 
sequence  of  this  assurance,  the  President  promi^^ 
to  isstfe  the  proclamation,  so  that  the  trade  sbcKik 
be  renewed,  and  the  proclamation  was  accord- 
ingly issued.    This  was  a  stipulation  or  agre^ 
ment  entered  into  by  the  American  Qovemmeat 
with  the  British  Minister.    It  was  an  arraogf- 
ment  of  something  to  be  done  by  one.  fo^50^u^ 
thing  which,  in  consequence  of  the  agreemenL 
was  to  be  done  by  the  other.    It  was  a  quid  pn? 
qito;  and  the  agreement,  in  fact,  was  this,  tbii lirt 
President  stipulated  that  he  would  issue  bis  proc- 
lamation, which  would  renew  the  intercourse. i|L 
consideration  of  the  other  stipulating,  in  bebai 
of  his  Government,  that  the  Orders  in  Coubw 
should,  on  the  10th  day  of  Ji^ne,  have  beep  witb* 
drawn.    If  this  were  not  the  case,  and  itvere 
not  a  mutual  agreement  for  a  mutual  purpose.}* 
would  seem  that  either  party  might  witbdra^ 
from  the  agreement  or  arrangement  at  pieporf. 
The  arguments  attempted  to  be  enforced  intW 
discussion,  that  although  full  powers  were  dk^ 
sary  for  the  affirmation  of  a  treaty,  they  wert 
not  necessary  for  making  this  arrangement,  woOiJ 
all  vanish  it  gentlemen  considered  the  subjer^ 
This  arrangement  might  becalled  a  pac(,coa)pi^ 
or  agreement,  and  being  a  public  engagement.!^ 
same  rules  are  applicable  as  applied  to  treatrf( 
and  no  rule  can  be  more  certain  than  this— tte? 
an  agreement  is  not  binding  upon  the  princif>- 
when  the  proxy  has  not  authority  to  roak^^'r 
and  a  Minister  could  no  more  enter  ioto  an  i^ 
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nngemeot  of  ibU  mailer,  wilhout  aatbority,  ihat 
would  bind  ihe  priacipal  or  soverei^Oi  tbao  he 
could  make  a  treaty  wilhout  authority.  There 
eao  be  do  didiinctioQ  between  ihe  cases,  either  iu 
the  laws  of  nations  or  nature.  And  it  is  not  now 
poDteoded  by  our  Government,  ibat  Mr.  Erskioe 
bad  authority,  but  i(  ibey  do  contend  thai  be  t^ad 
luch  power,  the  burden  necessarily  rests  upon 
ll^em  to  prove  it.  But  be  assured  the  Govern- 
nent  that  be  was  authorized,  and  they  louk  hi9 
vord  for  it.  There  are  different  ways  whereby 
u  agent  could  derive  power  from  his  principal  | 
by  a  full  power,  as  it  is  called,  which  is  a  general 
[K)wer.  But,  in  this  case,  treaties  or  stipu.aiioos 
catered  into  are  not  binding  until  a  subsequent 
ratification  of  the  principal ;  bi^t  agreements  may 
^  made  to  take  effect  immediately,  provided 
loibority  is  given  for  the  purpose^  and  this  may 
k  done  by  special  power,  or  by  instructions,  or 
)rder8,  for  that  purpose;  and  the  usual  uay  is  by 
particular  instructions,  as  to  any  specific  object. 
[q  this  manner — thai  is,  by  instructions — the 
power  or  authority  of  the  principal  is  as  much 
Idegated  as  by  a  particular  power.  But^  in  all 
:ases,  the  power  must  be  strictly  pursued,  and  ihe 
lawof  nations  is  in  conformity  with  reason  and 
soinmon  sense — thai  the  Minister  must  not  devi- 
ite  from  his  instructions  or  authority. 

Books  of  authority  have  been  iAlroduc^d  to 
prove  that  a  Minister  is  under  no  obligation  to 
(how  bis  instructions,  as  was  the  case  of  Queen 
Ellizabelh's  Ambassador,  sent  to  Scotland  with 
nders  to  have  the  Duke  of  Lennox  removed  from 
ibout  the  person  of  the  youog  King,  James. 
There  can  be  no  doubt  of  the  propriety  of  tbia 
principle,  but  tben  a  Government  is  under  no 
)biigaiion  to  enter  into  any  agreement  wtlb  the 
liioister  in  behalf  of  his  Government,  without 
le  produces  bis  authority,  whether  by  powers,  or 
ss(ructions,  or  tellers;  and  the  Grovernment  can- 
lot,  with  safety,  treat  with  him  until  he  producea 
)ii$  authority;  and,  certainly,  the  Goveromeni  is 
loder  no  obligation  to  take  his  word  for  it,  or 
nust  do  it  at  their  peril.  The  gentleman  wbp 
asi  spoke  (Mr.  Alston)  has  urged,  as  an  objec- 
ioD  to  the  demand  of  the  Minister's  instructions, 
bat  it  might  be  the  means  of  breajting  off  aq 
mportant  negotiation.  Tne  genlleipan  added, 
iiat  if  the  President  had  refused  to  treat  with 
iir.  Er^kine  on  this  ground,  (thai  is,  not  pro- 
luciog  authority.)  there  would  have  been  a  great 
ilarnor  and  outcry  against  him  by  the  opposers 
)f  the  resolution,  ang^  those  who  accorded  with 
hein  in  sentiment.  This  was  sporting  with  the 
eelings  of  those  who  did  not  happen  to  think 
vith  the  majority,  and  the  remark  has  been  made 
tbout  the  obstinately  blind,  who  wouild  not  see; 
>ut  a  man  must  be  blind,  indeed,  not  to  perceive 
be  fallacy  of  this  argument.  A  man  must  be 
4apid,  indeed,  worse  iban  blind,  to  UaQie  the 
President  for  not  entering  into  an  arrangement  of 
ibis  nature  with  a  British  Minister  who  would 
lot  produce  his  authority. 

But  the  books  produced  most  certainly  show 
vhat  the  law  of  nations  is  upon  iba  subjecf|  and 
I  has  been  considered  and  decided  upon  by  pur 


own  Giivernmenl.  I  will  here  make  an  observa- 
tion, which  I  wish  gentlemen  8eriuu>Iy  to  con- 
sider. When  gentlemen  who  support  tne  resolu* 
lion  go  further  than  the  minority,  aud  say  that 
our  Cabinet  did  not  understaiid  this  subject,  in 
what  light  would  ihcy  wish  to  hold  tliem  up  to 
view  ?  Thai  tbey  do  not  understand  the  differ- 
ence between  full  powers,  or  particular  instruc- 
tions, and  mere  letters  of  credence  ?  For  my  own 
part,  1  should  feel  more  of  ihe  esprit  Uu  coi-ps 
than  acknowledge  that  our  Cabinet  were  below 
any  statesmen  in  diplomatic  knowledge,  or  had 
lebs  of  diplomatic  skill  than  Talleyrand  himstli^ 
or  any  of  the  Cabinet  of  the  Great  Nation. 

The  authority  of  a  public  Minister  is  lika 
that  of  all  other  agents,  derivative;  consequently 
he  can  possess  no  more  power  than  is  given  to 
him.  A  letter  of  credence  is  an  instrument  that 
establishes  the  grade  and  character  of  the  Minis- 
ter, and  entitles  bim  to  all  the  privileges  and  in- 
violability of  a  Minister  of  that  grade.  He  can 
be  received  only  in  the  quality  given  him  by  his 
credentials.  But  it  requires  a  full  power  even  to 
negotiate  and  form  a  treaty  which  is  afterwards 
to  oe  ratified  by  the  ^oveteign,  and,  much  more 
so,  every  particular  authority,  to  bind  the  Sover« 
eign  without  his  subsequent  rali^caiion.  It  re- 
quires but  the  application  of  a  man's  reason,  and 
a  little  common  sense,  perfectly  to  comprehend 
this;  and  a  gentleman  would  find  difficulty  in 
completely  ju:»tifyiDg  Government  upon  such  a 
principle,  viz:  in  treating  with  a  Minister  not 
having  authority.  Indeed,  it  seems  heretofore  to 
bave  been  considered  the  duty  of  the  Guvern- 
menl  previouslv  to  know  whether  the  agent  pos- 
sessed the  authority  of  his  .principal,  and  ibis 
seems  fully  proved  by  the  cases  which  have  been 
cited  and  read.  But  I  think  thai  gentlemen  will 
not  insist  upon  a  contrary  doctrine. 

But  let  us  pursue  the  course  of  events.  The 
President,  on  the  23d  of  May  last,  sent  his  Message 
to  Congress  informing  them  that  the  British  Gov- 
ernment had  transmitted  to  their  Legation  here 
provisional  instructions  not  only  to  oner  salislac- 
lipn  for  the  attack  on  the  Chesapeake,  but  to  make 
known  His  Britannic  Majesty's  determination  to 
send  a,n  Envoy,  with  povyers  to  conclude  a  treaty ; 
I  wish  to  emphasize  these  words,  "  with  power  to 
conclude  a  treaty ;"  in  the  meantime  to  sjgnjfv 
his  willingness  to  withdraw  bis  Orders  in  Council, 
in  the  persuasion  that  the  intercourse  would  be 
renewed,  d&c. 

It  seems  that  the  President  did  not  entertain 
an  idea*  that  the  teller  of  credence  did  not  ^ive 
this  anthoriiy.  From  the  documents  at  that  time 
submitted  to  Congress  by  the  President,  the  man- 
ner of  the  negotiation  appears,  and  the  result  was 
the  arrangement  so  much  spoken  of.  And  the 
amount  of  it  as  respects  the  powers  of  Mr.  firs- 
kine  appears  to  be  this;  that  Mr.  Erskiue  (mis- 
taking bis  authority)  assured  our  Government 
that  he  was  authorized  by  His  Majesty  to  make 
the  arrangement,  and  the  President  accepted  his 
assurances  in  lieu  of  the  exbilHiion  of  his  instruc- 
tions, .except  the  three  conditions,  which  were 
deemed  inadmissible,  and  those  comprised  in  the 
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arrangement  were  adopted.  It  is  not  our  pres- 
sent  purpoiie  to  inquire  whether  this  proceeding 
was  or  was  not  correct--  It  will  ever  be  a  subject 
upon  which  people  will  fully  descant.  We  can- 
not huppose  the  President  would  enter  into  a  ne- 
gotiation ofsu  singular  a  nature  without  believing 
Mr.  Erskine  to  have  been  authorized.  He  intended 
to  do  all  the  good  he  could  for  his  country  ;  he 
therefore  entered  into  the  agreement,  knowing 
that  it  would  relieve  the  people  from  the  burdens 
occasioned  by  the  non-iniercuurse,  and  believing 
it  would  be  acceptable  to  Great  Britain.  The  ex- 
pectation of  the  President  must  have  been  that 
the  arrangement  would  have  been  adhered  to,  and 
this  1  am  constrained  to  approve  from  weighty 
consideration!*,  though  not  such  as  have  been  ad- 
vocated by  the  gentleman  from  MissisMnpi  Ter- 
ritory,  in  discharging  the  detached  militia  and 
laying  up  the  gunbuats.  The  first  of  these  objects 
was  burdensome  to  the  people,  without  the  pros- 
pect of  public  benefit }  the  other,  a  bill  subject  to 
ridicule,  and  nothing  belter.  But  the  President 
must  have  believed  that  the  arrangement  would 
have  been  adhered  to,  otherwise  he  could  not  have 
entered  into  it  to  send  forih  our  whole  commerce 
into  the  claws  of  certain  destruction,  for  he  must 
have  known  they  would  have  fallen  a  prey  to  the 
British  cruisers  in  going  to  Holland  if  the  Orders 
in  Council  were  not  revuked,  and  the  consequence 
of  such  a  loss  of  property  to  our  citizen^  is  im- 
possible for  me  to  de.scribi*.  But  such  captures  of 
our  vessels  and  merchandise  did  not  rake  place, 
notwithstanding  the  disavowal,  and  this  atfords 
some  proof  at  least  that  the  disposition  of  Great 
Britain  was  not  so  hostile  to  this  country  as  has 
been  so  much  insisted  upon.  It  is  a  fact  worthy 
of  consideraiiun ;  and  when  so  much  has  been 
said  of  the  hostility  of  Great  Britain  towards  this 
country,  a  view  ought  lo  be  taken  of  the  whole 
case.  The  arrangement  concluded  was  indeed 
disavowed,  but  orders  were  issued  to  prevent  any 
injury  arising  lo  our  citizens  in  consequence  of 
the  disavowal,  and  not  a  single  capture,  as  [  learn, 
has  been  made,  except  one  or  two  vessels  lately 
carried  into  Halifax  and  condemned  on  a  miscon- 
atruction  of  the  orders  of  repeal  and  fur  blockading 
the  ports  of  France  and  Holland.  But  I  doubt  not 
the  property  will  be  restored. 

I  must  again  express  my  deep  regret  at  the 
ereat  impatience  of  gentlemen,  inasmuch  as  the 
House  will  not  consent  to  an  adjournment.  In- 
deed, I  have  no  desire  to  speak  out  the  old  year 
and  speak  in  the  new,  but  I  am  extremely  ^nxious 
for  an  opportunity  of  freely  delivering  my  sen- 
timents without  interruption  upon  so  important  a 
question,  and  of  addressmg  my  arguments  to  gen- 
tlemen capable  and  willing  to  give  me  a  patient 
bearing. 

1  have  been  attempting  to  show  the  reasons 
which  induced  me  to  believe  that  the  President 
of  the  United  Slates,  when  he  entered  into  the 
arrangement  with  Mr.  Erskine,  did  nut  apprehend 
it  would  have  been  disavowed  by  the  British  Gov- 
ernment, and  (as  I  have  before  meniioned)  fur 
reasons  very  different  from  those  assigned  by  the 
l^entleman  from  the  Mississippi  Terntorf.    But 


I  agree  with  that  gentleman  that  if  the  Presidfot 
knowingly  exposed  our  whole  commerce  lo  the 
certain  capture  of  our  property,  it  would  almost 
have  occahioned  a  civil  war,  ur,  at  least,  a  war 
with  the  nation  so  capturing  our  property.  Aod 
here  I  would  ask  that  gentleman  to  consider,  if 
Gpeat  Britain  had  been  desirous  of  a  war  wiiii 
this  country,  whether  an  occasion  could  bare 
presented  iiself  more  favorable  to  their  wi>h1 
Could  they  ever  have  abetter  chaoce  of  a  foil 
sweep  at  our  commerce,  this  too,  at  a  momeot 
when  they  could  with  so  much  plausibility  bin 
shifted  the  odium  of  the  transaction  from  their 
own  Government  to  that  of  the  United  Statesi 
And  might  they  notj  with  some  appearaDceofirmh, 
have  said  to  our  citizens,  if  you  have  Ijst  yoyt 
property  from  not  understanding  your  true  siio- 
aiion,  you  must  lay  the  blame  upon  your  ota 
Government,  which,  in  the  face  of  the  posiiire 
instructions  of  our  Minister,  ha^  concluded  ao  ar- 
rangement which  has  thus  subjected  the  wbole 
of  your  property  to  capture?  1  put  thequestiot 
thus  hypoihetically  for  the  consideration  of  geo- 
tlemen. 

The  question  would  here  return,  if  the  mint- 
lions  of  Mr.  E^^kine  did  not  authorize  faim  lo 
make  the  arrangement,  could  his  GuvernmPDtbe 
bound  to  avow  it?  lam  willing  to  say  ihaiil 
was  impolitic  in  Great  Britain  to  disavow  tbi^ act 
rjf  her  Minister,  but  I  do  nut  agree  to  the  truth  of 
the  charge  alleged  against  her  of  perfidy  in  i^^ 
transacton.  This  has  been  ray  opinion  irom  ti^c 
beginning,  in  relation  to  this  part  of  the  ^ubj«l: 
that  although  I  believed  the  Minister  of  Greet 
Britain  was  not  authorized  to  make  the  arraoge- 
ment,  and  consequently  that  the  Guvernmeot  was 
not  bound  by  direct  moral  obligation  to  C4rry  it 
into  effect,  yet  I  mi^t  still  maintain  it  would  bare 
been  good  policy  for  her  to  have  ratified  ilie 
agreement ;  and  no  one  has  felt  more  disapitoioie^ 
and  vexed  at  her  not  doing  so.  It  cojid  nut  be 
either  just  or  proper  to  charge  a  nation  or  Gj'- 
ernment  with  perfidy  in  not  having  avowed  in 
act  which  they  had  not  authorized  to  bedoae; 
and  I  cannot  brin^  myself  to  believe  that  the  ^^ 
iterated  charge  of  deception  and  bad  faith  is  well 
founded.  Therefore,  although  I  may  coodeiaa 
the  policy,  I  cannot  denounce  the  principle.  6a(, 
sir,  although  I  mish,  with  as  much  sinceritpi 
any  man,  that  this  celebrated  arrangemeot  bad 
been  acquiesced  in  bv  Great  Britain,  and  oo^ 
condemn  her  policy  tor  not  doing  so,  it  bpo 
means  fJlows  that  I  must  consent  to  adopt  ibe 
resolution  before  the  House.  This  perhaps  closa 
the  door  to  all  further  negotiation.  What  is  the 
vast  importance  of  the  act  to  be  done,  that  we 
must  stretch  our  consciences  and  the  sacred  troihl 
That  we  must  assert  our  belief  in  certain  posi- 
tions which  we  cannot  believe,  for  the  purpose  oi 
providing  against  something  which  might  po^* 
sibly  take  place?  To  this  I  cannot  consent.  1 
nmjealoinof  the  resolution  on  many  accouDts* 
I  fear  it  majr  produce  war.  1  believe  it  was  in- 
tended 10  bring  about  that  event.  I  would  noj 
accu<«e  any  gentleman  with  intentions  they  did 
not  profess,  butsuch  is  my  information  that  1  dooot 


1085 


HISTORY  OF  CONGRESS. 


lose 


(anuary,  1810. 


Conduct  of  the  British  Minister. 


H.opR. 


-  r« 


>elieve  it  will  be  contnidicted.  If  war  is  wished 
brand  intended,  I  believe  it  may  be  produced  by 
;uch  resolutions.  I  view  these  in  the  nature  of  a 
nenace.  It  contains  a  pledge  to  stand  by  the 
jovernmpnt  inanyconsi^quence  which  may  ensue 
rom  the  dismissal  of  the  British  Minister.  Why 
s  it  necessary  for  Congress  to  pledge  itself  to 
itand  by  the  Executive  in  their  refusal  to  receive 
my  furiher  communications  from  Mr  Jackson  ? 
purely,  gentlemen  did  not  mean  that  the  walls  of 
hepalac^were  insufficient  to  resist  the  attack  of  a 
ingle  individual  ?  It  could  not  be  supposed  ne- 
eusary  to  call  out  the  whole  force  of  the  nation 
0  surround  the  President's  house  to  keep  out  an 
nsolent  foreign  Minister.  No.  sir,  it  must  be  un- 
lerstood  as  it  is;  a  menace  to  his  Government  if 
h(7  should  take  upon  themselves  the  liberty  of 
ounteoancing  the  conduct  of  their  Minister. 
Vhat  effect  would  a  thing  of  this  nature  produce 
oining  from  the  Sovereign  of  one  country  to  that 
f  another?  Certainly  not  the  most  conciliatory. 
Che  British  Government  understands  our  Consti* 
Qiion  as  well  as  we  do  ourselves,  and  that  the 
^resident  is  not  the  sovereign  of  this  country, 
hhough  he  is  .nuprenM  executive  magistrate,  but 
bat  the  sovereign  power  is  vested  in  Congress. 
["he  President  is  empowered  in  certain  cases  to 
xecate  the  laws,  to  appoint  public  Ministers,  to 
pceive  and  accredit  Ambassadors,  and  to  make 
reaiies,  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Sen- 
te.  Yet  the  power  of  making  war  and  peace, 
lie  intrinsic  principles  of  sovereignty,  being  solely 
esied  in  Congress,  they  were  now,  as  the  sov- 
reign  of  the  country,  aliout  to  issue  something  so 
sceediogly  like  a  menace,  there  would  be  much 
ifficulty  iu  making  the  discrimination. 
This  resolution,  if  passed,  must  be  sent  to  the 
'resident  for  his  approbation  or  rejection.  It 
rould  rather  be  a  laujshable  situation  in  which 
e  would  be  placed  of  beinjr  under  the  necessity 
f  either  condemning  or  praising  his  own  con* 
uct.  This  at  first  view  appears  rather  ridicu* 
HJs,  but  upon  a  more  minute  conKideraiion  it 
rould  have  a  more  serious  aspect.  If  the  Presi- 
em  should  approve  the  resolution,  and  give  it  his 
icial  sanction,  it  would  be  a  kind  of  Consjitu- 
ooal  declaration  of  war.  The  sovereign  power 
fibe  country  would,  in  effect, say  to  the  British 
luveroment:  You  must  submit  and  consent  to 
?call  Mr.  Jackson,  as  the  Executive  has  de- 
landed,  or  we  pledge  ourselves  to  call  out  the 
hule  power  of  thei^nation  against  you.  I  a^k 
eoilemea  candidly  to  consider  whether  therti  is 
i>(  some  danjuer,  some  probability  that  Great 
ritain  will  view  it  in  this  light?  And  I  would 
irther  ask,  does  this  resolution  agree  with  the 
Hrit  of  the  President's  Mes.Hage  to  Congress,  or 
iih  his  instructions  to  our  Minister  to  request 
le  recall  of  Mr.  Jcickson.  Has  he  not  asserted 
is  willingness' to  receive  communications  from 
le  Government  of  that  country  through  any 
her  functionary,  professing  at  the  same  time 
le  greatest  solicitude  for  a  friendly  uuderstand- 
g  with  the  Government?  If.  then,  this  idle 
solution  should  throw  fresh  difljculties  (already 
o  numerous)  ia  the  way  of  oegotiation,  and  a 


good  understanding  with  that  Power,  why  ^hall  it 
be  persisted  in  ?  Why  will  you  proceed  to  make 
that  worse  which  is  already  bad  enough? 

But  many  gentlemen  who  have  expressed  their 
disapprobation  of  the  introduction  of  this  resolu- 
tion,  say,  as  it  has  been  iniroduced,  except  we 
pass  it,  we  shall  manifest  to  foreign  nations  that 
we  are  a  divided  people.  This,  sir,  is  a  false  con- 
clusion. If  the  resolution  should  not  be  acted  on, 
it  would  be  the  same  as'if  it  had  not  been  intro« 
duced.  And  here  results  the  benefit  of  indefinite 
postponement. 

The  only  course  of  reasoning  upon  this  sub- 
ject must  lead  us  to  these  inquiries:  Does  the 
thing  comport  with  truth  ?  fur.  if  it  be  wrong, 
and  useless  in  itself,  no  motives  ought  to  induce 
us  to  pass  it;  no  extraneous  considerations  of  this 
kind  ought  to  find  their  way  into  the  discussion. 
Our  good  sense  would  direct  the  proper  inquiries 
to  the  merits  of  the  resolution  itself,  and  as  the 
truth  was  found,  so  ought  the  discussion  tube, 
without  regard  to  any  other  motives.  Is  it  so 
necessary  to  hold  up  to  foreign  nations  that  we 
are  not  a  divided  people?  It  this  is  so  important 
a  consideration,  the  sooner  we  lay  aside  the  dis- 
cus>ing  or  agitating  of  ihis  resolution  the  nigher 
we  must  be  to  effectuating  the  object. 

I  do  sincerely  wish  to  obtain  an  indefinite  post- 
ponement of  this  ill-devised  resolution ;  and  fur  that 
purpose  I  have  been  so  anxious  for  an  adjourn- 
ment, that  I  might  have  an  opportunity  of  fully 
delivering  my  sentiments  at  a  time  when  gentle- 
men would  be  candidly  disposed  to  a  partial  hear- 
ing, and  I  should  not  be  troubled  with  such  fre- 
quent interruptions.  I  entreat  gentlemen  to  con- 
sider that  this  has  not  been  a  contest  to  gain  time, 
and  it  must  be  quite  immaterial  to  gentlemen  whe- 
ther the  resolution  should  be  passed  to-day%r  to- 
morrow, or  a  month  heoce;  but  that  it  should 
be  perfectly  understood,  with  all  its  bearings  and 
consequences,  is  all-important  for  the  good  oi  the 
people. 

Many  arguments  in  addition  to  those  offered 
might  be  urged  for  the  postponement;  but  at 
lea^t  I  hope  senilemen  will  give  me  a  patient 
hearing  while  I  briefiy  review  those  already 
advanced. 

1  have  endeavored  to  show  its  tendency  to  pro- 
duce war,  and  that  I  believe  this  was  orisinallr 
the  intention  of  those  who  produced  it.  Indeed, 
I  have  heard  this  assertion  directly  made  without 
cbntradiction.  I  have  also  endeavored  to  show 
that  the  resolution  was  not  calculated  to  produce 
union  among  the  people,  but  would  have  a  di- 
rect contrary  tendency  ;  and  that  it  was  an  un- 
constitutional interference  with  the  Executive 
power  by  the  Legislature,  which  the  people  in- 
tended should  be  kept  distinct.  It  goes  to  es- 
tablish a  principle  or  precedent,  that  the  two 
branches  of  the  Legislature  may  give  an  extra- 
judicial opinion  upon  a  case  which  may  after- 
wards be  broughr  befarethem  in  a  Constituiional 
way  ;  for  a  case  may  happen  in  which  the  Execu- 
tive might  be  impeached,  for  a  transaction  of 
this  nature ;  and  although  the  trial  is  not  to  be 
had  before  the  House,  yet  we  are  to  give  a  sane- 
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tjon  to  the  UDCOOstitutioDal  principle  that  the 
court  before  whom  the  trial  is  to  be  may  prejudge 
the  cause.  Bui  ia  my  opinioa  it  is  equally  im- 
proper in  us  to  pledgo  ourselves  in  this  way.  We 
are  the  grand  inquesit  of  the  nation  as  to  subjects 
of  this  nature,  and  by  tije  Constitution  it  ia  our 
doty  10  inquiie  mio  the  ofience  and  prosecute  be- 
fore fienteiice.  To  roe,  therefore,  there  is  the  ut- 
most impropriety  in  the  course  we  are  now  pur- 
suing. 1  do  not  underlfike  to  say  that  in  the 
present  case  there  is  any  corrupting  conduct, 
which  alone  is  the  foundation  of  impeachment ; 
h|it  1  contend  for  the  principle,  which  is  a  most 
importapt  one,  and  a  violation  of  it  leads  to  the 
destruction  of  the  Constitution,  and  consequently 
of  civil  liberty,  and  no  man  can  see  the  extent  of 
such  approbatory  resolutions. 

I  ask  gentlemen  to  consider  whether  the  Ex- 
ecutive has  not  taken  pretty  extensive  latiiude  in 
construingthe  non-intercourse  laws?  Letus sup- 
pose this  case  to  be  (which  we  do  not  in  fact 
believe  it  to  be.  but  still  it  is  possible,)  that 
the  arrangement  had  been  made  with  a  corrupt 
intention  of  givin|[  irrevocable  and  irreparable 
advantage  to  a  foreign  nation ;  and  suppose  our 
citizens  bad  sustained  great  losses  in  consequence 
and  the  public  character  injured — and  although 
this  does  not  appear  and  no  one  has  any  belief  in 
the  fact,  still  it  is  possible  it  may  exist,  and  there- 
fore it  is  possible  that  the  interposition  of  Con- 
gress may  be  necessary  hereafter;  and  we  are 
about  prejudging  the  case, and,  as  it  were,giving 
an  exira-judicialopinion. 

1  have  also  endeavored  to  show  that  there  was 
DO  truth  or  foundation  in  what  has  been  alleged 
for  fact  for  the  support  of  the  resolution,  and  this 
is  my  firm  belief.  It  must  be  a  very  extraordi- 
nary ^ase  to  induce  the  adoption  of  a  resolution 
when  the  premises  are  not  suppoited  by  fact. 

As  to  the  powers  of  Mr.  Erbkine,  or  the  ques- 
tion upon  this  head,  1  will  not  repeat  what  I  nave 
already  said,  but  I  will  ask  gentlemen  attentively 
to  consider  whether  they  were  supporting  the 
dignity  of  their  own  Government  in  the  course 
they  were  pursuing?  This  subject  will  be  can- 
vas«»ed  by  the  whole  Diplomatic  Corps  through- 
out the  civilized  world.  In  every  country  where 
there  is  printed  a  gazette  or  newspaper  of  any 
kind,  this  affair  will  be  discussed.  Is  it  the  wish 
of  the  friends  of  the  Executive  to  hold  up  to  the 
view  of  foreign  nations  the  incompetency  of  their 
own  Cabinet  or  ignorance  of  the  laws  pertaining 
to  diplomacy  ?  Was  it  not  infinitely  more  for  the 
honor  of  the  Cabinet  to  allow  that  they  supposed 
Mr.  Erskine  had  competent  authority  and  took 
his  word  for  it,  than  that  they  did  not  understand 
what  was  requisite,  to  give  a  Minister  authority  to 
conclude  an  agreement  of  this  nature;  and  thai 
it  was  not  an  arrangement  they  entered  into  with 
the  Minister  knowing  him  to  be  without  author- 
ity, but  that  the  Minister,  misconceiving  his  in- 
structions, had  misled  them;  and  that  the  object 
of  the  Pre.Nident  was  to  get  rid  of  the  non  inter- 
course which  imposed  buch  heavy  restrictions 
upon  our  own  commerce  and  injured  no  one  but 
our  owa  people,  aud  that  these  considerations 


caused  him  to  overlook  what  ooght  to  have  bern 
attended  to?  This  appears  to  me  the  most  faTor- 
able  point  of  view  iu  wbicb  the  whole  subject 
can  be  placed. 

No  one  can  more  deeply  reeret  than  I  did  tb« 
unfortunate  siiuation  oi  Mr.  Brskioe;  aod  if  it 
were  necessary  I  would  go  as  far  as  tbegeoileoHa 
from  Virginia  (Mr.  Eppbs)  had  done  the  other 
day  in  his  exculpation.  1  never  knew  a  more 
anxious  man  or  one  more  desirous  of  preserviD* 
the  peace  between  our  respective  countries,  or 
who  appeared  more  sincerely  to  have  the  booor 
of  his  king  and  country  at  heart ;  and  it  is  eviJvot 
to  me  that  bis  mistake  proceeded  from  bisgrnt 
zeal  aod  anxiety,  and  that  his  error  wascertaiuif 
not  that  of  the  heart.  At  the  same  time  I  canoot 
say  that  Great  Britain  has  acted  perfidiou>l]r- 
very  far  from  it.  The  nation  that  makes  a  treaty 
and  wholly  disregards  it,  is  justly  entitled  to  op- 
probrium. 

It  is  a  cireumataoce  maeli  to  be  lamented  tbit 
certain  offensive  expressions  should  havelbuBJ 
their  way  into  the  correspondeDce  of  Mr.  £r»kioe, 
as  coming  from  our  Government.  At  the  time 
when  I  first  read  the  letters,  the  thjng  struck  mt 
disagreeably,  but  1  hoped  aod  expected  it  wooii 
have  been  overlooked.  And  I  thiak  I  cao  see 
something  of  the  same  nature  pervading  the  wbole 
correspondence  with  Mr.  Jackson — something  not 
of  the  most  cooc  ilia  tor  y  kind.  Should  the  fint 
letter  of  Mr.  Smith  have  been  presented  lome 
at  the  time,  I  think  I  should  have  prooouoced  that 
the  negotiaiioQ  would  have  ended  in  an  opei 
rupture.  When  people  meet  to  negoiiate  where 
is  the  necessity  of  this  aOHterity  or  uogracioos 
manner  of  coaversatioo  ?  What  otberwi>e  couU 
have  been  expected  than  a  similar  return? 

Hario^  made  these  observalioas,  I  will  coflclo^ 
with  say  tug  I  most  ardently  wish  ao  end  may  be 
pat  to  this  business  by  the  motaoD  prevailtog.  b 
will  save  much  oootroversy  ia  ihe  newspaper'} 
io  State  Legislatures,  and  disanion  and  strife 
among  the  people,  aa  well  as  the  oatiooal  eriUio 
which  they  may  unfortunately  ezpa^e  as'^d 
with  these  views  I  submit  the  question  tothede- 
cistofi  of  the  House. 

When  Mr.  Livgrmobd  concluded,  (balfia^ 
six,)  the  motion  for  indefinite  posiponeineotwu 
negatived— yeas  44^  nays  73,  aa  follows: 

Ts  AS— -Daniel  BIsisdell,  James  Breckenridge;,  Joba 
CamphelMohn  C.  Chamberlsin,  Wiliiam  Cbamberlia. 
Epauhroditus  Champion,  MsiCn  Chittenden,  Sur^ 
W.  Dans.  John  DsTenport,  jon.,  William  Ely.  Jio« 
Emott,  Bsrent  Gaidenier,  Thomas  R.  Gold,  Wiiiiaa 
Hale,  Nathaniel  A.  Haven,  Jonathan  H.  Hiil|tai 
Richard  Jackson,  jr.,  Herman  Koickcibacker,  Joicfkj 
Lewis,  jr.,  Edwsni  St.  Los  Livermore,  Robert  U  K<7 
LiTingston,  Nathaniel  Maeon,  Vincent  Matthews,  A^ 
chibald  McBiyde,  Jonathan  O.Moaelj,  Joseph  PctM 
Benjamin  Pickman,  jr.,  Timothy  Pitkin,  jr.,  EUifaa  ^ 
Potter,  Josiah  Qaincy,  Samuel  Smith,  Richard  Sui- 
ford,  John  Stanley,  WUliam  Sledman,  James  Su^ 
son,  Lewis  B.  Stuiges,  Jscoh  Swoops,  Samuel  f  aggii^ 
Benjamin  TaUmadge,  Jabea  Upham,  KiUiao  K.  Vii 
Ronsselser,  Laban  Whsaton,  Eaekiel  Wkitmao,  tf^ 
James  Wilson* 
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Nati — LemtMl  J.  Aliton,  Willis  Alston,  jr.,  Wil- 
iam  Andenon,  Eznkiel  Bacon,  David  Bard,  B Orwell 
Bssselt,  William  W.  Bibb,  Adam  Bojd,  John  Brown, 
i^'iliiam  A.  Bnrwell,  William  Batlar,  Joseph  Calhoan, 
tfstthew  Clay,  Howell  Cobb,  Jamea  Coebran,  James 
^01,  William  Crawford,  Kichard  Cutts,  John  Daw- 
lOD,  Joseph  Desha,  John  W.  Eppes,  William  Findley, 
fonatban  Fisk,  Meshack  Franklin,  Banillai  Gannett, 
jideon  Gardner,  Thomas  Gholson,  jr.,  Peterson  Good- 
ryo,  Daniel  Hoister,  Wm.  Helms,  Benjamin  Howard, 
acob  Huily,  Robert  Jenkins,  Richard  M.  Johnson, 
Phos.  Kenan,  William  Kennedy,  John  Love,  Aaron 
jjle,  Robert  Marion,  Samuel  McKee,  Alexander 
ifcKim,  Pleasant  M.  Miller,  William  Milnor,  John 
fontgomery,  Nicholas  R.' Moore,  Jeremiah  Morrow, 
rbomas  liewbold,  Thomas  Newton,  John  Nicholson, 
ohn  Porter,  Peter  B.  Porter,  John  Rea  of  Pennsyl- 
ania,  John  Rhea  of  Tennessee,  Matthias  Richards, 
ohn  Roane,  Erastus  Root,  John  Ross,  Ebenezer  8age, 
'homas  Sammons,  Ebenezer  BesTer,  Adam  Seybert, 
tamuel  Shaw,  Dennis  Smelt,  John  Smilie,  George 
Ifflith,  Henry  Southard,  John  Taylor,  John  Thompson, 
Iharles  Turner,  jr.,  Robert  Weakley,  Robert  White- 
ill,  and  Robert  Witherspoon* 


Wednesday,  January  3. 
Mr.  Morrow,  from  the  same  committee,  pre- 
ented  a  bill  supplementary  to  the  act,  entitled 
An  act  regulating  the  grants  of  land  appropri- 
ted  for  the  refugees  of  Canada  and  Nova  Scotia;" 
rbich  was  read  twice  and  committed  to  a  Com- 
liitee  of  the  Whole  on  Monday  next. 
Mr.  Rbea,  of  Tennessee,  presented  a  petition 
r  the  representatives  of  a  general  committee, 
liosen  by  the  inhabitants  of  the  Territory  of  Up- 
er  Louisiana,  praying  that  a  revision  of  the  land 
iws  of  the  United  States  for  the  Territory  afore- 
iid  may  be  made,  and  that  such  claims  as  shall 
[)pear  meritorious  and  just^  and  are  not  pro- 
ided  for  in  any  existing  law,  may  be  immedi- 
tely  confirmed. 

The  petition  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
le  Public  Lands. 

Mr.  Q,umcY  presented  a  petition  of  a  commit- 
e  appointed  by  the  manufacturers  of  paper  with- 
I  the   State  of  Massachusetts,  praying  that  an 
Iditional  duty  may4)e  laid  upon  paper  imported 
om  foreign  countries. — Referred  to  the  Com- 
littee  of  Commerce  and  Manufactures. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  McKiM, 
Resolved,  That  the  Committee  of  Commerce 
id  Manufactures  be  instructed  to  inquire  wbe- 
er  any,  and,  if  any,  what  further  provisions  are 
*cessary  more  effectually  to  secure  the  collec* 
)n  of  duties  imposed  by  law  on  imports;  and 
at  the  committee  have  leave  to  report  by  bill, 
otherwise. 
The  following  Message  was  received  from  the 

RESIDfiNT  OP  THE  UnITED  StATES  I 

?  the  Senate  and  House  of 

Reprtaentatives  of  the  United  States  .- 
The  act  authorizing  a  detachment  of  one  hundred 
ousand  men  from  the  militia,  will  expire  on  the  thir- 
•th  of  March  next.  Its  early  reviral  is  recommended, 
order  that  timely  steps  may  be  taken  for  arrange- 
fntfl  such  as  the  act  contemplated. 
Without  interfering  with  the  modifieatxoni  Tendered 
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necessary  by  the  defeeCa  or  the  ineffieaoy  of  the  lawa 
reatricttve  of  commerce  and  navigation,  or  with  the^ 
policy  of  disallowing  to  fbreign  armed  veasela  the  use 
of  our  waters,  it  falls  within  my  duty  to  recommend 
also,  that,  in  addition  to  the  precautionary  measure 
authorised  by  that  act,  and  to  the  regular  troops, 
for  completing  the  legal  establishment  of  which  en- 
listmentB  are  renewed,  every  necessaiy  provision  may 
be  made  for  a  volunteer  force  of  twenty  thousand 
men,  to  be  enlisted  for  a  short  period,  and  held  in  a 
state  of  organization  and  readiness  for  actual  service, 
at  the  shortest  warning. 

I  submit  to  the  contideration  of  Congress,  moreover, 
the  expediency  of  such  a  classification  and  organiza- 
tion of  the  miKtia  as  will  best  insure  prompt  and  suc- 
cessive aids  from  that  source  adequate  to  emergencies' 
which  may  call  for  them. 

It  will  rest  with  them  also  to  detetmine  how  far  fur- 
ther provision  may  be  expedient  for  putting  into  actual 
service,  if  neceaaary,  any  part  of  the  naval  armament 
not  now  employed. 

At  a  period  presenting  features  in  the  conduct  of 
foreign  Powers  towards  the  United  States  which  im- 
pose on  them  the  necessity  of  precautionary  measures 
involving  expense,  it  is  a  happy  consideration  that 
such  is  the  solid  state  of  the  public  credit,  that  reliance 
may  be  justly  placed  on  any  legal  provision  that  may 
be  made  for  resorting  to  it,  in  a  convenient  form,  and 
to  an  adequate  amount. 

JAMES  MADISON. 

Jakuabt  3,  1810. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Dawson,  so  nauch  of  the 
said  Message  as  relates  to  the  organization  and 
classification  of  the  militia,  was  referred  to  the 
committee,  appointed  on  the  first  ultimo,  on  the 
same  subject. 

So  much  of  the  said  Message  as  relates  to  rais* 
in^  a  volunteer  force,  was  referred  to  the  com- 
mittee'appointed,  on  the  said  first  ultimo,  on  the 
Military  Establishment  of  the  United  States. 

So  much  of  the  Message  aforesaid  as  relates  to 
the  "naval  armainent,"  was  referred  to  the  com- 
mittee appointed,  on  the  first  ultimo,  on  the  Naval 
Establishment  o^  the  United  States. 

So  much  of  the  said  Message  as  relates  to  the 
finances,  was  referred  to  the  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means. 

Mr.  WiTHBRSPOON  said  he  held  in  his  hand  the 
petition  of  James  Dennes,  a  disabled  man,  which 
he  begged  leave  to  present.  It  is  (said  he)  the 
claim  of  a  man  now  in  your  Navy  Yard,  who 
has  had  the  small  pox  in  the  natural  way,  which 
has  rendered  him  an  object  claiming  the  compas- 
sion and  aid  of  this  House ;  one  of  the  eyes  is  en- 
tirely out ;  the  vision  of  the  other  much  impaired, 
if  the  petition  is  received  and  referred,  I  will,  in- 
stead of  producing  documents  to  support  his  claim, 
present  his  mangled  and  pitiable  face  to  the  com- 
mittee.   The  petition  was  read  and  referred. 

TRADE  TO  THE  BALTIC. 

Mr.  BiJRWELL  said  that  he  had  given  to  the 
subject  of  our  foreign  relations  as  much  consider- 
ation as  he  was  capable  of  doing,  and  digested 
some  plan  which  appeared  to  him  best  adapted  to 
the  present  situation  of  the  country.  It  would  be 
recollected,  however,  that  they  had  seen  in  the 
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papers  that  France  either  had  blockaded  or  did 
eontemplate  the  blockade  of  all  the  ports  not  em- 
braced m  the  British  orders;  pd  they  had  seen 
in  the  papers  a  paragraph  intimating  that  a  pro- 
ject existed  to  close  the  northern  ports  against 
all  vessels  but  those  of  France.  He  conceived  it 
necessary  to  call  for  any  information  which  by 
possihiiity  might  be  in  possession  of  the  Execu- 
tive on  this  subject,  as  such  itiformation,  if  to  be 
obtained,  might  have  some  influence  upon  his 
mind  as  to  the  course  proper  to  be  pursued ;  and 
therefore  moved  the  following  resolution: 

Resolved,  That  the  President  of  the  United  States 
bo  requested  to  lay  before  this  House  any  information 
he  may  possess  relative  to  the  blockade  of  the  ports  of 
the  Baltic  by  France,  and  the  exclusion  of  neutral  ves- 
mIs  by  Russia,  Sweden,  and  Denmark. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to  without  opposition, 
and  Mr.  Burwell  and  Mr.  Gardner  appointed 
a  committee  to  wait  on  the  President  accordingly. 

CONDUCT  OF  THE  BRITISH  MINISTER. 

The  House  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
unfinished  business  of  yesterday,  being  the  reso- 
lution from  the  Senate  approving  the  conduct  of 
the  Executive  in  refusing  to  receive  anv  further 
communication  from  Francis  James  Jackson,  dec. 

The  resolution  waa  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

To  morrow  was  named  as  the  day  on  which  it 
should  be  read  a  third  time,  and  negatived,'ayes  32. 

The  resolution  was  then  ordered  to  be  read  a 
third  time  to-day. 

Mr.  Newton — Mr.  Speaker :  It  is  with  regret, 
air,  I  feel  myself  constrained  to  offer  some  obser- 
vations on  the  resolution  from  the  Senate  now  on 
its  passage. 

I  am  not  ignorant  that  I  am  trespassing  on 
your  patience,  and  that,  at  this  late  period  ot  the 
discussion,  I  address  you  to  no  little  disadvantage; 
but  I  derive^  under  such  discouragement,  great 
satisfaction  in  knowing  that  your  politeness  and 
indulgence  are  at  all  times  the  same. 

I  lament,  sir,  that  the  discussion  has  not  been 
confined  to  the  subject  which  the  resolution  pre- 
sents for  consideration,  but,  as  I  had  no  control 
over  the  debate,  I  am  compelled  to  pursue  it 
through  the  meanders  it  has  taken. 

As  silence  on  the  observations  which  have  been 
made,  though  on  points  foreign  to  the  one  in  de- 
bate, may  be  ascrioed  to  an  acquiescence  in  their 
justness,  I  cannot  refrain  from  apprizing  you  that 
I  hold  myself  bound  to  answer  such  as  shall,  in 
mj  judgment,  demand  an  answer.  This  course 
will  compel  me  to  discuss  points  no  ways  related 
to  the  one  before  the  House. 

I  shall  endeavor  to  atone  for  taking  this  range 
by  giving  to  each  subject  a  separate  considera- 
tion, and  by  observing  a  due  regard  to  brevity. 
With  this  apology,  I  hasten  in  toe  first  instance 
to  the  discussion  of  the  competency  of  Mr.  Ers- 
kine's  powers  to  conclude  the  provisional  agree- 
ment of  the  19th  of  April  last. 

I  put  aside  from  this  discussion  the  instructions 
to  Mr.  Erskine  authorizing  him  to  tender  repara- 


tion for  the  attack  on  the  Chesapeake,  because  bis 
power  so  to  act  has  not  been  distinctly  qoeslioned. 
The  gentlemen  who  have  preceded  me  on  the 
same  side  of  the  question  have  sustained,  I  trust 
to  your  satisfaction,  and  that  of  the  House,  the 
competency  of  Mr.  Erskine's  powers  to  make  and 
conclude  the  arrangement  of  the  19ib  of  April 
last.  Persuaded,  as  I  am,  that  they  hare  perform- 
ed this  task  with  ^reat  ability,  I  will  not  tire  yooc 
patience  by  passing  over  the  same  grooad,  nor 
by  citing  the  same  authorities  on  which  thef 
relied  to  support  their  arguments. 

I  will  permit  myself  only  to  take  up  the  dis- 
cussion at  the  points  which  terminated  their  re- 
marks. I  will  content  myself  with  furnishiDg 
some  authorities  not  pressed  into  service,  in  sup- 
port of  the  positions  taken  b}r  them.  That  BJr. 
Erskine  was  a  Minister  Plenipotentiarjr,  cannot 
be  denied ;  in  that  character  he  was  received,  aod 
in  that  he  acted  until  he  was  recalled,  is  equally 
true.  The  propositions  made  by  bim  in  thai 
character  were  received  and  acted  upon  as  the 
propositions  of  bis  Government,  The  Executire 
of  the  United  States  had  no  control  over  his  pri- 
vate instructions ;  no  right  to  demand  an  exhi- 
bition of  them ;  they  were  given  for  the  govern- 
ment of  the  Minister's  conduct.  If  he  acted  ia 
contravention  of  his  secret  orders,  over  whicii 
his  power  was  absolute,  he  became  responsible  lo 
his  Sovereign  for  his  non-observance  of  them: 
but  his  pubfic  acts  must  necessarily  be  bindio^ 
and  obligatory,  originating,  as  they  must  be  coa* 
sidered,  in  the  general  and  avowed  powers  of  the 
Minister,  exercised  in  conformity  to  his  private 
instructions.  If  his  secret  instructions  limit  bis 
general  commission,  he  is  bound  honestly  to  ap- 
prize the  Government  with  which  he  is  negotis- 
ting  of  the  fact.  He  ought  to  say,  to  this  boon 
dary  I  can  go ;  beyond  it  I  cannot  pass.  To 
illustrate  this  doctrine,  which  I  hold  to  be  sound 
and  correct,  I  will  give  as  an  instance  the  chast€ 
conduct  of  Mr.  Monroe  and  Mr.  Pinkney,  who, 
previous  to  affixing  their  signatures  to  the  treaty 
concluded  by  them  with  the  British  Commissioo- 
ers,  publicly  apprized  the  Commissioners  that 
they  had  no  authority  to  bind  the  Grovernment  of 
the  United  States,  as  their  instructions  did  not 
permit  them  to  conclude  a  treaty  which  shooid 
not  contain  stipulations  against  impressments. 
The  fate  of  that  treaty  is  known.  It  was  reject- 
ed. The  British  Government  could  not  com- 
lain,  because  it  was  previously  informed  that  the 

inisters  of  the  United  States  had  no  power  to 
form  such  a  treaty. 

Mr.  Erskine  never  entertained  a  doubt  but  that 
his  powers  were  competent  to  the  formation  of 
the  arrangement  of  April  last.  He  uii hesitating!  y 
declared,  in  submitting  his  propositions  for  sos> 
pending  as  to  the  United  States  the  operation  o: 
the  Orders  in  Council,  that  he  was  commandefi 
by  His  Majesty  to  submit  them  to  the  conaiden- 
tion  of  the  Executive  of  the  United  Sutes.  I 
will  prove  this  statement  by  his  letter  of  Apru 
18,  1809,  and  others,  addressed  to  the  Secreury 
of  State.    He  says : 

«  The  favorable  change  in  the  relations  of  His  M^ 
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ettj  with  the  United  States  which  has  been  produced 
bj  the  act  usually  termed  the  non-intercourse  act, 
passed  at  the  last  session  of  CongresSi  was  also  antici- 
pated by  His  Majesty,  and  has  encouraged  a  further 
bope  that  a  reconsideration  of  existing  differences  might 
leaid  to  their  satisfactoiy  adjustment.  On  these  grounds 
and  expectations,  I  am  instructed  to  communicate  to 
the  American  Government  His  Majesty's  determina- 
tion of  sending  to  the  United  States  an  SuToy  Extra- 
ordinary, invested  with  foil  powers  to  conclude  a  treaty 
on  ail  points  of  the  relations  between  the  two  countries. 
In  the  meantime,  with  a  riew  to  the  attainment  of  so 
desirable  an  object.  His  Majesty  would  be  willing  to 
withdraw  his  Orders  in  Council  of  January  and  No- 
vember, 1807,  so  far  as  respects  the  United  States,  in 
the  persuasion  that  the  President  would  issue  a  procla- 
mation for  the  renewal  of  the  intercourse  with  Great 
Britain,  and  that  whatever  difference  of  opinion  should 
arise  in  the  interpretation  of  the  terms  of  such  an 
agreement,  will  be  removed  in  the  proposed  negotia- 
tion." 
In  another  letter,  of  April  19,  he  says: 

"In  consequence  of  the  acceptance  by  the  Presi- 
dent, as  stated  in  your  letter  of  the  18th  instant,  of  the 
proposals  made  by  me  on  the  part  of  His  Majesty,  in 
my  letter  of  the  same  day,  for  the  renewal  of  the  in- 
tercoarse  between  the  reapective  countries,  I  am  author- 
iied  to  declare  that  His  Majesty's  Orders  in  Council  of 
January  and  November,  1807,  will  have  been  with- 
drawn, as  respects  the  United  States,  on  the  10th  day 
of  Jane  next."   (1809.) 

The  above  extract  from  Mr.  ErskiDe's  letters 
leave  us  jq  no  suspense  as  to  the  opinion  he  had 
formed  of  his  iustructions.  In  this  settled  belief 
that  he  had  coDformed  strictly  to  the  instroctions 
of  his  Court,  we  find  him  so  late  as  June  15, 
1809.  when  he  notified  to  the  Secretary  of  State 
the  new  Order  in  Council  issued  on  the  26lh  of 
April  last.    In  this  letter  he  says : 

*'  In  consequence  of  official  communicationa  sent  to 
me  from  His  Majesty's  Government,  since  the  adop- 
tion of  that  measure,  I  am  enabled  to  assure  you  that 
it  has  no  connexion  whatever  with  the  overtures  (of 
the  19th  of  April,  1809,)  which  I  have  been  authorized 
U>  make  to  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  and 
that  I  am  persuaded  that  the  terms  of  the  agreement 
10  happily  concluded  by  the  recent  negotiation,  will  be 
ihtcUy  fulfilled  on  the  part  of  His  Majesty.  The  in- 
lemal  evidence  of  the  order  itself  would  fully  justify 
the  foregoing  construction,  and,  moreover,  it  vrill  not 
tttTe  escaped  your  notice,  that  the  repeal  has  not  there- 
in been  made  of  the  orders  of  the  7th  of  January,  1807, 
vhich,  according  to  the  engagement  I  have  entered 
into  on  the  part  of  His  Majesty,  is  to  be  abrogated 
»ith  the  other  orders,  in  consequence  of  the  adjust- 
ment of  differences  between  the  two  countries,  and  the 
»nfidenoe  entertained  of  a  further  conciliatory  under- 
itanding." 

Tiius  it  appears  that  Mr.  Erskine,  froni  com- 

panications,  subsequent  to  the  26ih  of  April, 

rom  his  Government,  is  decidedly  of  opinion 

jhat  be  acted  within  the  pale  of  his  instructions. 

tlis  language  is  free  from  ambiguity.    He  says: 

*In  consequence  of  ojlcicd  communications  sent 

to  me  from  His  Majesty's  Government,  since 

the  adoption  of  the  order  of  the  26th  of  April,  I 

am  enabled  to  assure  you  it  has  no  connexion 

whatever  with  the  terms  of  agreement  concluded 


'  by  the  recent  negotiation."  Nothing  can  he 
clearer  than  that  his  opinion  was  made  up  on  a 
full  consideration  of  all  the  Instructions  received 
by  him  from  his  Government.  This  must  be  evi- 
dent to  the  most  superficial  observer  on  reading 
the  following  extract  from  a  letter  of  the  14th 
August,  1809,  addressed  by  him  to  the  Secretary 
of  State.    It  is  as  follows : 

<*  Under  these  circumstances,  therefore,  finding  that 
I  could  not  obtain  the  recognitions  specified  in  Mr. 
Canning'a  despatch  of  the  83d  of  January,  (which 
formed  but  one  part  of  his  instructions  to  me,)  in  th« 
formal  manner  required,  I  considered  that  it  would  be 
in  vain  to  lay  before  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  the  despatch  in  question,  which  I  was  at  liberty 
to  do  in  extenso,  had  I  thought  proper.  But  as  I  had 
such  strong  grounds  for  believing  that  the  object  of 
His  Majesty's  Government  could  be  attained,  though 
in  a  di&rent  manner,  and  the  spirit,  at  leaat,  of  my 
several  letters  of  instructions  be  fully  complied  with,  I 
feel  a  thorough  conviction  on  my  mind  that  I  should 
be  acting  in  conformity  with  His  Majesty's  wishes,  and, 
accordingly,  conclude  the  late  provisional  agreement  oa 
His  Majesty's  behalf  with  the  Government  of  the  Uni- 
ted Sutes." 

The  British  Government  could  not,  from  this 
view,  disavow  the  act  of  its  Minister  without  in- 
curring, and  that  justly,  the  charge  of  bad  faith. 
To  give  support  and  nerve  to  this  inference,  I 
will  read  a  passage  from  an  author  of  great  celeb- 
rity, BurUmoffui.    The  author  says:  *^  If  he  who 

*  has  a  commission  to  ire»t  has  kept  within  the 
<  bounds  of  the  power  annexed  to  his  office,  though 
'  be  acts  contrary  to  bis  private  instructions,  the 

*  Sovereign  is  to  abide  by  what  he  has  done  ;  oth- 
'  erwise,  we  could  never  depend  on  engagements 
'  contracted  by  proxy."  This  authority  is  full, 
and  in  point;  it  covers  the  whole  ground;  it 
leaves  no  fissures  through  which  crafty  politicians 
can  make  an  escape.  On  the  reputation  of  the 
British  Government  it  fixes  a  blot  which  nothing 
short  of  the  power  of  time  can  efface. 

I  will  now,  sir,  endeavor  to  show  that  the  Ex- 
ecutive of  the  United  States,  in  the  formation  of 
the  arrangement  with  Mr.  Erskine,  conformed  to 
the  practice  heretofore  pursued  by  the  adminis- 
trators of  this  Government;  and,  I  might  add, 
without  the  fear  of  refutation^  that  it  is  a  prac- 
tice coeval  with  the  dawn  of  civilization,  f  ren- 
der my  thanks  to  the  gentleman  from  Connecti- 
cut (Mr.  Dana)  for  directing  niy  attention  to  au 
authority  which  sustains  the  position  I  have  taken. 
My  allusion  is  to  the  celebrated  correspondence 
between  Mr.  Jefferson  and  Mr.  Hammond  in 
1791.  I  will  read  such  parts  of  this  correspon- 
dence as  have  a  bearing  on  this  subject,  and  I 
will  then  show  its  application. 

Extract  of  a  note,  November  29,  1791,  from 
Mr.  Jefferson  to  Mr.  Hammond : 

"  Permit  me,  then,  to  ask  whether  you  are  instructed 
to  give  us  explanations  of  the  intentions  of  your  Court 
as  to  the  execution  of  the  seventh  article  of  the  defin- 
itive treaty  between  the  United  States  of  America  and 
His  Britannic  Majesty  1  With  respect  to  the  com- 
merce of  the  two  countries,  we  have  supposed  that  we 
saw,  in  several  instances,  regulations  on  the  part  of 
your  Government,  which,  if  reciprocally  adopted,  would 
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knowledged  to  be  correct ;  principles  that  receive 
the  universal  homage  of  man.  saint  or  savage. 

It  cannot  be  denied  but  that  Great  Britain  de- 
rived incalculable  advantages  from  the  stipula- 
tions of  Mr.  Er&kine's  arrangement.  That  public 
wants  of  the  most  urgent  nature,  and  individual 
distresses,  were  supplied  and  relieved  by  the  re- 
newal of  intercourse  with  the  United  States,  is 
likewise  manifest.  The  state  of  that  nation  at 
the  time  the  provisional  a^^reement  was  made, 
evidently  mortified  the  pride  of  its  high-toned 
rulers,  and  alarmed  their  fears  by  showing  to  the 
world  its  absolute  dependence  on  foreign  supplies. 

A  transient  view  of  prospects,  then  exhioited 
by  her  foreign  relations,  will  subtract  nothing 
from  the  solidity  of  the  position  laid  down.  The 
ports  of  Sweden,  it  is  true,  were  open ;  that  coun- 
try, however,  afforded  but  chilling  prospects  to 
mercantile  enterprise.  Those  who  looked  beyond 
the  passing  moment  saw  that  those  ports  would 
not  long  continue  open.  The  revolution  in  Spain 
excited  hopes  that  could  be  realized  only  by  a  se- 
ries of  events  over  which  Great  Britain  had  no 
control;  instead  of  pouring  wealth  into  her  lap, 
it  became  a  drain  for  her  men  and  money. 
'  As  to  the  flattering  anticipations  of  commer- 
cial advantages  with  the  new  Empire  of  Brazil, 
and  Spanish  America,  they  vanished  like  a  dream. 
The  price  current  of  British  manufactures  in 
those  markets — the  merchant's  barometer — was 
from  twenty-five  to  thirty  per  centum  below  first 
cost. 

At  the  critical  period,  when  the  demand  for 
supplies  was  most  urgent,  Mr.  Brskine  tendered 
his  propositions,  they  were  received  by  the  Presi- 
dent in  a  manner  the  most  conciliatory,  and  ac- 
cording! v  terminated  in  the  arrangement  of  April 
last.  The  supplies  which  were  sent  under  the 
faith  and  protection  of  that  arrangement  had 
nearly  reached  the  destined  ports,  and  were  anx- 
iously expected  by  the  nation,  when  the  disavowal 
of  it  by  the  Cabinetof  St.  James  was  proclaimed. 
£Sven  in  times  so  fruitful  as  these  are  in  crimes, 
and  in  every  species  and  description  of  perfidy, 
the  voice  of  morality  and  honor  recovered  its 
tone,  and  pronounced  an  anathema  on  the  deed. 
Permit  me  now,  sir,  to  test  that  disavowal,  which 
forms  a  new  epocha  in  the  reign  of  His  Majesty, 
by  the  rules  and  maxims  of  the  laws  of  nature  and 
of  nations.  Let  the  sages  of  those  sciences  be 
consulted.  Their  writings  may  be  resorted  to  as 
impartial  authorities.  I?  those  authorities  de- 
nounce the  act  of  His  Majesty  as  immoral  and 
unjust,  they  do  so  on  the  sanction  of  rules  and 
maxims  which  were  in  being  before  the  island  of 
Britain  emerged  from  the  ocean,  that  are  based 
on  principles  coeval  with  that  period  of  time 
when  the  God  of  nature  spoke  chaos  into  order. 

BuHemaqui  says : 

**  The  Sovereign  may  also  be  obliged  to  execute  the 
eBgagementi  contracted  by  his  Ministers  without  hii 
orders,  by  the  law  of  nature,  which  forbids  us  to  enrich 
onnelves  at  another's  expense.  Equity  requires  that, 
in  such  circumstances,  we  should  exactly  observe  the 
oonditionfl  of  the  contract,  though  concluded  by  Min- 
bters  who  had  not  full  powers.*' 


This  authorltv  is  conclusive,  and  is  alone  suffi- 
cient to  bear  aown  and  overthrow  the  master 
works  of  sophistry.  If  more  should  be  waoiing. 
Vatlel,  Grotius,  and  other  writers  of  celebrity,  caa 
be  marshalled  in  its  defence.  This  authority 
renders  any  further  argument  useless.  It  estab- 
lishes my  position — that,  as  His  Britannic  Majei- 
ty  obtained  a  renewal  of  intercourse  between  tbe 
United  States  and  Great  Britain  under  the  pro- 
visional arrangement,  concluded  with  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  by  his  accredited  MId- 
ister  Plenipotentiary,  acting,  according  to  his  dec- 
laration, in  conformity  to  His  Majesty's  instruc- 
tions, His  Majesty  became  bound  to  execute  tbe 
arrangement  on  his  part — particularly  as  His  Ma- 
jesty's subjects  had  enjoyed  a  harvest  of  beaefits 
resulting  from  the  execution  of  that  arrangemeot 
by  the  Government  of  the  United  States;  and 
also,  as  it  was  impossible  for  His  Majesty,  from 
the  nature  of  things,  to  place  the  United  States 
in  the  same  position  which  they  were  induced 
to  relinquish,  bv  the  act  of  his  Minister ;  whidi 
act  grew  out  oi  the  exercise  of  powers  deriTed 
from  his  commission,  and  from  his  private  in- 
structions. 

Indulge  me,  sir,  in  making  a  few  observations 
on  the  manner  in  which  authorities  have  been 
introduced,  and  the  purposes  to  which  they  hare 
been  made  subservient.  My  object  is  to  keep 
subjects  bearing  an  exact  similitude  to  each  other 
as  distinct  as  possible.  I  expect  to  derive  no  ad- 
vantage from  a  confusion  of  things.  The  exe- 
cuted agreement  with  Mr.  Erskine  has  been  con- 
founded with  a  treaty,  the  most  solemn  act  that 
a  Minister  can  perform.  If  I  prove  that  the  rules, 
as  laid  down  by  those  gentlemen  who  have  pre- 
ceded me,  are  inapplicable  to  treaties  in  the  ex- 
tent contended  for,  they  will  be  equally  so  to 
agreements,  particularly  to  that  class  called  ex^ 
cuted  agreements.  The  Sovereign  usually  r^ 
serves  to  himself  the  power  of  ratifying  treaties; 
from  this  reservation,  gentlemen  infer  that  under 
no  circumstances  can  a  treaty  be  binding  with- 
out the  observance  of  the  formalitv.  They  take 
the  rules  as  laid  down,  and  give  them  such  con- 
struction as  best  answers  their  several  positions, 
without  deigning  to  inform  us  how  the  autbois 
have  applied  them.  I  will,  sir,  with  your  pt-r- 
mission,  make  two  of  the  authors,  Vaitel  and 
Burlemaqui  answer  for  themselves.  It  will  be 
too  tedious  to  hear  all. 

Those  authors  do  certainly  furnish  the  rules  as 
quoted  in  relation  to  treaties ;  but  they  do  notsaf 
that  a  treaty  concluded  by  a  Minister  with  fall 
powers,  is  rashly  and  capriciously  to  be  rejected. 
Vatttl  says : 

**  To  refuse  with  honor  to  ratify  what  has  been  con- 
cluded on  by  virtue  of  a  full  power,  it  ii  necessary  that 
the  Sovereign  should  have  strong  and  solid  ressooH 
and  that  he  should  show  in  particular  that  his  Minister 
has  deviated  from  his  Instructions." 

Burlemaqui^  on  the  same  point,  says : 

''  In  general  it  is  certain  that,  when  Minirteis,  with- 
out the  order  of  their  Sovereign,  conclude  a  treaty 
concerning  public  affidrs,  the  latter  ia  not  obliged  to 
stand  to  it ;  and  the  Minister  who  has  entered  into  tbe 
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negotiation,  without  instractionsi  may  be  punished  ac- 
cording to  the  exigency  of  the  case.  However,  there 
may  be  circumstances  in  which  a  Prince  is  obliged, 
either  by  the  rules  of  prudence,  or  even  those  of  justice 
and  equity,  to  ratify  a  treaty,  though  concluded  without 
his  orders." 

la  these  passages,  Che  authors  gi^e  precision 
and  exactness  to  their  rules.  If  the  Minister,  with 
full  powers,  undertake  to  conclude  a  treaty,  the 
Sovereign  cannot  render  it  void,  ^^without  strong 
and  solid  reasons ;"  in  some  instances,  ^^  a  Prince 
is  obliged,  either  by  the  rules  of  prudence,  or 
even  those  of  justice  and  equity,  to  ratify  a  treaty, 
though  concluded  without  orders." 

These  authorities  make  it  no  ways  necessary 
for  me  to  go  further  into  this  point.  It  is  imma- 
terial to  me  whether  gentlemen  apply  the  rules 
to  treaties,  or  agreements,  or  conventions ;  they 
can  by  no  act  destroy  the  effect  which  those  cita- 
tions produce.  My  object  was^  sir,  to  ^ive  to  the 
aathors  the  right  of  their  own  expositions — they 
have  exercised  their  prerogative.  I  shall  be  satis- 
fied with  the  result,  whatever  it  may  be — on  their 
authority  I  rest — I  feel  confident  I  cannot  err 
when  I  follow  them. 

Let  us  now  reverse  the  order  of  things— let  us 
suppose  that  the  Secretary  of  State  bad  demand- 
ed a  sight  of  Mr.  Erskine's  instructions,  author- 
izing him  to  submit  certain  propositions  to  the 
ccmsideration  of  the  Executive  of  the  United 
States,  after  his  solemn  declaration  that  he  had 
His  Majesty's  command  so  to  act.  Let  us  suppose 
that  Mr,  Erskine  had  construed  the  demand  into 
a  distrust  of  the  truth  of  his  declaration,  official- 
ly made,  and  as  an  indignity  offered  to  His  Ma- 
jesty's good  faith ;  and,  under  such  an  irnnres- 
sion,  had  closed  the  door  of  negotiation.  What 
would  have  been  the  language  of  gentlemen  on 
the  meeting  of  Congress  in  May  last  ?  Hostility 
to  Great  Britain  and  partiality  to  France  would 
hare  been  set  to  a  new  note.  We  should  have 
had  a  concert  of  base,  treble,  tenor,  sharps,  and 
flats.  Instead  of  smiles,  the  President  would 
have  received  frowns;  instead  of  praises  and  eulo- 
gies on  his  good  sense,  prudence,  and  prompti- 
tude in  accepting  the  terms  offered,  expressions  of 
discontent  would  have  been  loud  and  impressive ; 
they  would  have  been  made  here,  and  re-echoed 
from  the  shores  of  the  Atlantic,  even  to  the 
sources  of  the  Missouri. 

Past  transactions  are  worthy  of  remembrance, 
and  sometimes  of  repetition.  The  chameleon  may 
take  the  hue  of  surrounding  objects,  but  his  change 
of  color  does  not  new-model  his  figure,  form,  or 
character. 

Let  us,  for  a  moment,  bring  to  our  recollection 
the  occurrences  which  took  place,  and  the  ortho- 
dox opinions  which  were  held,  at  the  time  when 
the  honor  and  dignity  of  this  nation  were  deeply 
wounded,  (a  wound  not  yet  healed,)  in  the  attack 
of  the  Chesapeake;  when  the  blood  of  American 
citizens  was  wantonly  shed,  and  when  the  Brit- 
ish squadron,  after  the  commission  of  an  act  so 
atrocious,  in  violation  of  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
United  States,  anchored  in  Hampton  Roads  and 
iaterrupted  the  regular  communication  betv^een 


Norfolk  and  other  places.  After  having  taken  a 
review  of  facts,  let  us  compare  the  opinions  of 
that  day  with  those  subsequently  delivered ;  and^ 
by  the  standard  of  consistency,  test  them. 

The  President,  soon  after  the  commission  of 
those  outrages,  issued  his  proclamation,  interdict- 
ing the  entrance  of  the  waters  of  the  United 
States  to  the  public  armed  vessels  of  Great  Brit« 
ain.  That  act  of  the  President  was  considered 
as  just  and  proper,  as  flowing  from  moderation 
and  wisdom.  The  propriety  of  it  was  defended 
on  the  declaration  to  the  Executive  by  Mr.  Ers- 
kine, that  it  was  his  firm  belief  that  Admiral 
Berkeley  bad  acted  without  orders.  Keep  itk 
force  the  proclamation,  was  the  language  of  that 
memorable  day,  until  reparation,  ample  and  satis- 
factory, should  be  made.  Such  was  the  state  of 
the  public  mind.  Mr.  Rose  arrived ;  his  mission^ 
instead  of  having  the  salutary  tendency  of  re- 
moving the  irritations  excited,  was  eminently 
calculated  to  nurture  and  increase  them.  Insults 
were  added  to  injuries.  Before  he  would  deign 
to  make  known  to  the  President  the  nature  and 
extent  of  the  reparation  he  was  authorized  to  of- 
fer, he  demanded  the  revocatioii  of  the  President's 
proclamation ;  in  plain  terms  informing  this  na- 
tion that  its  Qovernment  should  make  conces- 
sion$  to  His  Majestv  for  using  precautionary 
measures  against  the  lawless  acts  of  his  officers, 
as  a  prerequisite  to  a  tender  of  the  reparation  His 
Majesty  had  condescended  through  him  to  offer* 
This  new  mode  of  redress  proving  no  ways  satis- 
factory, Mr.  Rose's  mission  terminated.  No 
sooner  was  it  known  that  the  negotiation  with 
Mr.  Rose  proved  abortive,  in  consequence  of  the 
inadmissible  demands  made  by  him,  as  already 
stated  by  me,  than  the  President  was  openly  ac- 
cused as  beinff  the  cause  of  it,  by  adhering  to  a 
"  mere  punctilio." 

Thus,  sir,  we  see,  that  no  Republican  President 
can  do  right,  when  his  actions  are  viewed  through 
the  medium  of  party  spirit. 

The  people  must  judge  for  themselves.  Their 
good  sense  is  the  standard  by  which  public  meas- 
ures are  to  be  tried.  To  that  standard  is  the  last 
appeal  to  be  made. 

I  conceive  it  to  be  my  duty,  before  I  close  this 
branch  of  my  argument,  concisely  to  state,  what, 
in  my  opinion,  are  the  real  causes  of  the  disa- 
vowal of  Mr.  Erskine's  provisional  agreement. 
The  recommencement  of  hostilities  between 
France  and  Austria,  combined  with  other  inci- 
dents, raised  an  expectation,  that  a  new  and  fa- 
vorable order  of  things  was  to  take  place.  This 
hope  never  rose  in  the  mind  of  His  Britannic  Ma- 
jesty, without  a  consequent  pressure  upon  the 
neutral  rights  of  the  United  States. 

The  unprincipled  violations  of  the  embargo 
operated  to  favor  the  views  of  Great  Britain,  by 
lessening  the  efficacy  of  that  salutary  measure. 
A  cabinet  whose  policy,  of  late,  is  to  pursue  the 
expedient,  desperate  soever  it  may  be«  to  accom- 
plish its  end,  resolved  to  wait  the  issue  of  events, 
and  try  the  wonder-working  powers  of  its  mach- 
inations. 

The  disposition  has  been  manifested  by  inflam- 


1108 


fflSTORT  OF  CONGRESS. 


1104 


H.  OP  R. 


Conduct  cf  the  British  Minister. 


Janua«t,  1810. 


matory  publications  against  the  Government  of 
this  nation,  by  opposition  to  laws  constitutionally 
made,  and  by  crude  and  wicked  projects,  the  ob- 
ject of  which  was  to  sever  the  Uoiop.  Such  a 
state  of  things  would  naturally  excite,  in  Powers 
no  ways  friendly  to  our  prosperity,  a  disposition 
to  increase,  through  intrigue  and  artifice,  the  dif- 
ficulties the  nation  had  to  encounter.  In  times 
«uch  as  the  world  never  before  witnessed,  dan- 

fers  of  every  degree  and  description  beset  the 
igbway,  to  avoid  which,  the  prudent  politician 
saw  no  means  left  but  to  make  a  temporary  stop, 
to  pause.  This  pause,  produced  by  imperious 
necessity,  the  consequence  of  foreign  outrages, 
would  necessarily  subject  the  citizen  to  inconve- 
niences and  privations.  As  it  is  too  common  to 
impute  to  the  fault  of  the  Government  all  the 
embarrassments  that  are  felt  and  experienced ; 
ambition  and  finesse,  artifice  and  intrigue,  ever 
on  the  watch,  are  prompt  to  seize  the  opportune 
moment,  for  extending  the  empire  of  cunfu:iion 
and  distrust,  and,  on  the  ruins  of  social  order,  to 
lay  the  foundation  of  a  powet  malignant  to  the 
happiness  of  man. 

The  lynx-eyed  tyrants  of  the  world,  see,  hear, 
act.  The  want  of  union  among  ourselves  inspires 
them  with  confidence  to  commence  the  works  of 
iniquity,  and  their  machinery  is  making  prog- 
ress, to  demolish  the  last  asylum  which  benignant 
Heaven  has  given  to  persecuted  man.  The  Brit- 
ish Government  would  not  dare  to  trample  on  the 
rights  of  the  nation  if  union  were  to  dictate  the 
measures  that  should  govern  our  conduct  in  all 
our  foreign  relations.  Will  the  Orders  of  Coun- 
cil be  revoked  1  Will  honorable  reparation  for 
the  attack  on  the  Chesapeake  be  made?  Will 
the  almost  endless  catalogue  of  our  wrongs  be 
redressed,  when  the  energy  of  union  is  wanting ; 
when,  in  the  estimation  of  our  own  rights,  intel- 
lect is  so  deficient,  aa  to  discern  in  the  acts  of  the 
British  Government  neither  insults  nor  injuries? 
When,  at  the  close  of  Mr.  Rose's  temporizing 
mission,  a  time-serving  publication  was  industri- 
ously circulated  maintaining  this  position — "that 
Great  Britain  had  done  the  United  States  no  es- 
sential injury!" 

What,  sir,  will  be  the  opinion  entertained  of 
the  American  people  and  Government  by  the 
haughty  and  high-toned  rulers  of  Europe,  when 
Ibe  works  of  Fisher  Ames,  once  the  high  priest 
of  a  political  sect  in  Massachusetts,  are  read  ? 
Sentiments  of  ineffable  contempt  will  be  felt  for 
a  people,  represented  to  be  so  base  and  degraded. 
Let  Mr.  Ames's  works  proclaim  their  own  mer- 
its. The  following  passages  are  extracted.  I 
trust  in  God  they  will  arouse  the  American  Geni- 
us from  his  slumbers: 

**  Oor  country  is  too  big  for  unbn ;  too  sordid  for 
l^iotiam ;  too  democratic  for  liberty." 

<<  I  am  half  of  Talleyrand's  opinion,  when  he  says, 
we  are  phlegmatic,  and  without  any  passion  except  for 
money  getting." 

« It  is  one  of  the  most  consuming  curies  of  Heaven, 
and  we  deserve  it,  to  commit  the  affairs  of  the  nation 
to  rulers  who  find,  in  their  popularity,  their  rapacity, 


or  their  ambition,  an  interest  separate  fram  theinleceit 
of  the  people." 

**  I  have  hoped  that  the  sacred  shield  of  cowardice, 
as  Junius  calls  it,  would  protect  our  pesce.  I  itiD 
hope." 

**  After  her  fall,  [Britain,]  ours  would  not  cost  Bo- 
naparte a  blow.  We  are  prostrate,  alreadj,  and  of  all 
men  on  earth  the  fittest  for  slaves.  Ereii  our  darliof 
avarice  would  not  make  a  week's  resistance  to  tribute, 
if  the  name  were  only  disguised ;  and  I  much  doubt 
whether  if  France  were  lord  of  the  navies  of  Europe, 
we  should  reluct  at  that,  or  even  at  the  appellation  luaA 
condition  of  Helots." 

''They  [the  Administration]  need  not  lemr  the  menl 
sense,  or  sense  of  honor,  or  any  other  aenae  of  our 
people,  except  their  nonsense,  which  will  take  apecisl 
good  eare  to  keep  on  their  aide." 

**  It  is  the  nature  of  theae  ^white  birch  stakes]  to&i 
in  two  years ;  and  a  Bepublic  wears  out  its  morels  al- 
most as  aoon  as  the  sap  of  a  white  birch  rots  the 
wood." 

*<  Of  our  six  millions  of  people,  there  are  scarcely 
six  hundred  who  yet  look  for  liberty  anywhere  <ixcept 
on  paper." 

"  The  immortal  spirit  of  the  wood  njmph«  Liberty, 
dwells  only  in  the  British  oak." 

**  It  is  pretty  enough  to  say,  the  Republic  commandi 
and  the  lore  of  the  Republic  dictates  obedience  to  the 
heart  of  every  citizen.  This  is  system — but  is  it  nsr 
turel" 

**  The  Republic  is  a  creature  of  fietSon ;  it  is  every- 
body in  the  fancy,  but  nobody  in  the  heart.  Love,  to 
be  an3rihing,  must  be  select  and  exclusive.  We  may 
as  well  talk  of  loving  geometiy  as  of  the  Ckwinaon- 
wealth." 

"  Is  there  in  human  affatra  an  occasbn  of  prafUgai^ 
more  shameleas  or  oontagioua  than  a  genoal  eleotiDD ! 
Every  Spring  gives  birth  and  gives  wings  to  this  epi- 
demic mischief.  Then  begins  a  sort  of  tillage  thit 
turns  up  to  the  sun  and  air  the  most  noxious  weeds  ia 
the  kindliest  soil.  To  speak  more  seriously,  it  is  a 
moral  pestilence  that  begins  with  rottenneas  in  the 
marrow." 

*<  Federalism  was,  therefore,  manifestly  founded  oa 
a  mistake,  on  the  supposed  existence  of  sufficieot  po- 
litical virtue,  and  on  the  permanency  and  authority  of 
the  public  morals." 

**  The  great  State  of  Virginia  has  fomented  a  licen- 
tious spirit  among  her  neighbors." 

To  the  following  passages,  I  invite  the  serioos 
attention  of  our  Southern  and  Western  brethren, 
whether  Republicans  or  Federalists.  The  slan- 
der is  general  and  illiberal.  Such  are  the  artifices 
to  support  Federal  principles  in  Massachusetts. 
A  power  that  originates  in,  and  that  is  preserved 
by,  deception,  must  expire  in  a  convulsion.  Mr. 
Ames  says : 

**  The  straggling  settlements  of  the  Southern  part  of 
the  Union,  which  now  is  the  governing  part,  have  beea 
formed  by  emigrants  from  almost  every  nation  in  £b- 
rope. 

"  Safe  in  their  aolitudes,  alike  from  the  annoyance 
of  enemiea  and  of  Government,  it  is  infinitely  mofs 
probable  that  they  will  sink  into  barbarism  than  rise  to 
the  dignity  of  national  sentiments  and  character." 

"  Are  not  the  wandering  Tartars  or  Indian  huateis 
at  least  as  susceptible  of  patriotiam  as  these  straggJen 
in  our  Western  forests,  and  infinitely  fonder  of  gtoiy  ? 
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It  u  difficult  to  coaceiTe  of  «  coantiy,  which,  from  the 
manner  of  its  settlement,  or  the  manifest  tendrncies  of 
itf  politics,  is  more  destitute  or  more  incapable  of  being 
inipired  with  political  virtae." 

Oo  these  extracts  I  shall  say  nothing — they 
begsar  all  comments. 

From  this  libel  on  the  people  and  governments 
3f  tbis  nation,  I  turn  with  pleasure  to  a  source 
from  which  issues  the  American  spirit. 

Let  the  information  which  flows  from  it  fur- 
nish us  with  a  deep  conviction  that  it  is  in  vain 
to  look  for  justice  from  foreign  Powers,  without 
loion. 

Mr.  Monroe,  whose .  situation  afforded  htm  the 
)est  means  of  ascertaining  the  policy  of  the 
Sritish  Governraeot,  and  whose  judgment  is  too 
mligbteoed  to  be  deceived,  says,  in  a  letter,  4th 
)f  August,  1807,  addressed  to  Mr.  Madison,  then 
Secretary  -of  State : 

**  Such  is  the  state  of  this  coQutry  at  the  present 
Tisii,  that  it  is  impossible  to  foresee  what  will  be  its 
toarM  of  conduct  towsrd  the  United  States.  There 
iSB  been  at  all  ttmee,  eince  the  commencement  of  the 
^resent  war,  a  strong  party  here  for  extending  its  rav- 
ges  to  them.  This  party  is  combined  of  the  shipown- 
Ts,  the  Navy,  the  East  and  West  India  merchants, 
ind  certain  political  characters  of  great  consideration 
n  the  State. 

"  So  powerful  is  this  combination  that  nothing  caa 
«  obtamed  of  the  Government  on  one  point,  but  what 
oay  be  extorted  by  necessity." 

If  (acts  do  not  open  our  eyes — if  information, 
ba.«te  and  convincing,  cannot  impress  us  with 
be  necessity  of  concert,  our  fate  will  resemble 
hat  of  Prometheus — on  our  vitals  the  vulture 
rill  continue  to  prey. 

Having  proved,  I  hope  to  your  satisfaction, 
hat  (he  Government  of  Qreat  Britain  was  under 
D  obligation  to  carry  the  agreement  made  with 
ir.  Erskine  into  execution,  I  turn  to  the  late  eor* 
espondence  between  the  Secretary  of  State  and 
ir.  Jackson,  the  British  Minister,  under  the  in- 
luence  of  feelings  that  convince  me  I  have  yet 
Q  important  doty  to  render  to  ay  injured  coua- 
ry.  I  Uinent,  sir,  that  my  abilities  are  inade- 
oate  to  the  performance  of  it,  but  they  shall, 
Qcb  as  they  are,  be  <lirected  to  its  discharge.  I 
m  conscientiously  persuaded,  in  what  light  so-! 
ver  I  view  this  subject,  that  Mr.  Jackson  intended 
)  insult,  and  that  he  has  insulted^  this  Govern- 
ment. I  say  this  Government,  because  if  one 
ranch  of  it  be  outraged  with  rudeness  and  inso- 
ince  of  conduct,  the  other  branches  mast  feel  the 
bock,  as  the  three  branches  compose  but  one 
ruveroroent.  No  sophistry  can  destroy  this  posi- 
oD.  Suppose,  sir,  the  gentleman  irom  New 
'^ork,  (Mr.  GoLo,)  who  seems  to  possess  the 
ower  of  torturing  words,  to  bear  any  meaning, 
rere  gravely  to  tell  you  that  the  coliege  qfiilu- 
dncUi  had  established  this  doctrine,  to  wit :  that 
'  the  arm  of  a  mat)  be  broken,  the  body  of  which 

is  a  member  can  sustain  no  injury,  nor  feel 
ain,  because  it  is  a  part  only  that  is  injured, 
'ould  you,  air,  give  your  assent  to  the  correctness 
r  the  theory?  The  gentleman  cited  Vattel^  but 
e  forgot  to  read  and  commeat  on  tho^e  parts 


which  assign  to  the  Executive  branch  of  Govern- 
ment a  dignified  rank,  or  to  advert  to  the  Consti- 
tution of  the  United  States,  which  is  explicit  as 
to  the  grade  it  holds  in  the  management  of  pub- 
lic affairs.  For  a  moment  permit  me  to  direct 
my  attention  to  some  observations  made  by  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts,  (Mr.  ^uincy;) 
that  gentleman  has  given  us  a  philological  disqui- 
sition, a  labored  criticism  on  the  verbiage  of  Mr. 
Jackson's  letters.  The  result  of  his  efforts  was, 
that  the  words,  after  weighing  them  with  nicety 
and  exactness,  did  not  warrant  the  inference  that 
Mr.  Jackson  had  insulted  the  Government  of  the 
United  States.  Tbis  criticism  is  too  finely  spun ; 
it  has  a  constitution  too  delicate  and  fragile  for 
so  dense  an  atmosphere  as  ours,  the  humble  re- 
gion of  common  sense.  While  we,  sir,  are  slowly 
and  deliberately  pursuing  the  order  and  course  of 
things;  while  we  are  endeavoring  to  represent 
objects  as  they  are,  the  honorable  gentleman,  dis- 
daining such  drudgery  as  unworthy  his  attentioOi 
skips  over  the  superficies  of  human  affairs ;  like 
Swift's  speculative  mathematicians,  he  leaves  the 
dull  pursuits  of  civil  life  to  plodders.  I  have  to 
regret,  sir,  that  I  am  not  so  philosophically  con- 
stituted; unfortunately  for  me,  from  my  school 
days  to  the  present  time,  my  sense  of  injury  has 
always  been  the  same;  it  is  quick,  it  is  instantly 
alive.  I  did  not  then,  nor  can  I  now,  kiss  the  rod 
that  strikes  me. 

Having  prepared  the  way  for  the  discussion  of 
this  interesting  and  important  subject,  I  now  take 
it  up,  insulated,  •as  it  ought  to  be,  from  other . 
topics.  It  is  in  itself  abundantly  fruitful.  The 
manner  in  which  this  correspondence  was  opened 
and  conducted,  is  worthy  of  consideration ;  it  is 
novel,  and  without  a  precedent.  It  will  be  ad- 
mitted by  all  reflecting  men,  that  the  intercourse 
and  communications  between  Governments  should 
be  regulated  in  a  styie  that  forbids  the  practice  of 
indecorum,  levity,  or  insolence,  as  the  peace  and 
happiness  of  society  are  objects  of  the  first  mo- 
ment. Misunderstandings  between  men  in  pri- 
vate stations,  generally  speaking,  confine  their 
ill-fated  consequences  to  a  narrow  sphere,  the  jur 
dicial  authority  bein^  competent,  if  exercised  by 
able  and  virtuous  judges,  to  assign  limits  to  the 
mischief, and  redress  to  the  injured;  but  when 
the  affairs  of  nations  are  intrusted  to  the  manage- 
ment of  Ministers,  too  much  caution,  prudence, 
forbearance,  and  circumspection,  cannot  be  ob- 
served, as  the  misunderstandings  between  nations, 
from  numerous  causes,  can  seldom  be  adjustea 
without  an  appeal  to  the  sword ;  an  appeal  which 
never  fails  to  involve  the  inoocent  with  the  guilty 
in  its  merciless  ravages.  The  United  States 
have,  during  the  wars  of  Europe,  participated 
largely  in  their  calami tiea  without  being  a  party. 
The  (jk>rernment  of  Great  Britain  has,  in  no  in- 
stance, been  sparing  of  its  contempt  for  the  rights 
of  neutrality  when  it  possessed  the  power  to  an- 
noy or  destroy  them.  The  disavowal  of  Mr.  Brt- 
kine's  arrangement  was  an  inauspicious  onsen  of 
its  disposition  towards  this  country,  and  in  the 
appointment  of  Mr.  Jackson  as  the  minister  of 
peace  and  harmony,  the  reflecting  part  of  the 
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community  saw  an  utter  disregard  to  the  sensi- 
bility of  a  neutral  nation. 

The  manifest  policy  of  this  Gk>Fernment  being 
to  avoid  a  collision  with  either  belligerent,  deter- 
mined the  Executive  to  give  the  new  Minister  a 
reception  evincive  of  a  disposition  to  adjust  all 
existing  differences  in  an  amicable  way.  The 
reception  of  Mr.  Jackson  as  the  accredited  Min- 
ister of  His  Britannic  Majesty  excited  a  general 
expectation  that  explanations  would  be  made  for 
the  non-execution  of  Mr.  Erskine's  arran^ment, 
and  also  that  a  tender  of  redress  for  past  injuries 
would  be  offered.  Expectation  was  however  to 
be  disappointed.  Mr.  Jackson's  interviews  with 
the  Secretary  of  State  issued  in  nothing  that 
could  afford  the  least  satisfaction.  It  became 
highly  important,  in  the  state  of  our  political  re- 
lations, clearly  to  ascertain  the  intentions  of  the 
British  cabinet.  As  Mr.  Jackson  had  displayed 
no  inclination  to  act,  although  his  Government 
was  the  injuring  party^  the  President,  on  deliber- 
ation, feit  it  as  a  duty  incumbent  on  nim  to  give 
solemnity  to  his  communications  with  Mr.  J. 
In  consequence  of  this  determination,  the  follow- 
ing letter  is  supposed  to  have  been  written,  expres- 
sive of  the  sentiments  of  the  President.  The 
Secretary  of  State  says  to  Mr.  Jackson :  *^  In  such 
'  a  state  of  things,  no  expectation  could  be  more 

*  reasonable,  no  course  or  proceedings  more  obvi- 
'  ously  prescribed  by  the  ordinary  respect  due  to 

*  the  disappointed  party,  than  a  prompt  and  ex- 

*  plicil  explanation  by  the  new  functionary  of  the 
'  grounds  of  the  refusal  on  the  part  of  his  Govern- 
'  ment  to  abide  by  an  arrangement  so  solemnly 

*  made,  accompanied  by  a  substitution  of  other 

*  propositions." 

To  prevent  misunderstanding  on  all  points  the 
Secretary  of  State  concludes  his  letter  thus:  "To 
'  avoid  misconceptions  incident  to  oral  proceed- 

*  ings,  I  have  also  the  honor  to  intimate,  that  it  is 

*  thought  expedient  that  our  further  discussions, on 

*  the  present  occasion,  be  in  the  written  form." 
Mr.  Jackson,  either  forgetful  or  ignorant  of  the 
riffht  appertaining  to  every  Government  of  estab- 
lishing the  form  of  communication  between  its 
proper  functionaries  and  foreign  Ministers,  even 
of  the  practice  of  the  British  Government  to- 
wards the  Minister  of  the  United  States,  Mr. 
Pinkney,  who  was  required  to  make  his  commu- 
nications in  the  written  form,  flew  into  a  violent 
rage,  and  protested  against  the  requisition  of  the 
Secretary  of  State,  as  one  not  having  a  precedent 
in  the  annals  of  diplomacy  to  support  it.  From 
reprobating  this  mode  of  procedure,  because  it 
deprived  him  of  all  chance  of  equivocation  and 
evasion,  he  states,  without  mincing  the  matter, 
that  be  entertained  no  hope  of  the  restoration 
of  a  thorough  good  understanding  between  the 
respective  countries,  because  he  was  satisfied  that 
no  disposition  on  the  part  of  the  American  Gov- 
ernment existed  to  promote  it.  I  will  give  you 
Mr.  Jackson's  own  words;  in  his  letter  ofthe  11th 
of  October,  1809,  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  he 
says:  "  I  shall  now  proceed  to  the  other  parts  of 
'  your  letter,  and  appljr  to  them  the  best  consider- 
'  ation  that  can  arise  rrom  a  zeai  proportioned  to 


'  the  increase  of  diflSculty  thus  thrown  in  the  way 
'  of  the  restoration  of  a  thorough  good  under* 
^  standing  between  our  respective  countries.'^ 

To  understand  the  state  of  Mr.  Jackson's  miod, 
and  to  comprehend  his  meaning,  it  is  necessarf 
to  refer  to  letters  subsequently  written  to  the  Sec- 
retary of  State.  In  one  of  the  4th  of  November, 
1809,  after  complaining  of  his  being  restricted  to 
the  honest  mode  of  communication,  the  wriuea 
form,  Mr.  Jackson  expresses  himself  thus:  "As. 

*  however,  I  had  no  choice  but  to  renounce,  for 

*  the  present,  the  hope  of  effectuating  this  desin* 

*  ble  object,  or  to  pursue  it  in  the  roanoer  pr^ 
'  scribed  in  your  letter  of  the  9th  ultimo,  so  1  am 
^  now  unwillingly  compelled  to  enter  upon  the 
^  consid«ration  of  another  letter  from  you  unde: 
^  date  of  the  1st  instant,  which  but  too  strongly 
'  confirms  the  opinion  I  before  entertained."  Mr. 
Jackson,  in  his  letter  of  October  23.  speaking  of 
Augereau's  proclamation  to  the  Catalonians,  that 
had  no  connexion  with  the  subjects  to  be  iw 
cussed  between  the  Secretarj  of  State  aod  him- 
self, travels  out  of  the  way  tor  the  express  par- 
pose  of  reviving  a  calumny  against  the  Gorers- 
ment  of  the  United  Slates  of  being  under  Freoch 
influence.  The  following  are  his  words:  "^Isit 
'  not  important,  at  such  a  moment,  that  Europe 
^  and  America  should   be  convinced,  that  fros 

*  whatever  countries  honorable  and  manly  resist* 
'  ance  to  such  a  spirit  may  have  been  banisbed.it 

*  will  still  be  found  in  the  Sovereign  of  the  Brit- 
'  ish  nation,  and  in  the  hearts  of  his  subjects." 

When  all  these  extracts  are  brought  intoo&e 
point  of  view,  the  meaning  is  clear.  He  koev 
that  his  letters  would  be  published;  aod  he  was 
determined  to  impeach  the  administrators  ofthe 
Government,  Before  the  tribunal  of  the  people,  Dt' 
French  influence.  Those  very  persons  on  wboa. 
a  few  months  before  his  arrival  into  thiscouDtrr, 
the  citizens  of  the  United  States  had  passed  theit 
judgment  by  electing  them  as  their  Representa- 
tives. 

Mr.  Jackson  shows  himself  well  qualified  im- 
pudently to  keep  alive  a  charge  which  originated 
with  the  British  Government  to  delude  and  dis- 
tract the  good  people  of  this  country ;  and  I  bare 
no  doubt  but  that  he  will  find  some  of  the  news- 
paper editors  and  dull  compilers  of  pamphlets 
prompt  in  lending  their  aid  to  propagate  an^  cal- 
umny, no  matter  what,  against  the  GovennDeat 
of  the  United  States.  Mr.  Jackson's  object  ia 
coming  to  this  country  was  to  do  nothing  with 
the  Government,  but  to  find  out  and  to  tamper 
with  instruments  of  corruption. 

His  policy  was  to  avoid  all  opportunities  of 
honorable  explanation;  not  to  tender  just  repar- 
ation for  injuries  received,  but  to  seize  every  o^ 
casion  of  insidiously  charging  the  President  of 
the  United  States  with  insincerity  towards  the 
British  Government.  To  foment  divisions  amoo^ 
this  people  was  his  great  object.  I  trust  in  God 
he  has  been  egregiously  mistaken.  The  Amen- 
can  people  are  too  sensible  of  their  own  digoitr 
and  rights,  and  too  manfullv  disposed  ever  to  sor- 
render  them  to  France,  ana  too  intelligent  from 
dear  bought  experience,  of  British  morality  and 
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justice}  to  look  for  a  sancluary  of  safetv,  in  an 
alliaace,  offeosive  and  defensive,  witn  Great 
Britain. 

The  tribunals  of  justice,  however  limited  thejr 
may  be  io  their  jurisdiction,  have  the  power  of 
punishing  for  contempts ;  and  it  is  to  be  lamented 
that  the  Chief  Magistrate  of  the  United  States, 
for  as  gross  indecorum  and  insolence  in  the  Brit- 
ish  Minister  as  coold  be  well  practised  or  devised, 
should  be  censured  for  maintaining  with  a  proper 
spirit  the  dignity  of  his  station.  I  have  said 
enough  on  this  point  to  prove  that  Mr*  Jackson 
intended,  by  his  manner  of  conducting  the  cor- 
respondence with  the  Secretary  of  State,  to  treat 
with  indignity  and  insolence  the  Government  of 
the  United  States;  and  that  his  style,  in  opening 
ind  continuing  the  correspondence,  was  in  con- 
formity neither  to  the  rales  which  preserve  deco- 
rum and  respect  in  private  life,  nor  in  anywise 
idapted  to  inspire  confidence,  or  promote  a  good 
anderstanding  between  the  two  countries. 

I  shall  now.  sir,  undertake  to  prove  that  the 
President  of  toe  United  States,  however  well 
lisposed  he  might  be,  to  meet  any  fair  propoai- 
:ion  on  the  nart  of  the  British  Gk>vernment,  was 
prevented  from  indulging  his  wishes,  on  the 
jfround  on  which  he  was  placed  by  the^  conduct 
)f  Mr.  Jackson,  and  from  serious  and  well  founded 
)bjections  to  his  powers  and  instructions. 

As  the  United  States  had  received,  and  were 
eceiving  great  injuries  and  injustice  from  the 
lets  of  the  British  Government,  in  impressments 
if  their  seamen,  in  the  attack  on  the  Chesapeake, 
I  national  ship,  in  illegal  captures  and  eondem- 
laiions  of  vessels  and  cargoes,  and  in  the  disa- 
vowal of  a  solemn  arrangement,  it  was  natural 
0  look  to  the  new  mission  for  explanations  of 
«st  conduct  and  for  redress  of  wrones.  All  ex- 
pectations on  these  heads  for  redress,  now  reason- 
bly  soever  they  were  cherished,  were  not  to  be 
ratified.  As  to  explanations  for  the  non-execu- 
ion  of  Mr.  £rskine's  provisional  agreement,  the 
elay  which  had  taken  place,  and  the  mode  of 
oing  it,  evinced  a  disposition  in  the  British  Min- 
itry,  utterly  regardless  of  the  sensibility  of  this 
ation.  and  of  respect  for  this  Gh)vernment.  In 
lie  a^air  of  the  Chesapeake,  reparation  was 
ffered,  but  clogged  with  such  conditions,  that 
le  Grovernment  would  have  dishonored  itself  by 
eceding  to  them.  They  would  not  be  accepted 
rithout  a  wilful  and  palpable  violation  and  aoan- 
onment  of  rights,  derived  from  the  Constitution 
Qd  the  laws  of  the  land. 
With  respect  to  the  other  classes  of  outrages 
ad  injuries,  Mr.  Jackson  declared  that  he  had 
0  powers  which  authorized  him  to  bring  them 
ren  into  discussion.  That  his  powers  and  in- 
ructions  had  a  prospective,  but  no  retrospective 
»lation  ;  that  he  had  no  propositions  to  make, 
jt  was  ready  to  receive  such  as  the  President 
lould  think  proper  to  communicate  through  the 
ecretary  of  State,  and  eventually  to  decide  on 
lem  according  to  the  tenor  of  his  instructions, 
ould,  sir,  disrespect  assume  an  aspect  more  for- 
dding?  Could  a  more  pointed  disregard  to, 
id  contempt  for,  the  rights  of  this  nation  be 


offered,  than  for  the  offending  Power  to  preserve 
silence  on  subjects  of  such  importance  and  inter- 
est, and  yet  propose  to  open  a  negotiation  which 
should  relate  to  the  future  concerns  of  the  two 
countries? 

Such  propositions  could  have  had  no  weight 
with  the  President,  as  a  denial  of  justice  for  past 
wrongs  could  not  certainly  inspire  the  injured 
party  with  a  confidence  that  such  propositions 
originated  either  in  magnanimity,  or  in  principles 
of  fair  and  honest  negotiation.  They  are  inva- 
riably the  precursors  of  a  temporizing  policy  and 
of  finished  duplicity. 

To  entice  the  Executive  of  the  United  States 
into  such  a  negotiation  and  arrangement,  was  a 
masterpiece  of  cunning.  Its  ostensible  object  was 
to  adjust  the  future  relations  between  the  two 
countries;  its  real  one,  to  destroy  the  claims  of 
the  United  States  on  the  British  Government  to 
reparation  for  past  violations  of  neutral  rights.  I 
shall  attempt  to  show  how  this  was  to  be  accom- 
plished. 

Two  considerations,  no  doubt,  had  their  influ- 
ence with  the  British  Ministry ;  the  first  was  to 
obtain,  through  the  artifice  of  negotiation,  an 
acknowledgment  of  the  right  to  issue  the  Orders 
in  Council  of  January  and  November,  1807,  in- 
cluding those  also  of  prior  dates;  this  object  was 
to  be  effected  by  prevailing  on  the  President  to 
give  the  go-by  to  an  adjustment  of  injuries  in- 
flicted under  the  sanction  of  their  authority,  and 
to  conclude  an  arrangement  which  should  relate 
to  future  intercourse;  which  arrangement,  if  ac- 
ceded to,  while  the  Orders  of  Council  should  be 
in  force,  would  ever  afterwards  be  insisted  on  as 
an  acknowledgment  of  their  legality.  The  sec* 
ond  was,  that  if  the  negotiation  should  eventuate 
in  an  arrangement,  chicanery — for  European  Gov- 
ernments do  not  disdain  to  make  it  an  auxiliary — 
would  soon  find  in  such  an  arrangement  either 
an  implied  or  express  release  of  all  obligations  on 
the  British  Government  to  make  reparation  for 
any  injury  or  wrong  received  from  the  execution 
of  those  orders.  I  might,  sir,  also  add  other  con^ 
siderations,  but  as  T  have  already  stated  them  in 
the  first  part  of  my  argument,  I  forbear  to  repeat 
them.  The  penetrating  eye  of  the  President  saw 
instantly  through  the  diplomatic  artifice;  and 
the  Secretary  of  State,  in  a  style  that  evinced  his 
clearness  of  perception,  convinced  Mr.  Jackson 
that  the  tricks  of  negotiation,  however  specious, 
had  lost  their  magic  power. 

The  tendency  of  his  projects  was  seen  and 
avoided.  The  Secretary  of  State,  in  the  follow- 
ing extracts  from  his  letter  of  the  19th  of  Octo- 
ber, 1809,  addressed  to  Mr.  Jackson,  proves  my 
assertions.     He  says: 

"  Had  none  of  those  obstacles  presented  themselves 
to  the  course  corresponding  with  the  sentiments  and 
dispositions  of  the  President,  I  should  have  felt  great 
pleasure  in  giving  yon  formal  assurances  of  his  readi- 
ness to  execute  the  conditional  authority  with  which 
he  is  invested  for  restoring  in  its  full  extent,  as  far  aa 
it  may  depend  on  the  United  States,  the  commercial 
interconrse  of  the  two  countries,  and  that  he  would, 
moreover,  be  disposed  to  extend  the  experiment  of  a 
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friendly  iMgotifttion  to  erexy  pomt  of  dififorence  and 
muluai  interett  between  them. 

"  If,  indeed,  in  the  e^nt  of  •  eucceeeful  termination 
of  what  relates  to  the  case  of  the  Chesapeake,  it  be 
thought  that  a  removal  of  the  difficulties  arising  from 
the  Orders  in  Council  might  be  facilitated,  by  compre- 
hending them  in  a  general  negotiation,  and  the  opera- 
tion of  the  orders  can  in  the  meantime  be  suspended, 
the  door  might  be  considered  as  immediately  open  to 
that  course  of  proceeding.  To  such  a  suspension  no 
reasonable  objection  can  be  made,  if,  as  you  have  stated, 
the  Or  Jers  in  Council,  as  now  modified,  leave  the  trade 
of  the  United  States  nearly  as  great  as  it  would  be 
without  the  existence  of  such  orders,  My  long  as  France 
and  the  other  Powers  shall  continue  their  decrees,  inas- 
much as  a  discontinuanoe  of  their  decrees  by  those 
Powers  confessedly  requires  an  immediate  and  entire 
roTOcation  of  the  Orders  in  Coundl.  That  a  suspen- 
sion of  the  orders  with  a  view  to  their  being  brought 
into  a  general  negotiation,  is  more  reasonable  than  a 
temporary  submission  to  their  authority  by  the  United 
States  with  that  view,  is  obvious  from  the  reflection, 
that  such  a  submission  would  necessarily  involve  a  re- 
linquishment of  the  principle  which  they  have  stead- 
fastly asserted ;  whereas  a  discontinuance  of  the  Or- 
ders in  Council,  in  the  present  actual  state  of  things, 
would  not  be  incompatible  with  the  principle  on  which 
they  were  originally  founded." 

Oq  this  point  I  shall  forbear  to  say  aoylhing 
inore^  except  to  recall  to  notice  some  facts  relat- 
ing to  past  transactioDs  between  the  United  States 
and  Great  Britain.  By  the  seventh  article  of  the 
definitive  Treaty  of  Peace  of  1783,  the  British 
Government  stipulated  not  to  take  awajr  "any 
negroes  or  other  property  of  the  American  inhabi- 
tants." Yet  we  fioa  that,  when  the  British  army 
evacuated  New.York^  and  embarked  for  Great 
i^ritain,  that  stipulation  was  disregarded.  The 
Tiolation  of  a  solemn  treaty  gave  the  injured  party 
H  right  to  demand  reparation ;  the  demand  was 
urged  and  evaded. 

Since  the  ratification  of  Mr.  Jay's  Treaty,  in 
1795,  though  the  stipulation  in  the  seventh  arti- 
cle of  the  Treaty  or  1783,  as  above  stated,  re- 
mained as  was  supposed  untoacbed;  yet  it  has 
been,  and  will  be.  contended  whenever  a  discus- 
sion shall  take  place  on  that  subject,  that  the 
United  States  have^  by  implication,  lost  all  right 
U)  reparation.  Let  facts  and  experience  admonish 
us.  If  we  do  not  keep  closely  connected  past 
transactions  with  such  as  are  daily  occurring,  it 
will  not  require  prophetic  inspiration  to  inform 
us,  that  the  chicanery  of  the  British  Government 
will  be  honored  with  another  triumph  in  the 
prostration  of  American  rights. 

Having  shown  that  Mr.  Jackson's  manner  of 
conducting  the  correspondence  with  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  was  indecorous  and  insulting;  hav- 
ing likewise  shown,  that  from  his  own  acknowl- 
edgment, he  bad  no  powers  to  redress  past  viola- 
tions of  ri|;hts;  and  that  his  mission,  in  whatever 
Foiot  of  view  it  can  be  exhibited,  was  insidious, 
will  now  proceed  to  show  that  Mr.  Jackson 
gave  the  lie,  open  and  direct,  to  the  President  of 
%he  United  States,  and  likewise  to  the  Secretary 
of  Stale.  I  regret,  sir,  that  1  am  compelled  to 
speak  of  things  aa  they  are.    I  «m  not  to  be  in- 


formed that  some  gentlemen  fancy  that  they  m 
Mr.  Jackson's  conduct,  manner,  and  views,  is  i 
different  light.  The  gentleman  from  Connecti- 
cut (Mr.  Dana)  saw  the  darkger  of  haodiiBg  this 
subject  too  rashly,  the  shiirp,  repellent  poiotsof 
which  were  to  him  visible ;  be  touched  them  not 
He  retired  from  a  contest  which  promised  ne 
great  acquisition  of  fame.  He  very  prndeotly 
took  a  wider  ranee ;  in  the  amplitude  of  span, 
like  a  good  pilot,  be  looked  for  least  danger.  Mr. 
Jackson,  in  attempting  to  prove  tbft  the  Pren* 
dent  was  fully  acquainted  with  Mr.  CanoingH 
despatch  of  the  23d  of  January,  1809,  wkiek 
formed  but  one  part  of  the  instrocttons  to  Mr. 
Erskine,  disregarded  those  forms  of  respect  to- 
wards the  Chief  Magistrate  of  the  United  States 
that  even  rude  and  savage  nations  exact,  ni 
cause  to  be  observed  in  honor  of  their  cbief& 
Mr.  Jackson  was  early  informed  that  the  Pits* 
dent  had  not  seen  the  despatch  to  which  beii* 
luded,  nor  were  such  instructions  known  to  form 
a  part  of  those  which  Mr.  firsktue  had  receired, 
until  a  coipy  of  th«  instcoctions  were  commoBi- 
cated  by  Mr.  Ptokney,  our  Minister  at  the  Coort 
of  St.  James,  some  time  after  the  disavowal  hai 
taken  place.  Notwithstanding  this  informsdoa, 
Mr.  Jackson  chaoffed  his  ground,  mud  imM 
that,  if  the  despatch  alluded  to  bad  not  beensM 
by  the  President,  the  8ut»tanee  of  it  had  be<a 
given  to  him  by  Mr.  Erskine ;  thencft  eonciodifif 
that,  under  such  circumKfances,  the  Presideot 
could  not  look  for  th«  execution  of  the  proTB- 
ioaal  arrangement  by  the  British  GtovemoneoL 
It  is  true  that  Mr.  Brskine,  in  conversation  wiik 
the  Secretary  of  State,  did  state  certain  propos* 
tioas  verbally,  which  since  the  disavowal  of  tu 
arrangement,  are  found  to  be  in  substance  the 
same  with  those  contained  in  the  despatch  of  the 
23d  of  January,  but  which  Mr.  Brskine  never  is- 
formed  the  Secretary  of  State  were  derived  froa 
bis  instructions;  all  which  Will  evidentlf  app<" 
in  the  extract  from  his  letter  of  the  14th  Asssst 
last,  which  I  have  read  to  the  House,  in  at;^ifl; 
on  the  competency  of  Mr.  Brsktne's  powers. 

The  Secretary  of  State  knew,  and  it  was  m 
secret,  that  the  British  Ministry  had  long  eodeiT- 
oh«d  to  induce  this  Qovemnoent  to  surrender  dah 
ing  the  war  the  colonial  trade,  and  he  considered 
the  renewal  of  this  proposition  by  Mr.  Erskioe 
as  a  xealous  effort  on  his  part  to  tryagaiD  t^ 
disposition  of  this  Government  on  that  poiot; 
finaiog  himself  checked  at  the  outset,  he  u» 
other  ground,  which  being  more  compatible  with 
the  views  of  the  President,  served  as  the  basis  of 
the  arrangement  of' April  last.  This,  sir,  is* 
.true  statetnent  of  facto,  which  Mr.  Erskioe's  cor- 
respondence will  prove  to  be  just. 

Although  Mr.  Jackson  was  repeatedly  infortDea 
of  the  facts  as  stated,  he  continued  to  orge  ^ 
same  thing  in  such  a  manner  as  to  compel  t^ 
President,  by  continuing  the  correspondence, » 
acknowledge  the  truth  of  his  assertions,  and  to 
stand  self-condemned,  as  having,  in  the  free  of 
the  world,  deliberately  maintained  a  fakehood. 
The  President  of  the  United  States,  conacious  of 
adhering  to  fairness  and  honesty  in  ill  ^is  nep- 
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ioos  with  the  British  GoFernmeDt;  having  in 
lis  poffsessioo  Mr.  Erskine's  letters,  establishing 
wyond  a  doubt  bis  title  to  that  character,  he  de- 
ermioed  to  put  a  period  to  the  repetition  of  a 
ftDguage  implying  a  knowledge  on  the  part  of 
his  Ouvernmenl,  that  the  in»tructioo8  of  Mr. 
SIr>kine  did  not  authorize  him  to  conclude  the 
irrangement  of  April  last.  In  consequence  of 
his  determination,  the  Secretary  of  State,  in  a 
etier  of  the  1st  of  Novembe/^  1809,  addressed  to 
dr.  JacksoQ;  says: 

**  After  tha  explicit  and  peremptory  aMeveraiioo, 
bftt  this  Gevernment  had  no  soch  knowledge,  and  that 
rith  such  a  knowledge  no  such  arrangement  would 
ate  been  entered  into,  the  view  which  you  have  again . 
•resented  of  the  subject,  makea  it  my  duty  to  apprize 
oa  that  such  insinuations  are  inadmissible  in  the  in  • 
ercoarse  of  a  foreign  Minister  with  a  Government. 
bat  understanda  what  it  owes  to  itself." 

This  intimation  to  Mr.  Jackson  had  no  effect. 
D  the  coDcluaion  of  his  letter  of  the  lith  of 
November,  he  again,  in  a  strain  not  to  be  misun- 
erstood,  nor  suf paased  in  rudeness,  says : 

"  Ton  will  find,  that  in  my  correspondence  with  jou, 
bays  carefully  avoided  drawing  conclusions  that  did 
0i  necessarily  follow  from  the  premises  advanced  by 
le,  and  least  of  all  should  I  think  of  uttering  an  in- 
inaation  where  I  was  unable  to  substantiate  a  fact, 
'o  facts,  as  I  have  become  acquainted  with  them,  I 
sve  scnipulouely  adhered ;  and,  in  so  doing,  I  must 
pDtinue,  whenever  the  good  faith  of  his  Majesty's 
lovernment  is  called  in  question,  to  vindicate  its  honor 
nd  dignity,  in  the  manner  that  appears  to  me  beat 
ilculated  for  that  purpose." 

The  President  had,  after  this  letter,  no  choice 
?ft  him  hut  to  submit  to  the  calumnies  of  the 
Iritish  Minister;  to  be  told  that  no  credit  was 
ue  to  his  a5:«everations,  or  to  sustain  with  be- 
oming  dignity,  by  terminating  the  mission  of 
ir.  jRcksoOi  the  reputation  of  the  American 
tepoblic. 

In  dismissing  Mr.  Jackson,  I  am 'persuaded, 
rem  my  view  uf  the  whole  afliir,  that  the  Presi- 
ent  did  nothing  more  than  he  was  imperiously 
ound  to  do.  A  Government,  sir,  that  knows  not 
ow  lo  respect  itself,  cannot  be  respected.  Tim- 
lily  never  fails  to  invite  aggressions,  and  to  sub- 
let the  nation  that  acts  according  to  its  sugges- 
ODs  to  humiliation  and  disgrace. 

As  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut  (Mr.  Pit- 
in)  has  endeavored  to  show,  that  no  similarity 
'batever  between  the  case  of  De  Palm  and  the 
resent  can  he  traced,  I  will  ask  your  indulgence 
J^hile  I  slate  the  case  of  De  Palm.  In  the  year 
727,  George  the  First,  in  his  speech  to  Parlia- 
ment, among  other  charges  against  the  Emperor 
r  Germany,  assured  them  of  the  truth  of  this, 
»at  His  Im{>erial  Majesty  had  concluded  a  treaty 
'lib  Spain,  in  which  was  a  secret  article  to  place 
w  Pretender  on  the  throne  of  Great  Briiain. 
lis  Imperial  Majesty  took  umbrage  at  the  King^s 
peech,  and  ordered  De  Palm  the  imperial  resi- 
pDt  to  present  a  remonstrance  to  the  British 
'Ouri.  The  remonstrance  was  framed  in  terms 
Dusually  bold  and  pointed,  charging  the  King 
With  calumnious  misrepresentaiioos,  and  huz* 


ardiiig  assertions  void  of  foundation."  De  Palm 
published  this  memorial. 
Belbham,  the  British  historian,  says  : 
'*  The  allegation  contained  in  this  letter  and  memo- 
rial, seem  but  too  well  founded ;  but  the  in  temperate 
language  of  these  papers  gave  high  and  just  oiience; 
and  Mr.  8hippen,Mr.  Hungerford,  Sir  William  Wynd- 
ham,  and  all  the  leaders  of  opposition  in  Parliament 
warmly  concurred  in  the  AddreM  to  the  throne  on 
this  occasion,  which  passed  the  House  without  a  dis- 
sentient vote,  and  De  Palm  was  required  forthwith  to 
depart  oixt  of  the  kingdom." 

My  object  is  not  to  trace  similitude  of  features 
in  the  cases  of  De  Palm  and  of  Mr.  Jackson,  the 
Brili.>h  Minister.  No  two  faces  are  alike;  no 
cases  are  uniform  and  exact  in  all  their  circum- 
stances, but  trifling  shades  of  differences  do  not 
preclude  a  dependence  on  the  same  principle  as  a 
basis.  I  have  a  more  important  object  in  view 
than  such  a  comparison;  it  is  to  inculcate  this 
doctrine  which  the  case  of  De  Palm  illuminates; 
that  the  first  step  to  national  greatness  is  har- 
mony and  concert  in  the  Guvernment,  particu- 
larly so  when  a  foreign  Power  is  the  opponent. 
The  interposition  of  toe  authority  and  influence 
of  Parliament  in  support  of  the  Gxecutive  Magis- 
trate against  the  Imperial  Resident,  De  Palm,  was 
proper,  disinterested,  and  patriotic ;  and  the  sac- 
lifice  of  party  feelings  by  the  opposition  to  the 
welfare  of  their  country,  an  instance  of  magna- 
nimity and  self-command,  not  unworthy  of  the 
emulation  of  the  American  patriots. 

The  gentleman  from  Connecticut,  (Mr.  Dana,) 
in  the  range  he  look,  adverted  to  the  following 
passage  in  the  letter  of  the  Secretary  of  State  to 
Mr.  Piokney— '^  Another  ground  on  which  pro- 
^  tection  was  asked  for,  is  the  supposed  tendency 

*  of  the  language  of  our  new:*pap)ers  to  excite  pop- 
'  ular  violence  on  Mr.  Jackson's  person.    Had  he 

*  been  longer  and  better  acquainted  with  the  hab- 

*  its  and  spirit  of  the  American  people,  he  would 

*  probably  never  have  entertained  an  apprehension 
'  of  that  sort."  The  gentleman  then  asked,  to 
what  laws  did  the  Secretary  allude?  In  what 
courts  were  redress  to  be  sought?  Were  the  Fed- 
eral courts  to  be  thrown  open  and  prosecutions  to 
be  instituted  for  libels  under  the  common  law? 
As  this  is  not  the  first  time  that  questions  of 
this  sort  have  come  from  that  quarter,  it  becomes 
necessary  to  give  them  a  short  answer.  It  is  now, 
sir,  as  it  has  always  been,  the  doctrine  of  Repub- 
licans, that  relioriuus  freedom  and  the  liberty  of 
the  presSj  are  subjects  on  which  Congress  cannot 
coosiiiutionally  legislate,  if  the  following  amend- 
ment to  the  Constitution  has  any  meaning. — Ar- 
ticle 1st.  "Congress  shall  make  no  law  respect^ 
ing  an  establishment  of  religion,  or  prohibiting 
the  free  exercise  thereof,  or  abridging  the  freedom 
of  speech,  or  of  the  press:**  And  also,  that  the 
Federal  courts  cannot  derive  any  jurisdiction  from 
the  common  law,  authorizing  them  to  take  cog- 
nizance of  criminal  offences.  If  Congress  can 
by  law  abridge  the  freedom  of  the  press,  Congress 
can  also  by  law  establish  a  religion  ;  to  do  either 
of  which  I  contend  no  Constitutional  power  is 
giveu.    From  this  view  of  the  subject,  1  am  con- 
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▼iDced  tiiat  the  Secretary  of  State  could  allade  to 
no  other  laws  than  to  State  laws.  The  liberty 
of  the  people  is,  thank  God,  under  the  guardian- 
ship of  State  sovereignty ;  and  I  trust  the  Repub- 
licans will  never,  while  they  are  influenced  by 
correct  principles,  usurp  State  powers.  Mr.  Jack- 
son has  a  resort,  if  he  pleases,  to  tribunals  of  jus- 
tice as  independent  as  these  tlnited  States,  com- 
posed of  judges  who  are  in  no  respect  inferior 
to  those  of  the  Federal  courts,  in  talents,  abilities, 
or  worth.  No  complaint  can  therefore  be  made 
either  by  His  Britannic  Majesty,  or  Mr.  Jackson, 
his  Minister,  since  the  same  tribunals  of  justice 
that  protect  the  reputation  and  honor  of  the  Pre- 
sident and  every  other  American  citizen  against 
the  abuses  of  the  press,  are  also  open  to  him.  The 
Constitution  and  laws  of  the  United  States  are 
in  other  cases  fully  competent  to  his  protection. 
I  shall  now  sir,  take  the  liberty  of  directing  my 
attention  to  some  observations,  which  fell  from  a 

gentleman  from  the  State  of  New  York,  (Mr. 
Iardenier,)  whom  I  am  glad  to  see  in  his  place. 
That  honorable  gentleman  has  told  us  that  the 
intercourse  with  Great  Britain  would  not  be 
abandoned  by  the  Northern  farmers,  as  a  com- 
mercial connexion  with  that  country  affords  a 
vent  for  their  surplus  produce;  and  also  that  the 
interest  of  his  constituents  essentially  depended 
on  its  renewal.     I  will  undertake  to  convince  that 

gentleman,  that  he  ought  to  occupy  other  ground, 
y  showing  that  a  trade  carried  on  with  Great 
Britain  alone  would  leave  on  the  farmers'  hands 
three-fourths  of  their  surplus  produce — a  fact  not 
very^  consoling  to  the  farmers  and  planters  of  the 
United  States.  [[Mr.  Gardenier  rose  to  correct 
a  misstatement  into  which  Mr.  N.  had  fallen. 
Mr.  G.  said  if  Mr.  N.  had  added  that  the  Northern 
States  would  not  abandon  their  commerce  with 
Great  Britain  forlightand  trivial  causes,  he  would 
be  correct.]  1  am  williii^,  sir,  to  take. the  argu- 
ment of  the  gentleman  with  this  limitation,  that 
the  commercial  intercourse  with  Grefit  Britain 
should  not  be  surrendered  or  abandoned  for  light 
and  trivial  causes.  I  have  said  enough  on  the 
conduct  of  Great  Britain  towards  the  United 
States,  to  show  whether  their  complaints  arise 
from,  and  whether  the  acts  of  this  Government 
are  founded  on  light  and  trivial  causes.  The  view 
which  I  shall  take  of  this  subject  and  the  facts 
connected  with  it,  notwithstanding  the  explana- 
tion, will  still  be  the  same.  Permit  me,  sir,  to 
express  my  regret,  that  arguments  on  great  na- 
tional subjects,  instead  of  being  general  and  com- 
prehensive, should  be  narrowed  down  and  confined 
to  local  considerations.  It  is  certainly  improper 
and  impolitic  to  cut  the  United  States  up  into 
districts  and  slips,  and  to  legislate  for  each  divi- 
sion. This  chequered  patch-work  sort  of  legii- 
lation  comports  not  with  the  design  of  this  Gov- 
ernment, nor  with  the  interest  of  this  nation. 
Correct  and  enlightened  policy  inculcates  liberal 
and  enlarged  views — sacrifices  of  local  and  minor 
interest  to  the  promotion  of  the  general  good, 
and  particularly  this  truism  :  that  the  health  and 
vigor  of  the  members  are  derived  from  the  sanity 
and  vigor  of  the  body.    My  object  is  to  show  that 


our  trade  to  Great  Britain  is  far  from  being  lu- 
crative, that  we  are  not  dependent  on  her  for  our 
commercial  prosperity,  and  that  a  trade  confined 
to  her  ports  solely  for  a  short  space  of  time,  would 
have  a  paralyzing  effect  on  agriculture.  I  shall 
arrive  at  my  object  by  a  plain  statement  of  factsi 
The  following  extract  is  from  a  report  of  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Treasury  to  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives in  1806 — it  will  support  my  assertion. 
The  report  says :  "  On  the  exports  to  the  domin- 

*  ions  of  Great  Britain  in  Europe,  it  may  be  ob- 

*  served,  that  the  tobacco  is  supposed  to  exceed 
'  the  amount  wanted  for  their  own  coDsaoiption ; 
'  that  as  the  laws  of  Great  Britain  do  not  permit 
'  for  home  consumption  the  importation  of  the 
'  greater  part  of  the  articles  of  foreign  merchaa- 
'  dise  in  American  vessels,  those  which  appear  to 

*  have  been  shipped  from  the  United  States  have 

*  generally  been  either  cleared  for  England  and  a 
'  market,  or  when  landed,  warehoused  for  re-ex- 
'  portation ;  and  that  flour  and  wheat,  which  are 
'  not  a  permanent  article  of  exportation  to  Great 

*  Britain,  constituted  more  than  two-thirds  of  the 
'  value  of  the  provisions  exported  to  that  country 

*  in  1802  and  1803.  Although  the  quantity  of 
^cotton  exported  to  Great  Britain  is  increasing, 

*  and  its  value  amounted,  in  1804,  to  near  six  mil- 
^  lions  two  hundred  thousand  dollars ;  yet  the 
'  total  value  of  the  exports  to  that  country  did  not 

*  in  that  year,  exceed,  in  articles  both  of  domestic 

*  and  foreign  produce,  thirteen  millions  two  hon- 
'  dred  thousand  dollars,  while  the  importatioa 
'  amounted  to  twenty-seven  millions  six  hundred 
'  thousand  dollars,  making  a  balance  in  favor  c^ 
'  Great  Britain  of  fourteen  millions  two  hundred 
'  thousand  dollars.  As  this  balance  most  neces- 
'  sarily  be  paid  out  of  the  proceeds  of  the  exports 
^  of  the  United  States  to  other  countries,  it  follows 
'  that  on  the  value  of  those  exports  depends  the 
^  ability  to  pay  for  British  manufactures  to  that 

*  extent;  and  that  the  quantity  imported  forborne 
'  consumption  or  re-exportation  must  be  affected 
'  by  every  obstruction  to  the  commerce  of  the 

*  United  States  with  other  countries." 

In  the  year  1803,  the  value  of  the  exports  of 
the  United  States  in  domestic  produce  to  all  parts 
of  the  world,  amounted  to  more  than  fortv-two 
millions  of  dollars,  and,  in  1807,  to  the  value  of 
forty-nine  millions  of  dollars. 

The  exports  of  the  United  States,  to  all  parts 
of  the  world  in  foreign  produce,  in  1804,  amount- 
ed in  value  to  thirty-six  millions  of  dollars,  and, 
in  1807,  to  forty-nine  millions  of  dollars. 

Thus,  it  appears,  by  regular  calculations,  that 
Great  Britain  does  not  take  of  our  domestic  pro- 
duce, in  value,  quite  thirteen  millions  of  dollars, 
and  of  foreign  produce  not  more  than  two  mil- 
lions two  hundred  and  sixty  thousand  dollars. 
Hence,  the  following  facts  are  evident,  to  wit: 
that  if  the  United  States  were  confined  in  their 
trade  solely  to  Great  Britain,  domestic  produce  to 
the  value  of  thirty  odd  millions  of  dollars  would 
remain  on  the  hands  of  the  farmers  and  planien 
for  want  of  a  market ;  and  between  thirty-five 
and  fifty-six  millions  of  dollars  in  foreign  pro- 
duce would  remain  a  dead  capital  in  the  country 
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L  conseqaence  not  (^nerallf  taken  into  ealeula- 
toD  would  inevitably  resalt  from  a  trade  confined 
9  Great  Britain  alone.  Such  is  the  spirit  of 
peculation,  that  it  mast  be  active.  Shipments  to 
irreat  Britain,  in  such  a  state  of  things,  would  be 
aade;  the  markets  would  become  glutted;  the 
rice  of  produce  would  sink  below  first  cost,  and 
ankroptcies  would  ensue,  the  effects  of  which 
rould  reach  the  peaceful  manitioDs  of  the  farmer 
nd  mechanic,  i  shall  say  nothing  on  the  head 
f  making  Great  Britain  the  depot  of  the  produce 
f  this  country,  to  be  by  her  transhipped  to  other 
ountries;  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
evolts  at  such  a  pretension.    It  will  never  submit 

0  wear  the  badge  of  colonial  vassalage. 

I  will  now  show  that  the  Northern  States  are 
lot  so  much  interested  as  the  Middle  and  South- 
rn  States  are,  in  the  continuance  of  friendly  in- 
ercoarse  with  Great  Britain. 

The  exports  to  Great  Britain,  in  domestic 
irodace,  consist  of  the  following  articles : 

)otton 96,000,000 

i'obacco 3;n0,000 

^roYiiions 2,160,000 

iOmber,  naval  stores,  and  potashes  -  -  1,670,000 
iU  other  articles  of  domestic  produce        -       000,000 

From  this  statement,  if  attentively  considered, 
t  will  appear  that  the  Middle  and  Southern 
Uates  supply  Great  Britain  with  domestic  pro- 
luce  to  toe  value  of  eleven  millions  seven  hon- 
Ired  and  seventeen  thousand  dollars,  and  the  New 
Sogland  States  and  State  of  New  York  with  not 
acre  than  amounts  to  one  million  seven  hundred 
lod  twelve  thousand  dollars. 

This  last-mentioned  sum,  when  divided  into 
>or(ions  between  the  New  England  States  and 
State  of  New  York,  will  not  very  logically  and 
irithmetically  prove  that  the  Northern  States  are 
aore  interested  than  the  Middle  and  Southern 
States  in  a  commercial  intercourse  with  Great 
Britain. 

It  is,  sir,  far  from  my  intention  to  derogate  in 
he  least  from  the  eommercial  importance  of  the 
Northern  States ;  nor  is  it  my  intention  to  make 
DTidious  comparisons.  I  have  been  reluctantiv 
impelled  to  sift,  to  analyze  the  dogmas  which 
lare  been  so  often  pronounced  with  confidence  on 
his  floor,  and  to  vindicate  the  character  of  the 
State  I  have  the  honor  in  part  to  represent,  from 
he  charge  of  being  hostile  to  commerce,  and  par- 
icularly  with  Great  Britain.  I  trusty  sir,  that  I 
■are  shown  that  Virginia  as  a  producing  State  is 
Qterested  in  commerce  equally  with  her  sister 
States ;  but  I  am  satisfied  that  she  will  be  among 
be  last  to  surrender  one  national  right  to  obtain 

1  miserable  pittance  of  commerce. 

Much  has  been  said,  sir,  on  the  subject  of  rev- 
Que,  and  many  have  deplored,  in  a  manner  not 
0  be  mistaken,  the  diminution  of  the  same.  It 
•ecomes  important  to  understand  the  state  of  the 
l^reasury,  and  the  causes  which  have  contributed 
0  lessen  the  receipts.  Every  man  who  considers 
he  situation  of  this  country  in  a  sober  and  tem- 
}erate  manner,  must  perceive  that  the  fiscal  ope- 
atioDs  of  the  United  States  have  not  been  in- 
Qred  by  any  act  of  the  Government.    As  most  of 


our  revenue  is  derived  from  commerce,  any  de- 
pression which  the  latter  suffers  must  have  a  ten- 
dency to  decrease  the  former.  Our  commerce 
with  foreign  nations  is  independent  of  the  control 
of  this  Government.  Each  nation  has  the  right 
and  the  power  of  executing  the  same  within  its 
dominions.  A  revenue  which  depends  on  com- 
merce most  necessarily  be  uncertain  and  capri- 
cious. It  mav  be  great  to-day — to-morrow  it  may 
be  less  by  half  than  on  the  preceding  day.  The 
arbitrary  edicts  of  Government  are  to  commerce 
what  the  state  of  the  weather  is  to  mercurv  in 
the  tube  of  a  thermometer ;  it  rises  and  falls  from 
the  influence  of  causes  over  whic|^  there  can  be 
no  control.  The  war  between  Great  Britain  and 
France  is  of  a  character  that  has  no  parallel  in 
the  history  of  the  world.  The  law  of  nations  in 
all  former  wars  afforded  some  sort  of  protection 
to  neutrals,  but  now  it  is  a  dead  letter.  Great 
Britain  and  France,  by  orders  and  decrees,  pros- 
trate, in  the  twinkling  of  an  eye,  the  wise  and 
venerable  monuments  of  ages.  In  their  rage 
against  each  *nther,  and  from  the  instigation  of 
envy  and  jealousy  at  the  prosperity  of  others, 
they  respect  no  law  nor  rights.  In  the  plenitude 
of  power,  their  will  is  the  law.  From  the  con- 
vulsed slate  of  Europe,  the  United  States  just 
rising  from  the  confusion  and  depression  of  a  long 
revolutionary  contest  for  independence,  had  and 
still  have  a  oifficult  part  to  act.  Their  policy  has 
been  to  avoid  being  parties  to  a  contest  which 
promised  no  advantage.  And  it  will  require  all 
the  sagacity  of  the  historian,  who  records  the 
events  of  these  times,  to  determine  whether  hos- 
tilities or  alliances  have  been  most  fatal  to  the 
natiou  whose  misfortune  it  has  been  to  take  sides. 
Suffice  it  to  saj  that  the  commerce  of  the  United 
States  has  sufllered  much  from  the  orders  and  de- 
crees of  the  belligerents. 

Can  it,  therefore,  be  a  matter  of  wonder  that 
the  revenue  should  experience  some  diminution, 
which  depended,  in  times  like  these,  on  the  pros- 
perity of  commerce  1  No  little  consolation  is, 
nowever,  derived  from  knowing  that  though  our 
embarrassments  have  been  great,  the  revenue  has 
been  such,  as,  by  able  management,  to  support 
the  Government  without  resorting  to  taxes,  and 
to  enable  the  Republicans  to  pay  large  debts  con- 
tracted in  times  of  Federal  prosperity. 

If  a  loan  of  four  millions  should  be  required,  it 
will  be  borrowed  to  pay  a  creditor.  No  new  debt 
is  thereby  created. 

Although  a  loan  to  that  amount  should  be 
made,  yet  the  national  debt  is  diminishing,  inas- 
much as  an  appropriation  to  the  amount  of  eight 
millions  of  dollars  is  made  for  the  payment  of 
the  public  debt. 

As  a  great  deal  has  been  said  about  the  revenue, 
it  is  necessary  that  the  observations  should  be 
fairly^  met.  From  some  remarks  and  hints,  a  sup- 
position may  be  entertained  that  the  present  ad- 
ministrators of  the  Government  have  been  lavish 
of  the  public  treasure — that  thejr  have  been  prod- 
igal. To  rebut  such  insinuations,  let  facts  be 
stated.  On  vague  aserlions  no  reliance  can  be 
had ;  a  comparative  view  of  the  Federal  and  Re- 
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publican  Admioistratioos  will  show  wbich  ought 
to  have  most  merit  for  husbaodiog  the  fiaances, 
and  for  extending  eomoaerce: 

Federal  AdminietroHom*      RepubUean    Adrmnutro' 

tion  commenced  the  4/A 

o^  March,  1801. 

National  debt  on  the  Mh        Thirty-nine  mtlliona  of 

of   March,    1801,    eighty    dolUnpaid  from  the  first 

milliooB  of  dollars.  of  April,  1801,  to  the  pre- 

Money  in  the  Treasury    sent  time,  in  cztinguith- 

OB  the  1st  day  of  April,    ment  of  the  national  debt ; 

iSOl,  one    million  seven    this  payment  includes  the 
undred   and  ninety-four    losn  of  five  millions  made 
thousand  dollars.  by  Mr.  Adams  at  8  per 

*  cent.,    and    exclusive    of 

many  millions  paid  for  in- 
terest on  the  national  debt. 
Loan  by   Mr.   Adams,        No  loans  made  since  the 
five  millions  at  3  per  cent,    commencement  of  the  Re- 
publican Administration. 
Land  and  bouse  tax.  Ail  taxes  repealed. 

Tax  on  stills. 

Stamp  tax.  No  alien  and  sedition 

Alien  and  sedition  laws.  laws. 
Duties  on  merchaadise  Revenue,  in  1807,  aria- 
imported,  and  on  tonnage  ing  from  merchandise  im- 
in  1800,  amounted  to  nine  ported  and  from  tonnage» 
million  eighty  thousand  about  sixteen  million  of 
nine  hundred  and  thirty-  dollaia. 
two  dollars. 

Tonnage,  in  1800,  to  Tonnage,  in  1808,  one 
nine  hundred  and  seventy-  million  two  hundred  and 
mo  thousand  tons.  twenty-seven  thousand. 

The  purchase  of  Ijoui- 
siana  has  quieted  the 
minds  of  our  Western  cit- 
izens, placed  the  Indians 
within  our  power,  and  giv- 
en to  the  GoTernment  a 
fund  in  vacant  lands,  worth 
at  a  low  calculation  three 
hundred  million  of  dollata. 
Indian  title  extinguished 
to  many  miUions  of  acres 
on  the  eastern  side  of  the 
Miasissippi. 

The  credit  of  the  nation 
is  such  as  to  command 
whatever  it  may  require. 

The  veaolatioii  from  the  Senate  is  said  to  have 
a  war  aspect.  If  it  has,  I  am  too  btind  to  see  it ; 
bat,  for  argument  sake,  let  us  suppose  it  takes 
stron?  ground.  Can  we,  sir,  from  the  conduct  of 
the  British  Minister,  do  less?  When  the  Govern- 
ment is  insulted  by  the  Minister  of  a  foreign 
Power,  we  owe  it  to  our  constituents,  and  to  our* 
selves,  to  maintain  its  rights  and  digiiiiy.  To  do 
less  would  be,  in  my  opinion^  to  tarnish,  if  not  to 
surrender,  that  independence  so  honorably  achiev- 
ed by  the  valor  of  our  ancestors.  No  man  in  this 
nation  has  a  greater  abhorrence  to  war  aiid  its 
demoralizing  tendencies,  than  I.  i  am  unwilling 
to  draw  the  sword,  unless  imperious  necessity 
urges  an  appeal  to  it  as  indispensable.  But,  will 
the  fear  of  wtr  put  it  at  a  distance  from  us?  Is 
fear  the  legis  that  is  to  shield  this  nation  from  it  ? 
History  informs  us  that  suppliant  nations  have 
felt  most  severely  its  soouiige.    No  nation  that 


ever  purchased  a  peace,  but  gave  a  premium  for 
war.  To  look  danger  in  the  face,  ia  to  disarm  iu 
Did  our  ancestors,  of  glorious  memory,  obtain  in- 
dependence by  half*way  measures  ana  indecision? 
No  ;  they  resolved  to  be  free,  and  beeanae  free. 

Tltey  deierrained  not  to  submit  to  the  power  of 
the  British  Parliament,  to  tax  them.  They  resist- 
ed the  insignificant,  contemptible  tax,  not  because 
it  was  oppressive,  but  becaosethe  payment  of  one 
cent  would  establish  the  right  of  the  British  Par- 
liament to  tax  them.  Without  a  Grovernnieot, 
without  money,  without  a  Treasury,  without 
credit,  without  arms — in  »bort,  witboat  anything 
necessary  to  carry  on  war  except  union  and  Mout 
hearts;  they  refused  to  pay  the  tea  tax,  and  in 
defence  of  those  rights  which  nature's  God  bad 
given  them,  they  commenced  the  contest.  In  a 
righteous  cause  they  had  nothing  to  fear. 

That  God  who  led  the  persecuted  throng  the 
fiery  furnace  untouched  and  unhurt,  led  them 
also  through  Revolutionary  horrors  and  carnage, 
and,  on  the  ruins  of  their  oppressors,  erected  the 
standard  of  independence.  Shall  we,  air,  under 
a  Government  of  our  oWn  choice,  and  with  tnean^ 
not  inferior  to  thoee  of  any  nation  whatever — 
shall  we,  in  this  temple  dedicated  to  liberty  and 
independence,  strike  the  consecrated  standard  ?  I 
trust  in  God  we  shall  not.  If  necessary,  I  trosi 
we  shall,  heart  and  hand,  unite  to  carry  it  again 
victorious  through  the  ranks  of  oar  enemies^  and 
erect  it  again  on  their  ruins. 

As  an  observation  has  been  made  tending  to 
show  that  opposition  to  the  administration  of  the 
Government  is  not  inconsistent  with  an  enlight- 
ened zeal  for  liberty,  or  attachment  to  the  Con- 
stitution, it  becomes  necessary  to  underatand  the 
extent  and  force  of  the  observation  before  we  give 
to  it  the  importance  of  a  political  maxim.  If  no 
more  be  meant  than  that  a  Representative  of  the 
people  is  bound  to  give  every  act  of  the  other 
branches  of  Government  a  dispassionate  investi- 
gation, and  to  withhold  his  assent  from  measures 
which  he  is  conscientiously  convinced,  cannot 
promote  the  public  good,  1  accord  to  the  justness 
of  it.  The  sovereign  power  of  the  nation  beiag 
intrusted  and  confided  to  our  exercise,  and  to  that 
of  the  other  co-ordinate  branches  of  Governmeat, 
we  are  sofrmnly  called  upon  to  exert  our  ener- 
gies, menial  and  physical,  for  the  desirable  pur- 
pose of  deriving  from  the  Ck>nstitutton  everf 
good  that  it  is  susceptible  of  bestowing.  We  have 
pledged  ourselves  to  the  citizens  of  United  Amer- 
ica so  to  act ;  we  are  bound  to  fulfil  the  expecta- 
tions of  the  people ;  and  to  transmit  to  posterity 
a  freehold  patrimony  of  liberty  and  independ- 
ence. 

These  blessings  are  now  within  oar  reach ;  tbef 
will  never  descend  to  posterity,  if  we  permit  the 
bane,  the  poison  of  all  free  Grovernmenta,  the 
spirit  of  faction,  to  assail  the  constituted  authori* 
ties;  it  is  a  friction  that  will,  by  a  slow  and  cease- 
less action,  wear  away  and  ulumately  destroy  the 
springs  that  give  to  Republics  an  irresistible 
force.  I  am  not,  sir,  the  advocate,  nor  will  I  be, 
of  any  measure  which  shall  not  derive  its  origin 
from  a  Constitutional  or  correct  political  prioci- 
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pie.  I  will,  to  ihe  best  of  my  weak  jadgment, 
pursue  that  line  of  conduct  which  appears  just 
aod  proper ;  which,  while  it  teaches  me  that  1 
ooght  to  respect  myself,  informs  me  that  respect 
is  also  due  to  those  who  are  honored  with  the  con- 
fidence of  the  nation,  and  are  made  the  deposita- 
ries of  it$  power.  No  measure  should  be  con- 
signed, from  the  preraience  of  party  spirit  or 
feelings,  either  to  blind  approbation  or  to  blind 
reprobation.  Personal  considerations  should  gire 
place  to  sentiments  of  patriotism.  The  ambition 
of  raioistering  as  the  high  priest  at  the  altar  of 
a  party  should  be  merged  in  that  ekvated  eothu- 
tiasm  that  would  make  us  worshippers  in  the 
true  faith  at  the  altar  of  our  countrr.  The  con- 
itiinted  authorities  would  then,  each  in  itsappro* 
priate  sphere,  perform  its  Constitutional  func- 
tions; accomplishing  the  end  of  its  creation,  in 
feeling  and  obeying  the  geniat  influence  of  the 
people,  the  centre  of  the  system.  The  despots 
of  the  world  would  tremble  at  tbe  power  of 
the  nation  when  that  power  would  be  wielded  by 
tbe  nation.  If  the  best  interest  of  this  nation 
ibould  not  be  properly  secured  and  maintained  as 
it  ought,  I  trust  in  Qod  that  the  citizens  of  Uni< 
led  America  will  awaken,  to  behold  the  dangers 
that  surround  them  ;  that  they  will  trace  effects 
JO  their  cause ;  that  they  will  ascend  to  the  foun- 
tains from  which  all  their  misfortunes  iiow ;  that 
:faey  will,  at  a  crisis  like  this,  rise  in  the  majesty 
)f  their  strength,  and  communicate  to  the  na- 
tional arm  the  power  of  the  nation. 

Mr.  Stanley  sai4  he  did  not  flatter  himself 
le  could  add  anything  to  the  information  which 
be  House  already  possessed  on  this  subject.  Yet, 
IS  a  measure  was  about  to  be  adopted,  which 
rithout  the  possibility  of  yielding  any  advan- 
age,  would,  in  his  opinion,  fix  a  stain  on  tbe  na- 
ional  character,  and  put  at  hazard  the  peace  and 
prosperity  of  the  country,  be  felt  impelled  by  tbe  im- 
eriooscall  of  duty,  to  raise  his  feeble  7oiceagain»t 
t.  Permit  me  here,  said  Mr.  S.,  to  express  tli^  sur-^ 
rise  and  regret  with  which  I  bare  heard  obser- 
ations  from  those  who  support  the  reaolntion, 
rbich,  having  no  oonoexion  with  the  resolution 
self,  are  calculated,  if  not  intended,  toexcitelhe 
BssioDs  of  the  House  or  of  the  people ;  to  furor- 
se  the  public  mind ;  lo  mislead  oar  judgments  in 
eciding  the  question,  and  to  obtain  a  result  ra- 
ter from  passion  than  reason.  I  allude  to  tbe 
speated  recital  of  British  outrages,  the  bombard- 
lent  of  Copenhagen,  and  tbe  attack  on  Constao- 
nople.  A  calm  discussion  of  the  question  itself, 
ould  probably  lead  to  as  correct  a  decision,  and 
e  not  less  honorable  to  the  American  Coagress. 
'he  danger  of  foreigrn  influence  has  been  men- 
oned  to  ns,  by  way  of  caution,  I  presume.  A 
ilicitude  on  this  point  can  be  but  eomoMndable, 
lOUgh  I  hope  unnecessary.  It  may  be  the  fate 
f  this  oountry^  to  be  cursed  with  men  whose  ill- 
trected  ambition,  and  predominant  selfish  viewsi 
ad  tbem  to  support  the  interest  and  the  designs 
r  foreign  nations,  though  adverse  to  the  inter- 
its  and  honor  of  their  own.  If  such  there  be, 
t  them  be  mark«d  as  objects  of  saspicion,  scorn, 
ad  contempt. 

11th  Com.  2d  Ssss.— 36 


It  has  also  been  the  fate  of  other  countries,  and 
may  be  the  misfortune  of  this,  to  possess  -in  its 
bosom,  and  to  cherish  in  its  confidence,  men,  who 
from  an  equally  base  and  corrupt  self-love  and 
ill«directed  ambition,  become  supple  courtiers, 
political  sunflowers, cringing  demagogues;  who, 
worshipping  tbe  idol  power,  whether  in  the  hands 
of  a  military  commander,  a  protector,  or  a  con- 
sul, tender  an  implicit  obedience  and  united  sup^ 
port  to  every  meagre  which  emanates  from  the 
Executive,  the  source  of  office  and  profit.    Such 
men  bring  upon  a  country  the  curses  of  undue 
domestic  influence.    Not  to  know  and  not  to  fear 
the  dangers  both  of  foreign  and  domestic  influ- 
ence, is  to  close  our  eyes  on  the  light  of  history, 
and  to  disregard   the  testimony  of^  ages.    The 
States  of  Greece,  as  the  gentleman  from  Virginia 
(Mr.  Eppes)  reminds  us,  fell  from  foreign  infla- 
ence ;  the  unhappy  Kiaffdom  of  Spain  at  tbis 
moment  groans  and  bleeds  from  the  same  cause. 
And,  sir,  from  domestic  influence,  Rome  had  her 
Caesar,  England  her  Cromwell^  aod  France  now 
drags  the  chains  of  Bonaparte.    Should  it  ever 
become  the  settled  doctrine  in  this  country,  that 
the  opinions  and  the  measures  of  the  Executive 
are  entitled  to  our  prompt  acquiescence  and  blind 
support;  that,  like  the  devoted  soldier,  a  mere 
military  machine,  we  are  not  to  pause  over  a 
vote;  that  free  discussion  of  the  merits  of  the 
Executive  shall  authorize  suspicion  of  the  purity 
of  the  citizen ;  the  time  will  be  fast  hastening 
when  a  throne  shall  be  erected  upon  the  ruins  of 
the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  and  tbe 
name  of  America  be  added  to  the  list  of  those 
Republics  which  have  *^  risen  like  the  rocket,  and 
fallen  like  the  stick."     Whether  either  of  these 
parties  exist  in  this  country,  I  need  not  at  this 
time  ini^uire ;  no  circumstance  coold  render  such 
an  inquiry  in  this  plaoe  other  than  unpleasant.   I 
have  suggested  the  possibility  of  their  existence, 
and  their  evils,  with  a  view  equally  pure,  I  hope, 
with  that  of  those  who  have  before  alluded  to 
them,  and  to  excite  a  eantion  which  well  merits 
the  attention  of  tbe  American  people. 

Associated  in  this  House  with  gentlemen,  all 
of  whom  I  am  to  presume  are  actuated  by  tbe 
same  love  of  country ;  who  alike  feel  the  obliga^ 
tions  of  honor,  conscience,  regard  to  the  Consti- 
tution and  responsibility  to  our  constituents-^I 
cannot  but  believe  they  act  on  this  occasion  with 
Bsotives  as  pure  as  my  own.  Yet,  sir,  feeling 
myself  bound  by  these  high  sanctions  to  pursue 
the  course  pointed  out  by  my  own  judgment,  and 
the  dictates  of  my  own  conscience,  I  am  com- 
pelled to  declare,  that  I  disapprove  the  conduct 
of  the  Administration  in  the  aflair  with  Mr. 
Jackson,  and  that  I  am  decidedly  opposed  to  the 
resolution  before  us. 

From  the  view  I  have  taken  of  the  correspond- 
ence between  Mr.  Smith  and  Mr.  Jackson,  my 
mind  is  satisfied — 

That  the  letters  of  Mr.  Jackson  do  not  contain 
the  insult  to  our  Administration  which  is  impu- 
ted to  them  by  the  resolution.  That,  if  they  did, 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States  are  not  requir- 
ed either  by  duty  or  poliey  to  interfere  in  the  bust- 
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cess — and  that  if  they  will  ioterfere,  the  resolu- 
tion under  consideration  is  improper.  On  each 
of  these  points  I  will  submit  a  few  observations. 
In  regard  to  the  insult  said  to  be  contained  in 
Mr.  Jackson's  letters,  my  remarks  shall  be  brief, 
with  no  other  reference  to  the  letters  already  so 
often  repeated,  as  to  have  become  *'  dull  as  a  tale 
twice  told/'  than  I  may  conceive  necessary  to 
be  intelligible.  The  offensive  idea  "  that  the  Ex- 
*  ecutive  Government  of  the  United  States  had  a 
'  knowledge  that  the  arrangement  lately  made 
'  by  Mr.  Erskine  in  behalf  of  his  Government 
'  with  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  was 
'  entered  into  without  competent  powers  on  the 
'  part  of  Mr.  Erskine  for  that  purpose,"  is  said  in 
the'  resolution  to  be  conveyed  in  Mr.  Jackson's 
letter  of  the  23d  of  October,  and  to  be  repeated 
in  that  of  the  4th  of  November.  Yet,  as  if  it 
was  on  all  hands  admitted  that  do  such  idea  could 
be  found  in  these  letters,  all  who  have  most  anx- 
iously desired  to  find  it,  have  endeavored  to  es- 
tablish it  by  recurring  to  Mr.  Jackson's  letter  of 
the  11th  of  October,  and  there  point  us  to  that 
part  of  the  letter,  where  Mr.  Jackson  in  reply  to 
Mr.  Smith's  declaration,  that  an  explanation  was 
expected  of  the  grounds  of  the  disavowal  by 
His  Britannic  Majesty  of  the  arrangement  made 
between  Mr,  Smith  and  Mr.  Erskine,  informs 
Mr.  Smith,  that  he  had  seen  with  pleasure  the 
forbearance  of  Mr.  Smith,  to  complain  of  this 
disavowal,  "^  inasmuch  as  you  could  not  but  have 
thought  it  unreasonable  to  complain  of  the  dis- 
avowal of  an  act  done  under  such  circumstances 
as  could  only  lead  to  the  consequences  that  have 
actually  followed.*'  He  adds,  *'  It  was  not  known 
when  I  left  England  whether  Mr.  Erskine  had, 
according  to  the  liberty  allowed  him,  commu- 
nicated to  you  in  extenao  his  original  instruc- 
tions;  it  now  appears  that  he  did  not.  But  in 
reverting  to  his  official  correspondence,  and  par- 
ticularly to  a  despatch  addressed  on  the  20th  of 
April  to  His  Majesty's  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  I  find  that  he  there  states,  that 
he  su omitted  to  your  consideration  the  three 
conditions  specified  in  those  instructions,  as  the 
l^roundwork  of  an  arrangement  which,  accord- 
ing to  information  received  from  this  country, 
it  was  thought  in  England  might  be  made,  with 
a  prospect  of  great  mutual  advantage.  Mr. 
Erskine  then  reports,  verbatim  et  eeriatim^  your 
observations  upon  each  of  the  three  conditions, 
and  the  reasons  which  induced  you  to  think 
that  others  might  be  substituted  in  lieu  of  them. 
It  may  have  been  concluded  between  you  that 
these  latter  were  an  equivalent  for  the  original 
conditions;  but  the  very  act  of  substitution  evi- 
dently showsthat  those  original  conditions  were 
in  fact  very  explicitly  communicated  to  you, 
and  by  you  of  course  laid  before  the  President 
for  his  consideration.  I  need  hardly  add,  that 
the  difference  between  these  conditions,  and 
those  contained  in  the  arrangement  of  the  18th 
and  19th  of  April,  is  sufficiently  obvious  to  re- 
quire no  elucidation ;  nor  need  I  draw  the  con- 
clusion, which  I  consider  as  admitted  by  all 
absence  of  complaint  on  the  part  of  the  Amer- 


'  ican  Government,  viz:  that  under  such  circum- 
'  stances  His  Majesty  had  an  undoubted  right  to 
'  disavow  the  act  of  nis  Minister." 

As  the  offensive  idea  is  alleged  to  be  an  alln- 
sion  to  the  circumstances  under  which  the  ar- 
rangement with  Mr.  Erskine  was  coocladed, 
which  justified  the  King  in  disavowing  it;  ioii- 
mated  to  be  known  to  our  Administration  at  the 
date  of  this  letter;  it  is  necessary  to  search, from 
the  evidence  before  us,  what  those  circomstaoceei 
were  upon  which  the  King  justified  his  disarow- 
al ;  ihese  found,  we  shall  be  at  no  loss  to  fix  Mr. 
Jackson's  allusion,  and  then  to  inquire  whether 
these  circumstances,  thus  alluded  to,  were  in  fact 
known  to  our  Administration.  It  appears  from 
the  documents  before  us,  that  the  King's  Order  ta 
Council  of  the  24th  of  May,  1809,  announciof 
the  provisional  agreement  concluded  by  Mr.  Ers- 
kine and  the  disavowal  of  it,  assigns  as  the  sole 
ground  of  the  disavowal,  that  the  said  agreement 
"  was  not  such  as  was  authorized  by  His  Majes- 
ty's instructions."  And  Mr.  Pinkoey,  on  the 
28th  of  May,  informs  Mr.  Smith,  that  the  Brit- 
ish Minister,  Mr.  Canning,  had  in  their  inter? iew 
on  the  25th  of  May  declared  "  that  the  British 

*  Minister  (Mr.  Erskine)  had  acted  in  his  late 
'  negotiation  and  engagements  with  you,  notoolf 

*  without  authority,  but  in  direct  opposition  to 
'  the  most  precise  instructions ;"  that  these  facu 
were  communicated  by  Mr.  Pinkney,  and  koowa 
to  our  Administration  before  the  arrival  of  Mr. 
Jackson,  appears  from  the  correspondence  be 
tween  Mr.  Smith  and  Mr.  Erskine  in  July  aod 
August.  Mr.  Jackson  also,  in  his  letter  of  the 
11th  of  October,  says  that  his  Goveroaieni  "wiin 
^  frankness,  promptitude,  and  a  most  scrupuloos 
^  regard  to  national  honor,  gave  notice  to  the 
^  American  Minister  in  London  of  the  disarowal 
'  of  the  motives  of  it,  and   of  the    precautioos 

*  spontaneously  taken  by  His  Majesty  topreveat 

*  any  loss  or  injury  accruing  to  the  citizens  of  the 

*  United  States  from  an  agreement  however  qq- 

*  authorized,  tnade  in  His  Majesty's  name."  Aod 
in  his  letter  to  Mr.  Smith,  23d  of  October,  expli- 
citly declares  "  His  Majesty  was  pleased  to  dia- 
vow  the  agreement  concluded  between  you  aod 
Mr.  Erskine,  because  it  was  concluded  in  viola- • 
tion  of  that  gentleman's  instructions,  and  alto- 
gether without  authority  to  subscribe  to  the  terms 
of  it."  And  to  dispense  with  a  recital  of  each 
particular  in  which  the  instructioos  were  disre- 
garded, Mr.  Jackaon  adds, "  These  instructions  I 
^now  understand  by  your  letter,  as  well  as  from 

'  the  obvious  deduction  which  I  took  the  libertf 

*  of  making  in  mine  of  the  11th  instant,  were  at 

*  the  time  in  substance  made  known  to  you;  do 
^  stronger  illustration,  therefore,  can  be  given  of 
^  the  deviation  from  them  which  occurred,  than 
'  by  a  reference  to  the  terms  of  your  agreement" 

We  thus  find  the  British  Government  on  everf 
occasion,  and  through  every  agent,  assigning  the 
violation  of  instructions,  and  the  want  of  author- 
ity in  Mr.  Erskine  to  conclude  the  agreement,  as 
the  sole  ground  of  the  disavowal,  and  relying  on 
that  ff round,  and  no  other,  to  shield  them  Irom 
the  charge  of  perfidy.    With  this  evidence  befofc 
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as;  with  the  admission  of  Mr.  Jackson  "  that  the 
instructions  were  not  made  Itnown  inextenao;^^ 
with  the  correspondence  of  Mr.  Smith  and  Mr. 
Erskine  showing  the  knowledge  of  our  Admin- 
istration of  the  instructions  to  Mr.  Erskine  and 
of  the  grounds  of  the  disavowal  of  his  arrange* 
meot  prior  to  the  arrival  of  Mr.  Jackson  in  the 
United  States,  does  it  consist  with  candor  and 
good  sense;  is  it  not  a  palpable  violation  of  both, 
so  to  torture  the  language  of  Mr.  Jackson  in  his 
letter  of  the  11th  of  October,  in  allusion  to  the 
circumstances  which  "could  only  lead  to  the  dis- 
mvowal,"  and  to  the  knowledge  of  them  bv  our 
Administration,  which  prevented  their  complaints 
to  him  on  his  arrival  as  to  make  them  convey  an 
idea  that  a  distinct  and  different  ground  of  disa- 
vowal existed  than  that  which  his  Qovernment 
and  himself  had  before  repeatedly  assigned ;  to 
impute  to  him  the  insinuation  that  the  restricted 
authority  of  Mr.  Erskine  was  known  at  the  time 
of  the  arrangement,  when  he  had  explicitly  de- 
clared that  the  instructions  were  not  made  known 
in  eartenMo.p  and  thus  to  fix  upon  him  the  absurd- 
ity of  contradicting  himself! 

Such  construction,  and  such  an  imputation,  in 
my  opinion,  is  at  w&r  with  every  sound  rule  of 
construction,  and  every  honorable  principle  of 
just  and  fair  dealing.    It  is  worthy  the  observa- 
tion of  those  gentlemen  who  so  clearly  see  an 
insult  in  this  Tetter  of  the  11th  of  October,  that 
they  have  found  what  had  escaped  the  jealous 
perspicacity  of  Mr.  Smith,  and  the  patient  re- 
search of  the  draughter  of  the  resolution ;  since 
Mr.  Smith,  in  his  reply  of  the  19(h  of  October, 
gives  no  intimation  of  anything  offensive  in  this 
letter,  and  the  resolution  confines  the  insulting 
idea  to  the  letter  of  the  23d  of  October.     We 
come  now  to  the  letter  of  the  23d  of  October,  in 
which,  according  to  the  resolution,  is  contained 
ihe  ^'  insolent  and  indecorous  expressions,  con- 
veying the  idea  that  the  Executive  Qovernment 
of  the  United  States  had  a  knowledge  that  the 
arrangement  lately  made  by  Mr.  Erskine  with 
the  Government  of  the  United  States  was  en- 
tered into  without  competent  power  on  the  part 
of  Mr.  Erskine."    The  offensive  idea  is  said  to 
)e  found  in  the  following  part  of  Mr.  Jackson's 
etter  :  **  I  have  no  .hesitation  in  informing  you 
that  His  Majesty  wa^  pleased  to  disavow  the 
agreement  concluded  between  you  and  Mr.  Ers- 
kine, because  it  was  concluded  in  violation  of 
that   gentleman's  instructions,  and  altogether 
without  authority  to  subscribe  to  the  terms  of 
it.     These  instructions,  I  now  understand  by 
your  letter,  as  well  as  from  the  obvious  deduc- 
tioD  which  I  took  the  liberty  of  making  in  mine 
of  the  11th  instant,  were  at  the  time  in  substance 
made  known  to  you ;  no  stronger  illustration, 
therefore,  can  be  given  of  the  deviation  from 
them  whtch  occurred  than  by  a  reference  to  the 
terms  of  your  agreement."    There  is  no  equiv- 
>cation  in  this  language.    He  says  the  instruc- 
ions  were  made  known  in  substance — an  expres- 
(ion  which  from  its  very  terms  excludes  the  idea 
>f  being  made  known  in  full  extent ;  and  that  it 
a  trae,  as  Mr.  J.  here  alleges,  that  the  substance  of 


Mr.  Erskine's  instructions  were  made  known, 
appears  from  Mr.  Smith's  letter  of  the  19th  oi 
October.  '*  Certain  it  is  that  your  predecessor 
^  did  present  for  my  consideration  the  three  con- 

*  ditions  which  now  appear  in  the  printed  docu- 
^  ment ;  that  he  was  disposed  to  urge  them  more 
4han  the  nature  of  two  of  them  (both  palpably 
^ inadmissible,  and  one  of  them  more  than  mere- 
'  ly  inadmissible)  could  permit,  and  that  on  find- 

*  ing  his  first  proposals  unsuccessful,  the  more 
^  reasonable  terms  comprised  in  the  arrangement 
^  respecting  the  Order  in  Council  were  adopted.'* 
And  Mr.  Erskine  himself  declared  to  his  Gk)7- 
ernment,  20ih  of  April,  as  stated  by  Mr.  Jackson 
to  Mr.  Smith,  11th  of  October,  and  not  questioned 
by  him,  ^*  that  he  had  submitted  to  the  considera* 
tion  of  Mr.  Smith  the  three  conditions  specified 
in  his  instructions,  as  the  groundwork  ot  an  ar- 
rangement," and  adds  the  reasons  which  induced 
Mr.  Smith  to  think** that  others  might  be  sub- 
stituted in  lieu  of  them."  These  expressions  of 
Mr.  Jackson  are  unequivocal^ree  from  obscurity, 
and  cover  no  insinuation.  They  assert  a  single 
fact,  the  existence  of  which  is  established  by  the 
letters  of  Mr.  Smith  himself.  To  find  in  them  a 
meaning**  conveying  the  insolent  and  indecorous 
idea  that  our  Government  knew  of  Mr.  Erskine*s 
restricted  authority,"  is  to  give  to  language  a  sig- 
nification difierent  from  that  heretofore  received, 
and  to  exert  a  strength  of  imagination  to  which 
I  have  no  pretensions.  But  in  the  letter  of  Mr. 
Jackson  of  November  4,  isbaid,  by  the  resolution, 
to  be  found  **the  still  more  insolent  and  affronting" 
repetition  of  the  same  insinuation.  In  the  conclu- 
sion of  this  letter  Mr.  J.  complains,  not  iniemper- 
ately,  of  the  liberty  Mr.  Smith  claimed  of  styl- 
ing his  remarks  '*  irrelevant  and  improper,"  a 
freedom  which  I  should  regret  to  believe  would 
be  justified  by  our  Secretary's  ideas  of  decorum. 
Mr.  Jackson  concludes  in  the  words  which  are 
said  to  contain  this  offensive  repetition  of  the 
imaginary  insult:  **  You  will  find  in  my  corres- 

*  pondence  with  you,  that  I  have  carefully  avoid- 

*  ed  drawing  conclusions  that  did  not  necessarily 

*  follow  from  the  premises  advanced  by  me,  and 

*  least  of  all  should  I  think  of  uttering  an  insin- 

*  nation   where  I  was  unable  to  substantiate  a 

*  fact." 

If  Mr.  Jackson  had  really  uttered  an  unfounded 
insinuation,  he  here  certainly  repeats  it,  because 
he  adheres  to  all  he  had  before  said,  and  retracts 
nothing.  6ut  if,  as  I  believe,  he  had  not  made 
anv  insinuations,  but  had  directlv  and  obviously 
referred  to  facts  which  were  either  admitted  or 
had  been  substantially  proved,  and  more  especi- 
ally as  he  has  not  anywhere  made  the  insinuation 
charged,  **  that  our  Government  were  acquainted 
with  Mr.  Erskine's  restricted  authority,"  the  con- 
clusion seems  to  be  irresistible^  that  he  could  not 
here  repeat  an  insinuation  which  he  had  not  pre- 
viously made.  This  paragraph  obviously  mean* 
that  he  had  abstained  from  such  an  insinuation 
because  **  he  was  unable  to  sub^^taotiate  the  fact." 
Nor  can  i  conceive  how  this  declaration  could 
be  offensive  to  Mr.  Smith,  unless  received  by  him 
as  presenting  a  contrast  to  his  own  deportment, 
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ID  wbich  case  he  owes  his  feelings  to  his  own 
eonscious  seDsibility. 

Were  it,  however,  otherwise,  aod  if,  instead  of 
SD  insitmaiion  so  hidden  that  a  'Secretary^  of 
State  only  can  discover  it,  Mr.  Jackson  had  given 
m  direct  and  unequivocal  insult,  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  are  not  required  either  by  duty 
or  policy  to  interfere.  The  Constitution  has 
wisely  created  different  branches  of  the  Qovern- 
ment,  committed  to  each  its  separate  cares  and 
duties,  made  each  independent  of  the  other,  in- 
tending thereby  to  seen  re  the  separate  delibera- 
tion and  separate  responsibility  of  each.  To  at- 
tain its  blessings,  these  valuable  objects  of  the 
Constitution  ought  not  to  be  defeated.  To  the 
President  alone  is  given  the  power  to  receive 
Ministers  and  to  treat  with  them,  and  as  in  the 
course  of  this  duty  he  becomes  personally  inter- 
ested in  the  deportment  of  foreign  Ministers,  if 
they  demean  themselves  disrespectfully  towards 
btm,  he  is  clothed  with  the  power  to  break  off 
Intercourse  with  them  at  pleasure,  and  so  far  to 
suspend  their  ministerial  functions.  This  power 
has  been  repeatedly  exercised  by  our  Presidents, 
as  the  Constitution  intended  it  should  be,  upon 
their  own  responsibility.  And  it  is  the  highest 
policy  of  this  Government,  in  order  to  obtain  the 
advantages  of  the  free  judgmerit  and  decision  of 
the  President,  so  to  conduct  towards  him  that  he 
should  learn  to  act  without  fear  of  the  censure  of 
Congress  on  the  one  hand,  and  without  any  hope 
on  the  other,  that  their  countenance  shall  shelter 
bit  measures  from  scrutiny.  This  policy,  and 
the  strict  inviolability  of  the  Executive, power  in 
all  cases  of  treaty,  were  emphatically  settled  in 
the  case  of  Jay's  Treaty,  in  which  the  President, 
(whose  independent  example  deserves  more  re- 
spect than  it  has  met  from  his  successors,)  stand- 
ing upon  his  own  responsibility  refused  to  submit 
to  the  House  of  Representatives  any  papers  rela- 
ting to  that  negotiation,  except  the  treatjr  itself. 
Yet  if  the  plan  proposed  by  tnese  resolutions  be 
adopted ;  if  we  by  formal  resolutions  approve  the 
conduct  of  the  President  in  an  affair  so  exclu- 
sively his  own,  as  that  of  the  rupture  with  Mr. 
Jackson,  may  we  not  on  some  future  occasion,  as 
observed  by  my  honorable  colleague,  (Mr.  Ma- 
con,) claim  the  right  of  censuring  in  matters 
equally  within  his  sole  and  peculiar  province? 
If,  then,  we  are  to  interfere  with  Executive  du- 
ties, not  merely  as  sycophants,  applauding  his 
every  act,  but  as  freemen  condemning  what  we 
do  not  approve,  the  inevitable  consequence  must 
be,  a  conflict  between  the  Executive  and  Legis- 
lative Departments,  in  which  the  wounds  of  either 
can  only  be  inflicted  through  the  Constitution; 
or  (an  issue  equally  fatal)  the  advantages  intend- 
ed to  be  derived  from  separate  deliberation,  dis- 
tinct responsibility,  and  mutual  jealousy  and 
watchfulness  of  the  separate  departments  disap- 
pear, in  a  miserable  complaisance  of  acting  by 
previous  concert,  and  thus  propping  each  other 
before  the  people. 

But,  sir,  to  sanction  this  resolution,  we  have 
been  referred  to  the  resolutions  of  the  British 
Parliament  in  the  year  1727,  in  the  case  of  De 


Palm,  the  Imperial  Minister.    Sir,   I  eooceive 
precedents  of  legislative  flattery  or  coenplaisance, 
m  other  terms,  professions  of  duty  and  allegiance 
to  the  Executive  of  this  country,  are  not  happily 
drawn   from   the  records  of  Qreat  Britain.    I 
consider  it  dangerous,  if  not  de^radin^,  that  a 
republican  Congress  should  consider  their  con- 
duct towards  the  President  as  justified  by  the 
example  of  correspondent  humility  of  an  Bnglish 
Parliament  towards  a  King.    But,  independent  of 
all  these  considerations,  the  case  of  De  Palm  has 
already  been  shown  to  be  so  entirely  unlike  the 
one  before  us,  that  I  am  surprised  the  ^ntlemaa 
last  up  fMr.  Newton)  should  hare   ventDred 
again  to  have  relied  on  it  in  support  of  the  reso- 
lution before  us.    Let  me  again  briefly  notice  the 
cireum!:tance  which  distinguish  De  Palm's  ease 
from  Mr.  Jackson's :  De  Palm,  by  command  of 
his  Sovereign,  the  Emperor  of  Germany,  (as  be 
expressly  declares,)  in  a  memorial  by  him  ad- 
dressed to  the  King,  and  published  to  the  nation, 
charged  the  King  with  '*  distorting  thiogs  in  his 
speech  to  their  worst  sense,  stating  others  desti- 
tute of  all  foundation,  empty,  frivolous,  so pported 
by  no  manner  of  truth,"  with  ^  want  of  sincerity 
in  endeavoring  to  excite  the  nation,"  aod  con- 
cludes that  "His  Imperial  Majesty  had  strictly 
enjoined  him  to  declare  these  things  to  the  King, 
to  the  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and    to  the 
world."    In  this  publication  we  are  not  driven  to 
a  laborious  investigation  of  every  word  to  strain 
the  imagination  and  torture  our  complaisance  to 
find,  or  to  acknowledge  we  have  found  an  insin- 
uation.   The  charge  of  falsehood  and  hypocrisy 
is  directly  made,  by  order  of  one  Monarch  to 
another.    And  tnis,  too,  at  a  period  when  the 
Sovereign  thus  charged,  George  I,  was  bat  recent- 
ly seated  on  his  throne,  by  a  precarious  and  dis- 
puted title,  not  vrell-seated  in  the  affections  of 
his  subjects,  among  whom  the  sparks  of  vebellioa 
and  disaffection  soon  appeared  sot  to  have  been 
extinguished ;  charges  so  infamous,  made  and 
published  by  the  Emperor's  express  command, 
could  but  excite  alarm  of  increasing  the  disaffec- 
tion of  the  people,  encouraging  the  many  and 
powerful  supporters  of  the  cause  of  the  Pretends 
to  the  throne  of  his  ancestors,  and  thus  of  bnng- 
ing  both  George  the  First  and  his  Parliament,  as 
traitors,  to  the  scaffold.   Under  such  circumstan- 
ces, well  might  the  Parliament  aod  King  resolve 
to  '*  stand  by"  each  other,  since  npoa   rautoal 
safety  their  lives  and  fortunes  depended.    Mr. 
Jackson  made  no  direct  charge  of  anv  improper 
conduct  in  our  Gtoviernment ;  the   front  of  his 
offence  is  said  to  be  an  insinuation,  which,  if  it 
existed,  came  only  from  himself,  not  from  his 
Sovereign,  and  has  already  been  sufiiciently  re- 
pelled by  the  President's  demand  of  bis  recall 
and  refusal  further  to  communicate  with  him. 

Still  further,  if  it  were  eoneeded  that  in  any 
case  of  disameraent  between  the  President  and 
a  foreign  Nl inister,  Congress  could  with  propri- 
ety add  the  wnght  of  their  anathema  to  tbe  cor- 
rection previously  inflicted  by  the  President,  the 
present  case  does  not  require  it,  because  Mr.  Jack- 
son has  openly  and  honorably  tendered  aa  atone- 
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ment  for  the  imagiDed  affrobt.    In  his  mescage 
by  Mr.  Oakley,  of  the  13th  of  Norember,  he  de- 
clares ^'  his  regret  at  the  construction  put  on  his 
correspondence;  that  he  could  not  imasine  that 
offence  would  be  taken  at  it  by  the  American 
Government,  as  most  certainly  noae  was  intend- 
ed on  his  part."    We  have  been  referred  in  this 
debate,  in  justification  of  the  measure  now  pro* 
posed,  to  the  course  which  our  feelings  would 
dictate  in  case  of  insinuations  deemed  affrontful 
in  private  life.    Permit  me  to  ask,  what  man  of 
sensibility,  what  chivalrous  knight  who  bends  in 
devotion  to  the  imperious  voice  of  honor,  would 
not  in  private  life  be  satisfied  with  the  explana- 
tion here  oflered  ? — the  explicit  declaration  di- 
rectly and  respectfully  made,  "  I  regret  my  con- 
duct   toward  you  is  viewed  as  ofieosive;  most 
certainly  no  onence  on  my  part  was  intended?" 
With  DO  pretensions  to  knowledge  on  this  sub- 
ject, 1  can  only  say,  that  my  feelings  would  in 
such  a  ease  be  satisfied  with  such  an  apology. 
This  apology  was  refused;  because,  it  is  said, 
Mr.  J.  had  previously  demanded  his  passports. 
The  documents  before  us  exhibit  this  demand. 
Mr.  J.  it  seems  was  so  fai  unacquainted  with  the 
American  people^  as  to  apprehend  personal  vio- 
lence from  (bose  whose  abuses  were,  it  is  true, 
not  sparingly  bestowed  upon  hire  even  before  his 
arrival,  from  certain  presses  in  the  United  States. 
Passports,  in  diplomatic  language^  I  understand 
to  be  a  permission  to  leave  the  Kingdom,  found 
necesfiary  from  the  jealous  caution  existing  in 
£urope  from  the  situation  and  junction  of  terri* 
tory,  divided  by  imaginary  lines.    Mr.  Jackson 
demanded  not  such  passport,  but  for  such  '^  docu** 
meot,^  passport,  or  safeguard^"  as  might  protect 
bis  person  and  the  persons  of  his  family  from  vio- 
lence; so  the  Administration  understood  him,  and 
V ranted  him,  not  a  passport  to  leave  the  United 
States,  but  ^  a  certificate  of  his  public  character." 
r bus,  sir,  on  this  unsubstantial  pretext,  is  rested 
:be    rejection  of  this  frank  apoloey  by  tbe  Ad- 
nioisiration ;  and  we,  as  if  fatally  bent  on  dis- 
cord, are,  without  necessity  In  my  opinion,  about 
o  roliow  their  injudicious  example. 

But,  sir,  said  Mr«  Stanley,  waiving  for  the 
ireseot  every  other  objection,  I  disapprove  the 
-esolution  on  account  of  the  improper  language 
n  ^Bvbich  it  is  couched,  and  from  an  apprehension 
>f  the  consequences  to  which  it  may  lead.  If  it 
»e  determined  that  the  miserable  sv&tem  of  wordt 
s  to  be  continued,  that  we  are  still  longer  to  rely 
»n  resolutions  to  support  the  national  interests, 
ind  retrieve  the  national  character,  we  should  at 
ea£»t  remember  the  respect  a  nation  owes  to  itself, 
hat  the  language  of  reproach  may  be  so  used  as 
o  degrade  those  who  adopt  it,  no  less  than  those 
o  whom  it  is  applied;  as  a  gentleman  who 
liotild  stoop  to  a  g[utcer  to  attack  an  enemy, 
ould  not  expect  to  rise  without  having  partaken 
f  the  soil  which  he  had  scattered.  We  charge 
public  Minister,  the  accredited  representative 
f  the  British  Empire,  with  *4ndecorum  and  in- 
:>Ie»ce;"  with  **  the  crime  of  direct  and  aggra- 
a.tc^d  affront,  of  insidious  attempts,  and. of  using 
il^e  and  fallacious  disguises."    It  has  been  said 


of  a  throne,  and  ought,  I  should  hope,  to  be 
equally  applicable  to  the  representatives  of  a 
Republic,  '^  that  every  ray  which  beams  from  it 
should  bear  the  character  of  purity,  nobleness^ 
and  grandeur."  Is  the  language  oi  this  resolu- 
tion that  of  "purity,  nobleness,  and  grandeur  1** 
On  the  contrary,  intemperate,  harsh,  and  oppro- 
brious, does  it  not  violate  thoje  very  principles  of 
decorum  of  which  we  profess  to  be  the  cham- 
pions, and  in  thus  correcting  Mr.  Jackson's  offence 
of  indecorum  not  only  commit  ourselves,  but 
descend  to  hectoring  as  well  as  abusing?  The 
reply  of  S'sipio  to  the  Romans  on  an  occasion  of 
this  kind,  presents  an  example  worthy  of  our  im* 
itation.  The  Carthagenians  having  abused  the 
sanctity  of  the  character  of  the  Roman  Ambas* 
sadors,  their  Ministers  were  brought  before  Scipio^ 
and  he  was  asked,  what  return  should  punish 
the  perfidy  of  the  Carthagenians?  His  replv, 
wortny  a  Roman,  worthy  an  American,  was,  *'do 
not  do  yourfielves  that  which  you  condemn  ia 
the  Carthagenians.^'    If  Mr.  Jackson  has  been 

? guilty  of  using  insolent  and  indecorous  language, 
et  us  not  degrade  oorselves  by  committing  the 
same  offence. 

It  is  worthy  of  observation  that  upon  former 
occasions  of  differences  between  our  Executive 
and  foreiru  Ministers,  no  such  course  as  that  now 
proposed  nas  been  adopted.  Genet,  the  Minister 
of  the  French  Directory,  violated  our  rights  of 
sovereignty  no  less  than  the  principles  of  deco^ 
rum.  He  issued  commissions  to  raise  troops 
within  our  territory,  to  be  employed  against  a 
nation  with  whom  we  were  at  peace.  He  ap- 
pealed from  the  decision  of  Wabhinoton  to  the 
people.  In  an  official  letter  he  accused  the  See* 
retary  of  State  ^Jefferson)  with  the  despicable 
duplicity  of  '^holdinff  a  language  official  and  a 
language  eonfidential."  His  recall  was  requested^ 
and  he  was  recalled.  In  the  case  of  Yrujo,  the 
Spanish  Minister,  his  deportment,  insolent  and 
affrontful.  gave  offence  to  the  late  President.  He 
was  simply  requested  to  be  recalled.  On  these 
occasions,  where  uhe  offence  was  not,  as  in  the 
present,  a  doubtful  "intimation,"  an  equivocal 
'*  insinuation,"  but  a  direct  and  outrageous  injury 
and  affront,  no  means  were  used  to  excite  the 
passions  of  this  people,  or  to  wound  the  feelings 
of  the  nations  whose  representatives  had  offend^ 
ed  us;  no  resolutions  ot  Congress  were  resort«i 
to;  no  threats  were  fulminated;  no  pledges  of 
standing  by  the  President  were  made.  ThePre^ 
ident  discharged  his  duty  by  requesting  the  recall 
of  the  offeDding[  Ministers,  and  the  people  were 
content.  Why  is  a  different  course  now  neee»* 
sary  ?  Not  that  by  ao  assurance  we  may  give 
confidence  to  the  President  of  the  readiness  of 
the  people  to  support  the  Government  of  their 
country,  if  the  rupture  with  the  British  Minis* 
ter  (however  mistaken  its  policy)  should  lead  to 
war.  Neither  the  President,  nor  any  other  maUi 
can  doubt  our  promptness  to  defend  ourselves  if 
attacked.  Sucn  a  declaration  implies  a  doubt  of 
the  fact,  and  a  doubt  on  this  point  is  not  more 
degrading  than  unjust  to  our  character.  One 
view  ia  the  resolution  must  be  to  prop  the  oo»» 
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duct  of  the  AdmioistratioD  in  this  affair,  and 
sorry  I  am  to  say,  that  their  coodoct  needs  a 
more  substantial  apology  than  this  resolution  can 
afford,  or  any  that  I  have  vet  heard. 

I  further  see  in  this  resolution  not  only  the  pro- 
traction of  a  settlement  of  our  differences  with 
Great  Britain,  but  an  intention  to  precipitate  us 
into  a  war  with  that  countrv  Language  so 
harsh  and  affrontful  applied  to  the  British  Minis- 
ter, accompanied  with  what  has  aptly  been  called 
"a  defiance  to  battle  to  the  British  nation,"  can- 
not be  expected  to  conciliate,  but  to  wound  and 
irritate ;  it  may  lead  to  retaliating  measures,  and 
plunge  us  directly  into  war.  I  may  be  mistaken 
10  this  apprehension,  but  I  will  slate  the  grounds 
of  it.  The  unquestioned  fact  that  the  honorable 
mover  of  this  resolution  (Mr.  Giles)  desires  an 
immediate  war  with  Great  B(ritain  ;  the  declara- 
tion of  that  gentleman  in  his  speech  in  support 
of  them,  that  he  thought  it  probable  Great  Brit- 
ain would  make  them  a  pretext  for  war;  the 
pledge  made  in  the  resolutions  to  call  forth  the 
resources  of  the  United  States,  predicated  only 
on  a  conviction  that  war  may  result  from  them ; 
and  added  to  all  these,  the  course  adhered  to  in 
this  House,  in  which  tne  repeated  declaration  of 
the  tendency  of  this  measure  to  produce  war  has 
been  met  not  by  a  denial  of  this  sujp^gestion,  but 
by  an  enumeration  of  the  wrongs  of  Great  Brit- 
ain to  us  and  other  nations,  and  by  a  recurrence 
to  the  weakness  of  our  past  measures,  as  confirm- 
ing and  justifying  the  effect  of  the  resolution  in 
producing  war  as  more  energetic. 

Gentlemen  have  a  right  to  prefer  war  to  peace ; 
but  when  they  mean  to  produce  a  war,  why  bring 
it  about  by  indirect  means?  Why  not  with  hon- 
orable frankness  avow  war  to  be  their  object,  and 
meet  us  before  the  people  upon  the  open  ground 
of  war  or  peace,  and  not  under  the  pretence  of 
providing  a  salvo  for  our  wounded  honor  apply 
an  evil  instead  of  a  remedy ;  offering  a  boon,  but 
in  truth  presenting  an  **  asp  in  the  basket  of  fiss  7" 
Whenever  this  country  is  disposed  fur  war,  let  it 
boldly  speak  an  unequivocal  language  and  pre- 
pare for  battle.  These  half-way  measures  con- 
fess to  the  world  we  wish  to  stab,  but  dare  not 
strike. 

But,  sir,  if  war  is  to  be  sought,  why  choose  it 
with  Great  Britain  alone,  while  France  as  well 
as  England  continues  her  aggressions  on  our 
rights?  From  England  we  have  impressments, 
blockades,  and  Orders  in  Council.  France,  less 
cruel  to  us  than  to  other  nations  to  whom  she 
has  extended  '^friendship  and  protection,"  yet 
permits  us  to  exist  as  a  nation,  but  violates  a  sol- 
emn treaty  made  with  us;  burns  our  ships  upon 
the  ocean ;  imprisons  our  men ;  sequesters  and 
confiscates  our  property  ;  and  by  her  decrees  pro- 
hibits our  trade  with  all  the  world  not  subject  to 
her  dominion.  In  this  state  of  our  relations  to 
both  nations,  I  find  nothing  to  induce  us  to  strike 
at  England  alone^r  so  to  act  as  to  provoke  the 
blow  from  her.  Besides,  sir,  that  I  see  not  the 
justice  of  going  to  war  with  England  alone,  or 
the  policy  of  beginning  it  with  that  nation  whose 
absolute  command  of  the  ocean  gives  her  the 


power  to  do  us  most  harm,  I  am  opposed  to  aoy 
war  in  the  present  state  of  the  world,  and  the 

f^resent  situation  of  our  own  country.  The  onlf 
egitimate  objects  of  war  are  the  redtess  or  the 
prevention  of  injuries.  Can  we  at  this  time  go 
to  war  with  France  and  England,  or  with  either, 
with  a  reasonable  prospect  of  effecting  these  ends? 
With  an  empty  Treasury;  a  revenue  sunk  so 
low  as  to  render  loans  necessary  for  the  support 
of  Government;  fortifications  so  incompetent  to 
their  object  that  we  keep  secret  the  report  of  the 
department  on  their  situation ;  an  inexperienced 
Army  ;  a  Navy  dwindled  into  gunboats,  despica- 
ble for  either  attack  or  defence,  and  efficient  only 
as  a  moth  in  the  public  purse  !  With  these  evi- 
dences of  want  of  preparation  gentleman  talk  of 
going  to  war !  In  a  war  under  such  circumstan- 
ces, I  see  the  immediate  loss  of  millions  of  dol- 
lars of  property  placed  by  our  trade  in  the  ffrasp 
of  Great  Britain ;  vexatious  draughts  of  our 
citizens  to  fight  Indians  and  Canadians;  the  im- 
pressment of  our  seamen  into  the  despised  and 
degrading  gunboat  service,  under  the  specious 
title  of  draughts  of  ''  marine  militia ;"  heavy 
taxes ;  the  production  of  our  farms  rotting,  and 
the  farmer  and  merchant  impoverished  for  want 
of  commerce;  your  seaport  towns  bombarded 
and  in  ashes.  These  are  the  consequences  which 
every  man  must  perceive  to  be  inevitable  from  a 
war  in  our  present  situation.  Weighty  as  are 
all  these  evils  of  a  war  at  this  period  with  Great 
Britain,  there  is  another  still  greater  than  these; 
one  which  at  once  puts  in  jeopardy  not  only  our 
republican  form  of  government,  but  oar  very  ex- 
istence as  a  nation.  I  mean  an  alliance  with 
Napoleon  1  Dazzling  as  has  been  the  path  of 
this  man's  glory,  I  pray  gentlemen  to  reflect  a 
moment  on  the  fate  of  those  nations  to  whom  his 
"friendship  and  protection"  have  been  extended, 
and  to  pause  before  they  throw  our  country  into 
that  embrace  which  has  proved  fatal  to  the  inde- 
pend^e  of  all  who  have  heretofore  submitted  to 
It.  A^  for  what  are  these  evils  to  be  endured? 
Because  the  sensibility  of  our  Secretary  of  State 
is  wounded  by  an  obscure  intimation — a  suspect- 
ed insinuation  from  the  British  Minister!  Sir, 
before  gentleman  draw  the  sword  for  this  cause, 
let  the  question  be  submitted  to  the  people,  and 
let  them  answer  in  the  next  elections.  Are  yon 
for  war  with  Great  Britain  for  this  cause?  Oa 
this  point  I  fully  agree  with  my  honorable  col- 
league, (Mr.  Macon.)  The  people  of  North  Car- 
olina, at  all  times  averse  to  war,  can  yet  submit 
to  any  sacrifices  of  blood  and  fortune  whec  ne- 
cessary for  their  honor  or  safety.  Buc  I  know 
them  not,  if  tbev  will  approve  tne  war  which  it 
is  the  object  of  tois  resolution  to  produce. 

The  arrangement  of  April  last  between  our 
Administration  and  Mr.  Erskine.  stipulating  on 
our  part  for  the  removal  of  the  restrictions  of 
the  non  intercourse  and  non-importation  laws,  as 
to  Great  Britain,  and  on  her  part  the  discontinu- 
ance of  her  Orders  in  Council  on  the  10th  of 
June,  and  the  disavowal  of  that  arrangement  by 
the  British  Government,  though  not  necessary  to 
be  considered  as  coming  to  a  decision  on  the  re^ 
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olution  before  os,  yet,  having  a  near  relation  to 
the  subject,  has  been  brought  into  the  discussion. 
I  may  be  pardoned,  therefore,  for  expressing  my 
Tiew  of  that  matter.  Standing  upon  the  high 
republican  ground,  that  the  Administration,  if 
notour  servants,  are  assuredly  not  our  masters,  I 
shall,  in  the  investigation  of  their  conduct,  use 
the  freedom  which  l^iongs  to  a  freeman,  while  I 
cannot  forget  the  candor  which  becomes  me  as  a 
man  and  a  member  of  this  House. 

I  ask  then,  sir,  whence  has  arisen  this  new  diffi- 
culty, this  additional  point  of  euflision  between 
us  and  Great  Britain,  which  has  given  birth  to 
that   controversy   which   the  national  councils 
are  now  called  upon  to  consider;  a  controversy 
which  is  said  to  have  inflicted  a  wound  on  our 
honor,  which  thijt  resolution  or  war  alone  can 
heal  ?    I  say.  sir,  and  I  say  it  with  regret  because 
the  evidence  which  satisfies  my  mind  is  painful 
to  me,  that  the  Administration  in  the  arrange- 
ment with  Mr.  Erskine,  if  they  did  not  disregard, 
certainly  neglected  their  duty,  in  overlooking  an 
objection  which  existed  to  that  arranp^ement ;  I 
mean  the  want  of  power  in  Mr.  Erskine  to  con- 
clude it.    Great  Britain,  as  we  all  now  know,  has 
disavowed  that  arrangement,  because  entered  into 
without  any  authority  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Erskine. 
Mr.  E.  was  the  resident  Minister  of  Great  Britain, 
and  in  that  character  it  appears  concluded  that 
arrangement.    Sir^  books  of  the  highest  authority 
in  the  laws  of  nations,  Wicquefort,  Grotius,  and 
others,  have  been  read  to  us  in  this  debate,  which 
established  beyond  question,  that  a  Minister  resi- 
dent  has  not  by  virtue  of  his  general  letter  of 
credence  any  power  to  conclude  a  treaty,  or  to 
make  anf  stipulation  binding  on  his  Government 
— that  to  enable  bim  to  pledge  the  ffood  faith  of 
his  Sovereign  to  the  performance  of  any  stipula- 
tion  he   may  make,  distinct  powers,  delegating 
special  authority  to  negotiate  and  conclude,  are 
necessary.    I  have  waited  with  an  anxious  hope, 
that  if  the  authority  of  these  writers  could  be  im- 
peached, or  if  the  reverse  of  the  proposition  laid 
down  by  them  could  be  established,  some  gentle- 
man would  have  done  it.    That,  if  no  gpentleman 
here   possessed  the  necessary  information,  tome 
friend  of  the  Secretary  of  State  would  have  ob- 
tained his  illustration  of  the  point,  and  have  fa- 
Tored  us  with  it.    So  far  from  this  having  been 
done,  gentlemen  have  satisfied  themselves  with 
feeble  efforts  to  shake  the  high  authority  of  this 
principle  in  the  laws  of  nations,  by  their  own  as- 
sertion of  its  error,  or  by  the  production  of  passages 
from  writings  perfectly  irrelevant  to  the  subject. 
The  geniTeman  from  the  Mississippi  Territory 
(Mr.  Poindexter)  and  the  gentlemen  first  and 
last  up  from  Virginia  (Messrs.  Eppes  and  New- 
ton) resort  to  what  logicians  call  ^^  begging  the 
qtiestion,"  they  have  taken  that  for  granted  which 
is  the  matter  in  dispute,  the  very  thing  required 
to  be  proved.    They  assume  it  as  a  fact  that  Mr. 
Krskioe  was  a  competent  agent  to  conclude  the 
stipulation  with  our  Administration,  and  then 
search   the  civil  law,  and   show  from  Pothier 
(wbat  no  one  denies)  that  the  bona  fide  act  of  an 
authorized  agent,  whatever  may  be  his  secret  in- 


structions, is  binding  on  bis  principal;  a  rule  by 
the  by  which  however  established  between  in- 
dividual, principal,  and  agent,  will  appear  not  ta 
apply  as  between  a  Government  and  its  agent. 
Sir,  the  question  is,  was  Mr.  Erskine  a  Minister 
resident,  authorized  to  conclude  a  treaty,  or  agree- 
ment, or  arrangement,  and  to  bind  his  Govern- 
ment by  its  stipulations?    The  opinion  of  the 
most  respectable  writers  on  the  laws  of  nations, 
having  been  read,  I  need  only  refer  to  them ;  they 
concur  in  deciding  that  such  Minister  has  no  such 
power.    The  practice  of  the  British  Government 
and  of  our  Government  since  its  ezibtenee  have- 
been  in  strict  conformity  with  this  opinion.    In. 
every  case  where  a  Minister  resident  has  conclu- 
ded a  treaty,  a  special  full  power,  or  an  authority 
separate  and  distinct  from  his  general  letter  of 
credence,  has  been  given.    In   the  negotiation 
with  Mr.  Hammond,  the  British  Minister  resi- 
dent in  1791,  his  full  powers  were  at  the  threshold 
demanded.    Separate  powers  were  granted  to 
our  Ministers  at  London  and    France,  under 
Washington  and  Adams;  and  to  Monroe  at  Lon* 
don,  under  Mr.  Jefferson ;  these  cases  all  estab* 
lish  the  same  principle.    In  corroboration  of  all 
these  authorities  of  law  and  usa^e,  the  Adminis- 
tration were  reminded  of  the  pnnciple,and  seeia 
themselves  to  have  entertained  this  opinion  pre- 
vious to  bringing  us  into   this  dilemma.    Mr. 
Pinknev  writes  them  from  London,  the  first  let- 
ter in  the  President's  communication,  (its  date  is 
not  given,)  that  he  had  suggested  to  Mr.  Canning, 
*'  that  it  would  be  well  (in  case  a  special  mission 
did  not  meet  their  approbation)  that  the  neces- 
sary powers  should  be  sent  to  Mr.  Erskine." 
And  the  President  informed  us  at  the  commence- 
ment of  the  last  session  of  Congress,  that  ''  the 

*  British  Government  had  transmitted  to  their 
'  Legation  here,  provisional  instructions  not  only 
'  to  ofier  satisfaction  for  the  attack  on  the  Chcsa- 
'  peake,  to  make  known  His  Britannic  Majesty's 

*  disposition  to  send  an  Envoy  Extraordinary  with 
*'  powers  to  conclude  a  treaty,  but  moreover  to 

*  signify  his  willingness  in  the  meantime  to  with- 
'  draw  his  Orders  in  Council,  in  the  persuasion 
^  that  the  intercourse  with  Great  Britain  would 
'  be  renewed  on  the  part  of  the  United  Statei:." 

In  opposition  to  all  this,  gentlemen  oppose 
their  assertion ;  Mr.  Erskine  had  power  to  con- 
clude the  arrangement  which  he  made.  The 
gentleman  from  Virginia,  (Mr.  Nbwton,)  to  show 
that  he  had  this  power  as  Minister  resident,  reads 
to  us  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Hammond,  in  his  letter 
to  Mr.  Jefferson  in  1791 ;  that  his  general  plenipo- 
tentiary character,  and  his  recognition  as^uch, 
*'are  authorities  decidedly  adequate  to  the  com- 
mencement of  a  preliminary  negotiation."  This 
is  admitted.  Mr.  Erskine  had  tne  same  power  to 
commence  a  preliminary  negotiation ;  but  he  did 
more,  be  concluded  an  agreement ;  he  concluded 
the  agreement  without  produc||)g  any  special, 
separate  authority,  giving  him  such  power,  nor 
does  it  appear  any  was  demanded  from  him.  Let 
us  hear  Mr.  Secretary  Smith  in  his  defence  upon 
this  point.  Jn  his  letter  to  Mr.  Jackson,  19ih  of 
October,  he  says  of  Mr.  Erskine,  ^  thai  he  had,  or 
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^  at  least,  that  he  believed  he  had  sufficient  au*' 
^  thority  to  conclude  the  arrangemeDt,  his  formal 
'  assurances,  during  our  discussion  were  such 
'  as  to  leave  no  doubt."  And  in  bis  letter  to  Mr. 
Piakney  of  23d  of  November,  1809,  he  says, 
^certain  it  is  that  the  British  (Government  in  for- 
'  mer  like  cases,  as  will  be  seen  by  the  adjust' 

*  ment  of  that  part  of  the  affair  at  Nootka  Sound, 

*  which  is  analogous  to  this  case,  did  not  consider 

*  any  such  distinct  full  power  as  necessary."  As 
to  the  case  of  the  adjustment  of  the  British  differ- 
ence with  Spain  respecting  Nootka  Sound,  I 
have  not  an  intimate  recollection  of  its  circum- 
stances, but  I  have  recently  recurred  to  the  ad- 
iustment  ientered  into  by  Mr.  Fiizherbert,  the  Brit* 
ish  Minister,  and  Count  Florida  Blanca,  the 
Spanish  Minister,  and  find  in  the  declaration  of 
Che  Spanish  Secretary  of  State,  that  Minister  de- 
clares, that  "  being  thereto  duly  authorized"  he 
offers  certain  terms.  The  British  Minister  in  his 
counter  declaration,  accepting  the  proposed  terms 
of  adjustment,  declares  that  he,  being  thereto 
duly  and  expressly  authorized,  accepts  the  said 
declaration.  And  the  **  convention"  signed  28th 
October  1790,  adjusting  the  dispute,  in  conformity 
to  the  previous  declaration,  states  that  the  Min- 
isters, ^' after  having  communicated  to  each  other 
their  respective  full  powers,  have  agreed  upon  the 
following  articles,"  dec ;  and  the  convention  con- 
cludes that  tbe/^  said  Plenipotentiaries  of  His  Brit- 

*  annic  and  CaJtholic  Majesties  have  in  their  names 
'  and  in  virtue  of  their  respective  full  powers 
'  signed  the  present  convention,  and  set  thereto  the 
'  seal  of  our  arms." 

If  there  is  in  this  adjustment  anything  which 
bears  out  the  idea  of  our  Secretary  of  State,  that 
no  ^  full  power"  was  necessary  to  authorise  Mr. 
Erskine  to  conclude  bis  arrangement,  I  confess  it 
has  escaped  my  research.  As  to  Mr.  Erskine's 
opinion  or  assurance,  that' his  powers  were  com- 
petent, and  the  entire  reliance  placed  on  such 
opinion  and  assurance,  I  feel  humbled  as  an 
American  at  the  avowal,  by  the  Administration, 
that  they  had  relied  upon  the  judgment  of  a  for- 
eign Minister  as  to  the  extent  of  his  powers,  instead 
of  judging  for  themselves;  that  (for  in  fact  it 
amounts  to  this)  they  had  surrendered  their  un- 
derstanding to  the  keeping  of  a  British  Minister! 
The  course  of  propriety  and  of  duty  was  plain, 
they  should  have  demanded  his  separate  powers, 
or  his  special  authority  to  conclude  an  arrange- 
ment ;  he  must  have  produced  tbem,  or  the  ne- 
gotiation should  have  ended.  His  instructions 
are  sacred  and  cannot  be  demanded,  bat  if  his 
powfrs  and  his  instructions  are  contained  in  the 
same  instrument,  as  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Erskine, 
both  must  of  necessity  have  been  shown.  The 
British  (Government  were  apprized  of  this,  and 
therefore  authorized  him  to  communicate  his  in- 
structions in  extenso. 

Sir,  from  a  pear  and  particular  view  of  this 
sMsiv  I  am  compelled  to  conclude,  and  the  con- 
clusion is  one  from  which  I  derive  .no  pleasure, 
that  the  Administration,  in  the  arrangement  with 
Mr.  Erskine,  have  overlooked  what,  it  was  their 
incnmbent  duty  to  have  attended  toj  they  bavt,^ 


from  indifference  to  consequences,  or  ignorance  of 
their  duty,  neglected  to  ascertain  what  were  the 
powers  or  authority  of  Mr.  Erskine;  they  hare 
concluded  a  treaty  with  a  man  not  authorized, 
and  have  made  an  arrangenent  "under  circum- 
stances which  could  only  lead  to  the  consequeD- 
which  have  followed,"  a  disavowal  by  Great 
Britain.  Thev  stand  convicted  before  the  Amer* 
can  people  of  having  slumbered  on  their  duty  in 
this  business,  and  to  their  misconduct  or  neglect 
are  we  indebted  for  this  additional  ground  of 
difference  with  Great  Britain,  and  all  the  con- 
sequences which  may  flow  from  it. 

I  have  said,  that  a  consequence  of  this  want  of 
attention  was  the  right  of  Great  Britain  to  disa- 
vow the  arrangement.  This  is  decided  by  my 
honorable  colleague.  (Mr.  Macon,)  who,  while 
he  admits  that  a  Minister  resident  cannot  with- 
out special  authority  conclude  a  treaty,  yet  con- 
tends this  arrangement  was  not  a  treaty,  bat  aa 
agreement  or  arrangement — in  which  ground  he 
has  been  followed  by  the  gentleman  from  Vir- 
ginia (Mr.  Eppes.)  My  colleague  (Mr.  Alstoh) 
denies  it  even  to  be  an  agreement,  and  says  ^it 
'  is  only  a  promise  by  our  AdministratioD  to  do 

*  one  thing,  and  a  promise  by  Great  Britain  ia 
^  consideration  thereof  to  do  another !"  This  dis- 
tinction bet  .veen  a  treaty  and  an  agreement,  or  ar- 
rangement, is  not  supported  by  any  reasoning 
from  the  liws  of  nations.  Valtel  say?,  sec.  153: 
"A  treaty  is  a  pact  made  with  a  view  to  the  pob- 
'  lie  welfare  by  the  supreme  power,  either  for 

*  perpetuity  or  for  a  considerable  time.     Pacts 

*  witn  a  view  to  transitory  affairs  are  called  agree- 
'  men ts,  conventions,  and  pactions."  Sec.  206: 
'*  Public  pacts  called  conventions,  articlea  of  agree- 
'  ment,  Ac.,  when  they  are  made  between  sover- 
'  eigns,  differ  from  treaties  only  in  their  object. 

*  Treaties,  conventions,  and  agreements,  are  all 
^  public  engagements,  in  regard  to  which  there  is 
'  but  one  and  the  same  right,  and  the  same  rules" — 
nothing  can  make  this  exposition  plainer.  ''A 
'  convention  or  arrangement  between  two  Gov- 
'  ernments  is  an  agreement  for  the  public  welfare, 
'  differing  from  a  treaty  only  as  a  simple  contract 
^  differs  from  a  deed  or  specialty ;  the  object  is 

*  less  important,  being  *  a  transitory  affair,'  there- 

*  fore  thecontract]is  less  solemn  and  less  formal." 
Speaking  of  the  disavowal,  Mr.  Smith,  ia  hit 
letter  to  Mr.  Jackson,  quotes  from  Vatte) :  "  to 

*  refuse  with  honor  to  ratifv  what  has  been  concln- 
^  ded  on  bv  virtue  of  a  full  power,  it  is  necess^ary 
^  that  the  Sovereign  should  nave  strong  and  solid 
^  reasons,  and  that  be  show  in  particular  that  his 
^  Minister  has  deviated  from  his  instructions.''  Vat- 
tel  and  Mr.  Smith  here  agree  that  the  principal  is 
not  bound  by  the  act  of  his  proxy,  who  deviates 
from  his  instructions ;  the  rule  of  the  civil  law 
in  Pothier,  insisted  on  by  the  gentleman  from 
Mississippi,  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  In 
the  same  section  of  this  author  it  is  said: 
^'  The  rights  of  the  proxy  are  expressed  in  the  Lq- 
'  structions  that  are  given  him  ;  he  ought  not  to 
^  deviate  from  them ;  but  everything  he  prom- 
^  ises  within  the  terms  of  his  commission  and 
^  the  extent  of  his  powers  bind  his  constitaeot.** 
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And  sec.  208:  *^  If  a  publio  perfon,  ao  ambassador 
'  or  general  of  aa  army,  conclude  a  treaty  or  a 
'  convention  without  orders  from  bis  Sovereign, 
'  or  wiiiiout  being  authorized  to  do  it  by  the 
'  power  of  bis  office,  he  goes  beyond  the  bounds 
'  of  his  commission,  and  the  treaty  is  null,  as  be- 
'  ing  made  without  a  sufficient  power." 

It  appears  then  that  a  Minister  resident,  with- 
out a  distinct, additional  authority,  called  ''a  full 
power/'  cannot  conclude  a  treaty— that  Mr.  Ersk- 
ine  had  no  "  full  power"  for  that  purpose — that  an 
arrangement  respecting  transitory  afiairs,  6uch  as 
that  conclude  with  Mr.  Erskiat.  is  an  agreement 
'regarding  which  there  is  but  one  and  the  same 
right  and  the  same  rules"  as  regard  treaties ;  and 
being  concluded  "not  only  withoutauthority  but  in 
Jirect  opposition  to  the  most  precise  instructions," 
IS  we  have  seen  frum  the  instructions  themselves, 
the  consequence  by  the  law  of  nations  is,  that 
:he  arrangement  was  null,  and  not  obligatory 
jpon  Great  Britain. 

The  resolution  further  states,  that  the  rupture 
(viih  Mr.  Jackson  was  for  the  interest  of  th€  Uoi- 
:ed  States;  .to  sustain  this  idea  gentlemen  in  this 
lebate  assert  that  he  offered  and  insisted  on  propo- 
rtions which  were  insulting,  and  originated  in  a 
lostUe  disposition,  and  that  without  acceding  to 
iuch  degrading  conditions  no  treaty  of  adjustment 
)f  differences  could  have  been  made.  Sir,  there, 
i  a  mistake  in  fact  in  all  this.  I  will  recall  the 
uiention  of  gentlemen  to  parts  of  the  correspon- 
ience  and  documents  before  us,  which  will  show 
low  entirely  incorrect  is  this  statement. 

Mr.  Erskine  has  been  introduced  aad  relied  on 
IS  a  witness  in  this  case  by  the  Administration; 

may  therefore,  correctly  I  presume,  appeal  to 
lis  testimony  for  facts.  The  House  will  reeol- 
ect  that  the  three  conditions  which  Mr.  Erskine 
vas  instructed  to  propose  to  our  Administration, 
ipon  our  assent  to  which  Great  Britain  would 
evoke  her  Orders  in  Council  as  to  the  United 
hates,  which  conditions  are  now  deemed  so 
lighly  insulting,  were,  first:  That  we  should 
riibdraw  our  non-intercourse  and  non-importa- 
ion  lawff  so  far  as  respected  Great  Britain,  and 
ontinue  them  as  to  France.  Second,  That  we 
hould  relinquish  during  the  present  warthecolo- 
lial  trade,  from  which  we  were  excluded  in  time 
f  peace;  and  third.  That  the  British  Navy 
hould  aid  in  enforcing  our  non-intercourse  law 
irith  France  by  capturing  our  vessels  found  vio- 
iting  the  law. 

The  propo^fition  contained  in  the  first  of  these 
onditions  was  made  by  our  Administration  to 
rreat  Britainjn  August,  1807.  Congress  have  by 
iw  assented  to  it-^and  Mr.  Erskine  declares  in 
is  letter  to  Mr.  Smith.  14th  August,  1809,  thai 
if.  Madison  said  if  either  Britain  or  France  re- 
ixed  their  restrictions  upon  neutral  commerce, 
the  United  States  would  at  once  side  with  that 
Power  against  the  other  which  might  continue 
its  aggressions." 

.The  second  condition,  Mr.  Erskine  says,  pagt 
8,  Mr.  Gallatin^* so  far  assented  ro  as  to  say 
be  knew  it  was  the  intention  of  the  United 
States  to  abandon  the  attempt  to  carry  on  a  trade 


*  with  the  coloaies  of  belligereats  in  time  of  war 
'  which  was  not  allowed  in  time  of  peace,  and  to 
'  trust  to  their  being  permitted  to  carry  on  such 

*  trade  in  peace,  so  as  to  entitle  them  to  a  contin- 
^  uance  of  it  in  time  of  war."  Mr.  Erskine 
adds,  he  supposed  Mr.  Gallatin  to  mean  '*  the 
^  trade  from  the  colonies  of  belligerents  direct  to 
'  their  mother  country,  or  to  ports  of  other  bel- 

*  ligerents,  because  the  right  of  such  trade  had 
^  been  the  point  in  dispute;  whereas  the  right  to 
^  carry  on  a  trade  with  the  colonies  of  beiliger- 
^  ents  to  the  United  States  had  never  been  called 

*  in  question,  but  had   been  recognised   by  His 

*  Majesty's  Supreme  Court  of  Admiralty."  Mr. 
Erskine  also  says  to  Mr.  Smith,  (page  21,)  that 
during  the  negotiation  which  led  to  the  conclu- 
sion of  the  provisional  agreement,  he  found  no 
reason  to  believe  difficulties  would  occur  in  the 
accomplishment  of  the  two  former  conditions, 
'^as  far  as  was  in  the  power  of  the  President  as 
^  to  the  first,  and  from  the  duty  of  Congress  to  as- 
'  sert  the  rights  of  the  United  States  against  the 
'  Powers  who  would  adopt  or  act  under  the  de- 

*  crees  of  France ;"  and  that  he*' received  assu- 
'  ranees  that  no  doubt  could  be  entertained,  that  a 

*  satisfactory  arrangement  might  be  made  in  a 
^  treaty  upon  the  subject  of  the  second  condition, 
'  according  to  his  explanation  of  it." 

The  origin  of  the  two  first  conditions  is  thus 
settled-^both  are  proved  to  have  originated  from 
the  high,  and  if  gentlemen  please  I  will  say  the 
pure  source  of  our  Administration — the  guardians 
of  the  honor  and  interests  of  our  country.  What- 
ever may  be  thought  of  their  policy,  gentlemen 
cannot,  I  presume,  consistently  with  justice  to 
the  British  Grovernment  and  respect  to  our  Ad- 
ministration, think  them  insulting,  degrading,  or 
hostile  to  our  interests.  As  to  the  third  condi- 
tion, the  first  trace  we  have  of  it  is  in  the  con* 
versation  of  Mr.  Canning  and  Mr.  Pinkney  oa 
the  18ih  and  22d  of  January,  as  stated  by  Mr 
Pinkney. 

Mr.  Canning,  speaking:  of  the  proposal  which 
had  been  made  by  the  United  States  for  the  re- 
moval of  the  embargo  as  to  Great  Britain,  asks, 
''  In  what  way  was  the  efiectual  operation  of  our 
'  embargo  as  to  France,  after  it  should  he  taken 
^  off  as  to  Great  Bri  tai  n,  to  be  sec  ured  ?  That  our 
^  vessels  though  cleared  for  Great  Britain  would 

<  go  to  France,  whatever  penalties  our  laws  might 

<  denounce  against  ofieaders,  and  he  therefore 
^  presumed  that  the  Government  of  the  United 
^  States  would  not  object,  after  it  had  itself  de- 

*  dared  a  commerce  witn  France,  &c.,  illegal, 
'  and  its  citizens  who  should  engage  in  it  delin- 
^  quents,  and  after  havingr  given  to  Great  Britain 
'  by  compact  an  interest  in  the  strict  observation 

<  ot'  the  prohibition,  complain  if  the  naval  force 
^  of  this  country  should  assist  in  preventing  such 

*  commerce."  Mr.  Pinkney  does  not  state  any 
objections  by  him  to  this  idea;  Mr.  Canning 
(though  it  now  appears  erroneously)  conceived 
that  Mr.  Pinkney  absented,  to  the  stipulations; 
Mr.  Erskine  was  therefore  instructed  to  propose  it. 

Here  was  the  origin  of  this  third  condition- 
it  was  suggested  by  Mr.  Canning  to  Mr.  Pink- 
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ney  on  the  22d  of  January.  Mr.  Pinkneydid  not 
object  to  it,  his  assent  to  it  was  therefore  inferred, 
though  doubtless  erroneously,  since  Mr.  Pinkney 
says,  6th  June,  his  observations  **did  not  look  to 
'  the  admission  of  this  object  into  any  stipulation ; 
'  he  viewed  it  only  as  a  consequence,  that  might 
^  and  would  if  France  persisted  in  her  unjust  de- 
'  crees  grow  out  of  arrangements  similar  to  those 
'  offered  in  August  last." 

As  to  the  character  of  this  third  condition,  de- 

frading  as  its  admission  into  a  stipulation  would 
e,  neither  our  Minister  at  London  nor  our  Ad- 
ministration appear  to  have  taken  any  alarm  at 
its  proposal;  not  even  as  conveyin|r  an  'insinu- 
ation." Mr.  Erskine  tells  Mr.  Smith,  page  21,) 
''  the  third  condition  you  certainly  told  me  could 
^  not  be  recognised  by  the  President,  but  you 
^  added.what  had  great  weight  upon  my  mind,  that 
^  you  did  not  see  why  any  great  importance 
'  should  be  attached  to  such  a  recognition,  be- 
'  cause  it  would  be  impossible  that  a  citizen  could 
'  prefer  a  complaint  to  his  Government  on  ac- 
'  count  of  the  capture  of  his  vessel  while  enga- 

*  ged  in  a  trade  absolutely  interdicted  by  the  laws 
^  of  his  country."  Mr.  rinkney  considered  it  as 
a  consequence  that  would  grow  out  of  the  ar- 
rangement ;  and  Mr.  Canning  in  his  conversation 
with  Mr.  Pinkney^  22d  of  June,  as  detailed  by 
Mr.  Pinkney  in  his  letter  of  the  23d,  says.  "  he 
^  had  misapprehended  Mr.  Pinkney  in  January  ; 
'  that  he  was  himself  of  opinion  that  the  idea 

*  upon  which  that  condition  turned,  could  not 

*  well  find  its  way  into  a  stipulation — that  he 

*  should  have  been  satisfied  with  the  rejection  of  it." 

This  is  the  history  of  the  three  conditions  up  to 
the  arrival  of  Mr.  Jackson  in  the  United  States. 
The  two  first,  if  not  suggested  by,  were  at  least  ap- 
proved by  members  of  our  Aaministration ;  the 
third  originated  in  a  misapprehension  of  Mr. 
Pinkney's  conversation;  its  recognition  was  by 
Mr.  Smith  in  his  conversation  with  Mr.  Erskine 
treated  simply  as  **  not  important;"  by  Mr.  Pink- 
ney considered  barely  as  unnecessary,  as  its  ope- 
ration would  follow  as  a  consequence  of  the  ad- 
justment proposed:  but  in  August,  1809,  by  Mr. 
Smith  considered,  and  I  agree  justly  so  considered, 
as  ^'  irreconcilable  to  the  dignity  and  interest  ot 
the  United  Stales."  It  is  a  little  strange  that 
a  mere  proposition  coming  from  Great  Britain^ 
should  excite  the  liveliest  sensibility,  when  the 
actual  execution  of  the  same  project  by  France 
has  been,  so  far  as  we  know,  silently  acquiesced 
in  1  Sir,  we  all  know  France  has  a  decree,  for 
enforcing  our  embargo  by  capture  of  all  our  ships 
found  abroad  during  its  continuance,  as  being  m 
contravention  of  that  law.  The  Administration 
may  have  remonstrated  against  this  decree  of 
Napoleon  as  "irreconcilable  with  the  dignity 
and  interest  of  the  United  States."  No  evidence 
of  that  fact  has  been  submitted  to  us.  Under 
these  circumstances  of  the  case  ofiicially  appear- 
ing before  me,  I  cannot  so  far  violate  my  feelings 
and  my  understanding,  as  to  say,  that  the  mere 
proposal  of  these  three  conditions  was  an  insult 
to  the  United  States. 

We  are  told  in  this  debate,  repeatedly,  that  a 


negotiation  with  Mr.  Jackson  would  have  been 
useless,  as  he  insisted  on  the  preliminary  admis- 
sion of  the  three  degrading  conditions.  Sir,  it  is 
not  strange  that  gentlemen  should  stumble  upon 
the  same  mistake  over  which  our  Secretary  seems 
so  frequently  to  have  broken  his  shins.  It  is  not 
true  that  Mr.  Jackson  insisted  on  these  conditions ; 
the  very  reverse— his  express  and  repeated  dec- 
laration that  he  did  not  insist  on  them  appears  in 
the  documents  before  us.  It  is  certain  that  Mr. 
Smith,  not  less  than  three  times  in  the  correspon- 
dence, asserts  that  Mr.  Jackson  does  insist  on  these 
conditions,  and  Mr.  Jackson  as  often  expressly 
disclaims  any  such  demand. 

On  the  11th  of  October,  Mr.  Jackson  writes 
Mr.  Smith,  page  72 :  '^  On  the  subject  of  His  Maj- 
<  esty's  Orders  m  Council.  I  have  had  the  honor  of 
'  informing  you  that  His  Majesty  having  caused 
^  to  be  made  to  the  Government  of  the  United 
'  States  certain  proposals  founded  upon  principles. 
'  some  of  which  were  understood   to  originate  in 

*  American  authorities,  and  others  to  be  acqni- 
'  esced  in  by  them ;  and  having  afterwards  ascer- 

*  tained,  in  the  manner  mentioned  in  a  former 

*  part  of  this  letter,  that  the  sentiments   of  the 

*  American  Government  were  so  different  from 
'  what  they  were  at  first  understood  to  be,  I  was 
'  not  instructed  to  renew  to  you  those  proposals. 
'  nor  to  press  upon  your  acceptance  an  arrange- 
'  ment  which  had  been  so  recently  declined,  es- 
'  pecially  as  the  arrangement  itself  is    become 

*  less  important  and  the  terms  of  it  less  applicable 
'  to  the  state  of  things  now  existing." 

In  pa^e  39,  he  says :  "  Such,  sir,  are  the  grounds 
'  on  which  it  has  appeared  to  His  Majesty  to  be 

*  unnecessary  to  command  me  to  propose  to  the 
'  Government  of  the  United  States,  any  formal 
'  agreement  to  be  substituted  for  that  which  His 
'  Majesty  has  been  under  the  necessity  of  disa* 
^  vowing;  but  I  am  directed  to  receive  and  dis- 
'  cuss  with  you  any  proposal  which  yon  may  be 

*  authorized  to  make  to  me  on  this  head."  Mr.  J. 
^  continues  :  "As  no  disposition  has  hitherto  been 
'  shown  on  your  part  to  make  any  proposal,  it  has 
'  been  impossible  for  me  to  state  by  anticipation 
'  (nor  was  I  instructed  so  to  do)  what  might  be 
'  the  answer  that  I  should  eventually  think  it  my 

*  duty  to  return  to  you ;  consequently,  I  could  not 

*  have  made  with  that  view  the  statement  con- 
'  tained  in  tlie  4th  section  of  your  letter,  and  the 

*  three  subdivisions  of  it.  Such  a  statement 
'  would  have  been  obviously  inconsistent  with 

*  the  former  part  of  my  overture,  which  yoa  very 

*  correctly  record  in  the  3d  section,  viz:  that  I 

*  was  not  instructed  to  make  to  you  any  proposal 

*  whatever  upon  this  subject," 

Again,  4th  of  Novemlier,  page  68,  Mr.  Jackson 
writes  Mr.  Smith:  'You  say  "that  it  is  under- 

*  stood  that  His  Britannic  Majesty  perseveres  in 
'  requiring,  as  indispensable  conditions  on  the  part 
'  of  the  United  States,  an  entire  relinquishment  of 
'  the  right  to  trade  with  the  enemies'  colon ies,  and 
'  also  a  permission  to  the  British  navy  to  aid  -in 
'  executing  a  law  of  Congress." 

"This  same  statement  is  contained  in  yoor  let- 
'  ter  of  the  9tb  instant,  and  represented   as  the 


1141 


HISTORY  OF  CONGRESS. 


1142 


January,  1810. 


Conduct  of  the  Briiish  Minister. 


H.  OF  R. 


'sabstaDce  of  what  bad  fallen  from  me  io  our 
'  previous  confecjences.  In  my  answer  to  that 
'  letter,  I  took  the  liberty  of  showing  that  such  a 
'  supposition  was  erroneous,  and  I  have  looked  in 
'  vain  to  my  letter  of  the  23J,  to  find  in  it  any 
'  suggestion  of  a  similar  tenor.    I  believe,  there- 

*  fore,  that  by  reference  to  my  two  letters  you 

*  will  find,  that  the  statement  now  again  brought 
'  forward  is  contained  in  neither  of  them,  that  it 
'  made  no  part  of  my  previous  conversation  with 

^  you,  and  that  I  have  in  no  way  given  room  to , 

*  suppose  that  I  ever  made  any  such  statement 
'  at  all." 

Language  afiiirds  no  terms  of  negation  clearer 
than  those  employed  by  Mr.  Jackson.  He  une- 
quivocally denies  insisting  upon  any  previous 
conditions,  or  having  made  any  previous  propo- 
lals  whatever.  Yet  gentlemen  tell  this  House 
and  the  nation,  that  negotiation  was  useless,  be- 
cause  Mr.  Jackson  insisted  on  the  three  conditions 
contained  in  Mr.  Krskine's  instructional  The 
testimony  afforded  us  by  the  Administration  itself, 
satisfies  my  mind  that  such  declaration  is  wholly 
founded  in  error.  Neither,  sir.  can  I  subscribe  to  the 
declaration  contained  in  this  resolution,  that  in  the 
rupture  with  the  British  Minister,  the  Adminis- 
traiioD  have  manifested  a  just  regard  to  the  in- 
terests of  the  United  States.  The  interests  of  our 
country  demand  peace,  as  essential  to  the  enjoy- 
ment of  commerce  and  the  fruits  of  agriculture, 
and  as  best  suiting  the  dii^positions  of  our  people. 
This  rupture,  far  from  securing,  puts  in  jeopardy 
the  peace  of  the  country ;  without  improving  our 
means  to  sustain  war,  widens  the  breach  already 
lubsisting  between  Great  Britain  and  us,  and  in- 
terposes new  obstacles  to  those  already  existing 
to  a  settlement — a  result  the  very  reverse  of  a  just 
regard  to  the  interest  of  the  United  States. 

We  have  been  asked  by  the  gentleman  from 
Virginia,  (Mr.  Eppeb,)  why  are  not  our  difficul- 
ties with  Great  Britain  settled  1  If  the  question 
lad  been  why  they  were  not  now  in  a  train  of 
lettlement,  I  should  say  because  the  Adrainistra- 
ion,  rejecting  overtures  for  negotiation,  have  shut 
he  door  in  the  face  of  the  messenger  of  peace. 
3n  the  23d  of  October,  Mr.  Jackson  informs  Mr. 
Smith  that  his  instructions  authorized  him  ^' to 
receive  and  to  discuss  any  proposal  made  on  the 
part  of  the  United  States,  and  eventually  to  con- 
clude a  convention  between  the  two  countries." 
Ind  on  the  4th  of  November  he  informs  him — 
It  will  not,  I  dare  say,  have  escaped  your  recol- 
lection, (hat  I  informed  you  at  a  very  early  pe- 
riod of  our  communications,  that,  in  addition  to 
the  usual  credential  letter,  His  Majesty  had  been 
pleased  to  invest  me  with  a  full  power  under  the 
greai  seal  of  his  Kingdom,  for  the  express  pur- 
pose of  concluding  a  treaty  or  convention.  I 
well  remember  your  testifying  your  satisfaction 
at  the  circumstance ;  and  I  have  now  only  to  add 
that  I  am  ready,  whenever  it  suits  your  conve- 
nience, to  exchange  my  full  power  against  that 
with  which  you  shall  be  provided,  for  the  pro- 
gress of  our  negotiation." 

Here  is  a  solemn  declaration  that  he  had  a 
full  power"  to  treat  and  conclude  a  treaty,  and 


also  an  offer  to  produce  his  power  and  enter  on 
the  negotiation  whenever  the  Secretary  should 
appoint.  If  the  sincerity  of  Mr.  Jackson  was 
doubted,  the  production  of  his  authority  was  ten- 
dered and  might  have  been  inspected.  Stress  is 
laid  on  the  word  "eventually,"  as  covering  an 
ambiguity.  This  appears  to  me  a  refined  quibble: 
to  conclude  '^ eventually,"  can  only  mean  to  con- 
elude  in  the  event  of  their  agreeinj^  upon  terms. 
Strike  the  word  out,  the  expression  is  not  stronger 
or  more  explicit:  continue  it,  the  force  is  not 
diminished,  or  rendered  obscure.  This  refusal 
stands  without  explanation  and  without  excuse. 

*^The  case  of  the  Chesapeake  remains  unset- 
tled." Sir,  no  man  more  sensibly  feels,  and  none 
would  at  greater  hazards  avenge  that  insult  and 
wrong,  if  atonement  be  improperly  withheld, 
than  myself.  Why  is  it  at  this  time  unadjusted  ? 
The  British  Minister,  Mr.  Erskine,  offered  an 
amend,  which  our  Administration  acknowledged 
to  be  satisfactory,  and  consented  to  accept.  Yet 
the  Secretary  or  State,  in  the  very  act  of  accep- 
tance, indulging  a  spirit  of  asperity  at  least  un- 
necessary at  that  stage  of  the  business,  not  only 
expressed  dissatisfaction  at  the  terms,  but  con- 
veyed an  unequivocal  insult  to  the  King  of  Great 
Britain.  In  this  note  aeceptino:  the  terms  offered, 
he  adds,  a  different  course  would  better  have 
comported  with  the  honor  of  His  Majesty  !  In 
plain  English.  Mr.  Smith  says,  in  a  paper  to  be 
submitted  for  tlie  sanction  of  tne  King:  ^  The  King 
has  not  acted  as  became  a  man  of  honor!"  In 
private  life,  unquestionably  such  an  acceptance  of 
tendered  satisfaction  would  have  compelled  its 
retraction.  We  find  therefore,  the  King  having 
rejected  the  arrangement,  Mr.  Jackson  in  his  let- 
ter to  Mr.  Smith,  11th  ot  October,  assigning  the 
reasons  of  the  rejection,  declares  His  Majesty, 
^^  was  warranted  in  doing  so  both  by  the  form  in 
'  which  his  Minister  had  tendered  that  reparation, 
<  and  by  the  manne^in  which  that  tender  had 
'  been  received" — that  he  had,  in  conyersatioa 
before,  *' referred  to  the  particular  expressions 
'"  which  made  the  terms  appear  unacceptable  even 
^  to  the  American  Government,  at  the  very  mo- 
'  ment  when  they  were  accepted,  and  which  at 
^  at  all  events  puts  it  totally  out  of  his  Majesty's 
'  power  to  ratify  and  confirm  any  act  in  which 
'  such  expressions  were  contained." 

Regarding  the  affair  of  the  Chesapeake,  Mr. 
Jackson  made  proposals  for  settlina^it ;  they  were 
stated  to  be  the  same  which  Mr.  Erskine  was  in- 
structed to  offer.  But  we  are  told  these  had  been 
previously  refused,  and  to  have  accepted  them 
would  have  been  disgrace.  If  this  be  granted, 
does  it  follow  there  would  have  been  any  degra- 
dation in  again  refusing  them?  To  this  hour 
the  proposal  remains  unanswered.  Howshall  a 
settlement  ever  be  effected,  if,  when  an  unaccep- 
table proposition  is  made,  the  objections  are  not 
stated,  so  that  others  may  be  substituted  1  I  un- 
derstand not  this  policy,  nor  admire  pride  when 
the  great  interests  of  a  nation  are  at  stake.  To 
me,  sir,  it  appears,  that  in  this  business  of  the 
rupture  with  Mr.  Jackson,  the  best  interests  of 
the  United  States  have  been  overlooked,  or  im- 
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molated  on  the  altar  of  punctilio.  I  conclude, 
sir,  by  declaring  that,  in  my  opinion,  this  res- 
olution is  calculated  to  excite  the  feelings  not 
only  of  the  British  Monarch,  but  of  a  power- 
ful people ;  that,  without  fitting  us  for  battle, 
it  tends  to  increase  the  animosity  already  un- 
happily existing^  that  it  shuts  the  door  to  further 
negotiation ;  fixes  a  stain  on  the  national  character 
in  condescending  to  use  language  unworthy  a 
great  people  ;  and  finally,  I  cannot  but  fear  it  will 
prove  (if  the  gentleman  from  New  York  (Mr. 
Fisk)  will  permit  me  the  use  of  his  figure)  ''the 
windin^*sheet"  of  the  peace  of  this  country. 

Mr.  FiNDLEY  spoke  in  faror  of  the  resolution. 

Mr.  Gab  DEN  I  BR,  after  some  prefatory  remarks, 
moved  that  the  further  consideration  of  the  reso- 
lution be  postponed  to  the  third  Monday  in  Feb- 
ruary. 

A  motion  was  made  Co  adjourn,  which  was  ne- 
gatived, by  yeas  and  nays,  82  to  26. 

Mr.  Gardenier's  motion  was  then  negatived — 
yeas  39,  nays  74,  as  follows: 

Yeas — Daniel  Blaisdell,  James  Breckanridge,  John 
Campbell,  John  C.  Chamberlain,  William  Chamber- 
lin,  John  Davenport,  jr.,  WiHiam  Ely,  James  Emott, 
Barent  Gardenier,  Thomas  R.  Gold,  William  Hale, 
Nathaniel  A.  Uaveni  Jonathan  H.  Hubbard,  Rich- 
ard Jackson,  junior,  Herman  Knickerbacker,  Joseph 
Lewis,  jr.,  Edward  St.  Loe  Livermore,  Robert  Le  Roj 
Livingston,  Nathaniel  Macon,  Vincent  Matthews,  Ar- 
chibald McBryde,  Joseph  Pearson,  Timothy  Pitkin,  jr., 
Elisha  R.  Potter,  Josiah  Quincy,  Samuel  Smith,  Rich- 
ard Stanford,  John  Stanley,  William  Stedman,  James 
Stephenson,  Lewis  B.  Sturges,  Jacob  Swoope,  Samuel 
Taggart,  Benjamin  Tallmadge,  Jabez  Upham,  Killtan 
K.  Van  Rensselaer,  Laban  Wheaton,  Ezekiel  Whit- 
man, and  James  Wilson. 

Nats — Lemuel  J.  Alston,  Willis  Alston,  jr.,  William 
Anderson,  Ezekiel  Bacon,  David  Bard,  Bnrwell  Bas- 
•ett,  William  W.  Bibb,  Adam  Boyd,  John  Brown, 
Robert  Brown,  William  A.  ^rwell,  William  Butler, 
Joseph  Calhoun,  Matthew  Clay,  John  Cloptoa,  Howell 
Cobb,  James  Cochran,  James  Cox,  WiHiam  Crawford, 
Richard  Cntts,  Joseph  Desha,  John  W.  Eppes,  William 
Findley,  Jonathan  Kisk,  Mesfaack  Franklin,  Banillai 
Gannett,  Gideon  Gardner*  Thomas  Qholson,  jr.,  Peter- 
son Goodwyn,  Daniel  Heister,  William  Helms,  James 
Holland,  Benjamin  Howard,  Jacob  Hufty,  Robert  Jen- 
kins, Richard  M.  Johnson,  Thomias  Kenan,  William 
Kennedy,  John  Love,  Aaron  Lyle,  Robert  Marion,  Sam- 
uel McKee,  Alexander  McKim,  Pleasant  M.  Miller, 
William  Milnor.  John  Montgomery,  Nicholas  R.  Moore, 
Jeremiah  Morrow,  Thomas  Newbold,  Thomas  New- 
ton, John  Porter,  John  Rea  of  Pennsylvania,  John 
Rhea  of  Tennessee,  Matthias  Richsrds,  John  Roane, 
E.rsstus  Root,  John  Ross,  Ebenezer  Sage,  Thomas 
Sammons,  Ebenezer  Seaver,  Adam  Seybert,  Samuel 
Shaw,  Daniel  Shefiey,  Dennis  Smelt,  John  Smilie, 
George  Smith,  Henry  Southard.  John  Taylor,  John 
Thompson,  Uri  Tracy,  Charles  Turner,  jr.,  Robert 
Weakley,  Robert  Whitehill,  and  Robert  Withenpoon. 

Mr.  Tagqart  commenced  a  speech  against  the 
resolution. 

A  motion  was  made  to  adjourn  and  negatived, 
by  yeas  and  nays.  59  to  15. 

Immediately  aUer  this,  it  appearing  that  there 
was  not  a  quorum  present,  a  motion  was  made 


by  Mr.  Marion  to  adjourn,  wkich  was  eegatived, 
40  to  24. 

Mr.  Marion  wished  to  adjourn  to  meet  a^n 
this  evening,  as  gentlemen  appeared  determfned 
to  sit  it  out. 

This  motion  was  not  in  order. 

A  motion  being  again  made  to  adjoam,  was 
negatived  42  to  2 L 

Mr.  Fi8K  moved  "^  that  the  attendance  of  the 
absent  members  be  required  forthwith." 

Mr.  Dana  called  for  the  reading  the  clause  of 
the  Constitution  and  of  the  rule  of  the  House 
authorizing  such  a  motion. 

Mr.  Wilson  moved  to  adjourn.  The  veaa  and 
nays  on  the  motion  being  required,  Mr.  W.  with- 
drew the  motion. 

A  quorum  now  appearing.  Mr.  Fisk  withdrew 
his  motion  for  compelling  tne  aitendaace  of  ab- 
sent members ;  and  Mr.  Tagoart  nroceetied  ia 
his  speech,  and  concluded  about  balf-pasc  aevea 
o'clock. 

Mr.  Gardbnibr  made  a  motion  to  reeommii 
the  resolution,  und  spoke  at  some  length  ia  favor 
of  the  motion.  His  object  appeared  to  be  a  modi- 
fication of  the  language  of  the  resolution. 

This  motion  was  negatived — yeas  43,  nays  71, 
as  follows : 

YKAS*-Daniei  Blaisdell,  James  Breckenridge*  Jaha 
C.  Chamberlain,  Epaphroditus  Champion,  MaitiB 
Chittenden,  Samuel  W.  Dana,  John  Davenport,  jr., 
William  Ely,  James  Emott,  Barent  Gardenier,  TboL 
R.  Gold,  William  Hale,  Nathaniel  A.  Haven.  JoDa> 
than  H.  Hubbard,  Richard  Jackson,  junior,  Robcfl 
Jenkins,  Herman  Knickerbacker,  Joseph  Lewis,  jr^ 
Edward  St.  Loe  Livermore,  Robert  Le  Roj  Liv* 
ingston,  Nathaniel  Macon,  Vincent  Matthews,  Archi- 
bald  McBryde,  Pleasant  M.  Miller,  Jonathan  O.  Mose- 
ley,  Thomas  Newbold,  Joseph  Pearson,  Timothy  F^ 
kin,  jr^  Elisha  R.  Potter,  Josish  Quincy,  Daniel  Shef- 
fey,  Samuel  Smith,  Richard  Sunibrd,  John  Stmoley, 
William  Stedman,  James  Stephenson,  Lewis  B  Stv- 
ges,  Jacob  Swoope,  Samuel  Taggart,  Benjamin  TaU- 
madge,  Jabes  Upham,  Killian  K,  Van  Bennetas^ 
Laban  Wheaton,  Eaekiel  Whitman,  and  James  WilaoQ. 

Nats — Lemuel  J.  Alston,  Willis  Alston,   jonia^ 
William  Anderson,  Ezekiel  Bacon,  David  Bard,  BB^ 
well  Bassett,  WUUam  W.  Bibb,  Adam  B^d,  Joha 
Brown,  Robert  Brown,  William  A.  Burwell,  Willisa 
Butler,  Joseph  Calhoun,  Matthew  Clay,  Howell  Cobb, 
James  Cochran,  James  Cox,  William  Crawford,  Rich- 
ard Cutts,  John  Dawson,  Joseph   Desha.  John  W. 
Eppe?,  William  Findley,  Jonathan  Fisk,    Mesfaack 
Franklin,  Baraillai  Gannett,  Gideon  Gardner,  Thouut 
Ghol8on,jr.,  Peterson  Goodwyn,  Daniel  Hetster,  Wil- 
liam Helms,  James  Holland,  Benjamin  Howard,  Jacob 
Hufty,  Richard  M.  Johnson,  Thomss  Kenan,  Wilhsja 
Kennedy,  John   Love,  Aaron  Lyle,  Robert  Manoo, 
Samuel  McKee,  Alexander  McKim,  John  Montgoraeiy, 
Nicholas  R.  Moore,  Jeremiah  Morrow,  Thomas  New- 
ton, John  Nicholson,  John  Porter,  Peter   B.  Porter, 
John  Rea  of  Pennsylvania,  John  Rhea  of  Tonnesssc, 
Matthias  Richards,  John  Roane,  Erastas  Root,  Joks 
Rosib  Ebenezer  Sage,  Thomas  Sammons,  Ehenaa 
Seaver,  Adam  Seybert,  Samuel  Shaw,  Dennis  Soieti^ 
John  Smilie,  George  Smith,  Henry  Southard,  Jolis 
Taylor,  John  Thompson,  Uri  Tracy,  Charles  Tumci^ 
jr.,  Robert  Weakley,  Robert  Whitehill,  and  Robert 

^itherspoon. 
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Mr.  Whitman  mored  that  the  House  adjourn, 
irhfch  was  negatived,  71  to  44. 

Mr.  Gold  and  Mr.  Macon  each  spoke  against 
be  resolution. 

Mr.  GARDENrBR  roo7ed  to  adjourn  which  was 
e^atived,  70  to  41. 

Mr.  Gardenier  then  (at  ten  o'clock)  com- 
lenced  a  speech  against  the  resolution;  when 
e  had  been  speaking  near  an  hour,  a  qoorun  not 
ppeariog  within  the  bar.  a  motion  was  made  by 
1r.  Lewis  to  adjourn,  which  was  negatived,  55 
o34. 

Mr.  Gardenibr  proceeded.  At  two  o'clock 
larinjpf  spoken  nearly  four  hours,  he  himself  mored 
o  adjournment. — Negatired,  by  yeas  and  nays. 
5  to  33. 

Mr.  Gardbvier  resumed  the  floor. 

The  Speaker  decided  that  he  had  spoken  twice 
0  the  question,  and  could  not  speak  again. 

Mr.  Gardenier  asked  leave  to  speak  a  third 
ime,  stating  at  the  same  time  that  he  did  not 
onsider  himself  as  having  ftpoken  twice,  one 
ime  having  ffiven  way  for  a  motion  to  adjourn. 
ie  waived  asking  leave,  however,  and  moved  to 
lostpone  the  further  consideration  of  the  subject 
Hi  the  second  Monday  in  February.  And  on 
his  motion  he  proceeded  with  his  speech ;  which 
le  concluded  aoout  four  o'clock,  having  occupied 
be  floor  six  hours. 

Mr.  Sammons. — I  rise  with  some  diffidence 
0  speak,  but  the  course  this  dehate  has  taken, 
nakes  it  my  indispensable  duty  to  my  const itu* 
nts,  to  give  any  opinion.  A  mere  her  from  New 
fork,  (Mr.  Gardbnisr)  has  appealed  to  the 
aerahersfrom  that  State  in  particular,  how  they 
ould  reconcile  it  to  their  friends,  relatives,  and 
eighbors,  if  they  voted  for  those  resolutions  now 
loder  consideration,  and  invited  a  discussion. 
Uthough,  I  have  not  been  in  the  habit  of  speak- 
Dg  in  nublic,  being  called  on  in  this  puhlic  man- 
er,  I  shall  proceed  to  give  the  reasons  on  which 
^j  opinion  is  made  up.  When  that  is  done.  I  shall 
aform  my  colleague  who  my  friends,  relatives, 
nd  neighbors,  were  in  the  Revolution.  This  Iwill 
lot  do  to  gratify  the  gentleman  from  New  York ; 
lut  such  of  mv  constituents  as  may  read  bis 
peecbps,and  otoer  speeches  for  three  weeks  paat, 
(f  two  or  three  hours  at  a  time,  lest  they  should 
hink  I  had  nuide  up  my  opinion  on  theirs.  No, 
dr.  Speaker,  not  on  their  opintoo  nor  their  lengthy 
neeches,  but  on  something  more  substantial,  on 
he  docunaeots  of  the  correspondence  between  our 
Government  and  Great  Britain,  communicated 

0  this  House  by  the  Prestdent-^on  this  informa- 
ion  alone  I  judge.  The  correspondence  is  plain  ; 
t  speaks  for  itself;  everv  citizen  can  read  and 
adge  for  himself,  and  will  be  more  likely  to  form 

1  correct  optnron,  than  from  the  most  eloquent 
peeches  delivered  in  this  House.  It  would  there- 
ore  be  superfluous  to  make  much  explanation, 
^ir,  I  aprprobate  the  conduct  of  the  President  in 
he  disminsal  of  Mr.  Jaekson,  inasmoeh  as  a  most 
'iolent  and  outrageous  insult  was  ofiered  to  the 
lonor  and  dignity  of  the  nation  by  Mr.  Jackson. 
^hat,  sir,  shall  we  let  the  President  stand  alone? 
"io ;  he  staAds  as  Prtaideat  of  the  United  Statei, 


and  in  that  capacity  he  is  to  perform  the  Execu- 
tive duty,  agreeably  to  the  Constitution  and  laws 
of  our  Government,  and  as  such  the  nation  ought 
to  sopport  him.  I  nope  the  time  has  not  arrived 
when  a  foreign  Minister  with  insolence  shall 
charge  the  Executive  with  a  falsehood.  That 
was  the  true  meaning  of  his  language — and  when 
he  was  requested  to  desist  he  again  insisted  on  it 
as  a  matter  of  fact.  If  the  President  had  received 
any  farther  communication  he  would  for  ever 
have  lost  my  confidenc£,  and,  1  believe,  that  of  the 
natioiL.  I  will  support  tne  Executive  in  every  just 
and  lawful  act  to  protect  the  Constitution,  laws, 
and  independence  of  our  Federal  Republican 
Government,  at  present  as  a  Representative,  and 
at  any  time  as  a  militiaman,  as  1  have  done  be-, 
fore,  against  any  foreign  ei>emy  or  domestic  fac- 
tion. If  we  are  patriotic  Americans,  we  had 
rather  part  with  our  lives  than  our  liberty,  which 
has  been  acquired  by  the  blood  of  thousands  of 
our  fellow-citizens  in  the  Revolution. 

Our  business  here  is  to  look  to  ourselves  and 
our  interest ;  to  protect  it,  not  to  destroy  it.  We 
hear  much  talk  about  the  great  Napoleon  and  the 
success  of  the  French.  Our  business  with  them 
in  reality  extends  no  farther  than  to  maintain  our 
national  rights  against  their  encroachments,  and 
whenever  that  subject  shall  be  acted  on,  I  shall  act 
on  the  same  principle  as  1  do  in  relation  to  Eng- 
land. Let  as  do  one  thin^  first,  or  else  I  fear  we 
shall  do  worse  than  nothing.  Is  it  our  business, 
or  can  we  direct  the  French  in  their  relations 
with  other  nations?  The  great  Napoleon,  as  he 
has  often  been  termed  in  this  House,  is  in  the 
power  of  the  God  of  Armies,  as  an  axe  or  hammer 
in  the  hands  of  a  workman.  Thus  far  and  no 
farther  shall  he  go.  Since  his  numerous  armies 
failed  on  the  Island  of  St.  Domingo.  I  have 
thought  that  he  was  not  destined  for  conquest  in 
this  quarter  of  the  world,  if  such  an  attempt 
should  be  made.  We  hear  much  of  our  weak- 
ness, and  it  is  insinuated  that  this  country  would 
become  an  easy  prey  to  France.  If  we  consider 
the  distance  between  the  two  countries,  we  shall 
be  convinced  France  could  not  carry  on  a  war 
with  prospect  of  success.  But,  say  gentlemen, 
the  English  nation  may  be  a  bar  in  the  way  be- 
tween us  and  France.  I  say,  if  we  give  up  our 
motional  rights  and  independence  to  this  bar,  (the 
English  navy,)  we  have  nothing  worth  contend- 
ing for.  If  we  contend  for  Hberty  and  gi  ve  it  up  to 
England,  Franoe  could  not  take  from  us  what 
we  did  not  possess. 

As  this  resolation  Is  a  matter  of  difference  be- 
tween this  Government  and  England.  I  shall  con- 
fine myself  more  to  that  subject.  We  hear  re- 
peated again  tmtl  again,  in  debate,  the  great  power 
of  the  British  navy  ;  and  much  said  of  our  ina- 
bility to  oppose  them.  I  differ  in  opinion  with 
gentlemen  on  this  point*  I  consider  the  British 
to  be  in  a  most  terrible  situation.  It  has  been 
the  opinion  of  political  writers,  that  England 
could  not  long  support  her  Government  without 
allies  aj^ainst  her  powerful  enemies.  She  is 
nearly,  if  not  altogether  excluded  from  her  Eu- 
ropeaa  alh'ea.    I  beliere  bfr  foreign  Ministaia 
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have  nearly  all  returned  home  except  (bis  Jack- 
son, and  I  wish  in  my  heart  he  was  out  of  our 
jurisdiction  :  be  does  no  good  here,  but  may  do 
much  harm.    This  great  nation  with  her  nary, 
has  got  enough  to  do  at  home  to  blockade  her 
enemy's  ports — let  her  withdraw  the  remnant  of 
her  armies  from  Holland,  Spain,  and  Portugal, 
and  watch  a  most  inveterate  enemy  which  would 
take  the  first  opportunity  to  attacK  her  at  home. 
These  remarks  on  the  situation  of  England  have 
been  extorted  from  me  against  my  wish:   we 
have  nothing  to  do  with  the  affairs  of  other  na- 
tions except  where  they  interfere  with  us.    Let 
us  talk  plain — I  say  gentlemen  in  opposition  have 
advocated  the  cause  of  England  and  degraded 
their  own  GovernmenL  The  gentleman  from  New 
York  has  said  that  England  did  not  encroach  on 
the  rights  and  independence  of  the  United  Slates, 
or  words  to  that  effecL    I  hud  taken  it  down, 
but  I  have  lost  my  notes — it  is  no  matter;  I  have 
the  substance  in  my  head.    Again,  he  says,  you 
are  going  to  pass  censure  on  the  Minister  of  a 
great  and  powerful  nation  1    But,  sir,  what  does 
he  mean  when  he  says,  When  shall  England  and 
we  come  together  again  ?    Does  he  mean  under 
the  old  colonial  government?    [Mr.  Gardbnibr 
wished  to  explain.  Mr.  Sammons  insisted  on  the 
rules  of  the  House,  and  was  permitted  to  sro  on.] 
Shall  a  young  lawyer,  said  be,  who  spoke  or  detain- 
ed the  Houseabout  eight  hours,  who  knows  nothing 
about  the  Revolution  by  which  our  liberties  were 
acquired,  and  not  much  about  many  things  he 
may  say  in  this  House,  embarrass  the  proceedings 
of  Congress  by  speaking  of  forms,  punctilios,  and 
many  other  terms  he  may  collect  from  his  law 
book^?  Etiquette  is  of  no  consequence  to  the  na- 
tion, sir.    I  wish  to  act  on  the  principle  of  the 
matter,  not  the  form — the  substance,  not  the  sha- 
dow.   I  am  sent  here  by  freemen  who  expect  to 
be  heard,  and  I  will  speak  as  a  freeman.    I  con- 
ceive the  two  nations  have  never  been  together 
since  the  Declaration  of  Independence.    Are  not 
the  English  warring  on  us  by  plundering  our 
property  on  the  high  seas,  and  impressing  our 
seamen?    Must  the  British  Orders  in  Council, 
through  their  Courts  of  Admiralty,  be  binding 
on  us  in  all  cases  in  our  lawful  commerce  with 
other  nations?    It  is  not  three  years  since  that 
shameful  act  committed  on  the  frigate  Chesa- 
peake, where  the  Americans  received  a  deep 
wound ;  their  blood  was  spilt  in  a  cowardly  man- 
ner;  when  they  expected  they  had  met  with 
friends,  they  had  their  matches  burning.    This 
shametul  act,  said  the  British  Government,  was 
not  authorized;  although  done  by  the  immediate 
command  of  one  of  their  Admirals  (Berkeley ;) 
that  the  Grovernment  would  make  suitable  repara- 
tion.   Mark  the  result^- the  prisoners  taken  were 
forced  into  their  service  and  there  retained.and  the 
British  Minister  who  made  an  arrangement  on 
terms  accepted  by  our  Government,  they  say,  was 
unauthorized ;  and  so  say  the  opposition  to  this 
resolution.    In  the  dismissal  of  Mr.  Jackson,  the 
President  did  an  honorable  act,  and  I  believe 
everyone  who  considers  it  impartially,  by  common 
sense  and  the  independent  right  of  the  nation, 


will  say  so.  In  the  arrangement  with  Mr.  £ri- 
kine,  the  President  committed  a  faolt:  it  wts, 
to  put  too  much  faith  in  either  the  Goreromeot 
or  its  creature,  the  Minister,  or  in  both.  Iforgire 
bim,  because  he  acted'the  honest  psrt;  he  how- 
ever was  not  cautious  enough  for  decepiioo.  Oar 
Government  have  always  acted  on  the  prtbcipla 
of  justice  and  right  with  England,  and  all  otbe 
foreign  Governments,  whilst  they  only  tried  U 
embarrass  justice  and  inrade  our  natiooal  rights. 

Much  has  been  said  about  the  manner  of  nego- 
tiating; it  seems  to  be  an  opinion  of  sonpe  gen- 
tlemen that  foreign  Ministers  must  have  iostroc- 
tions  for  every  act  they  do,  and  show  then. 
Does  not  reason  teach  us  otherwise?  1  might 
then  as  well  come  direct  from  that  GorerDaeot 
to  ours,  "  these  are  our  terms" — ^there  would  be  do 
negotiating.  Is  there  any  genilemao,  who,  witk 
a  moment's  reflection,  will  believe  that  the  Brit- 
ish Minister  at  Copenhagen  showed  totheDaniili 
Government  his  instructions,  and  the  iDteotion 
of  his  Government  to  surprise,  them,  thoaghin 
perfect  peace  ?  Do  not  we  know  that  the  Brituk 
diplomacy  isa  very  material  part  or  braochof their 
Government,  by  which  they  have  had  it  in  tbeit 
power  to  do  more  mischief,  and  bring  moreeoo* 
fusion  and  destruction  on  other  GK>vern meats. thu 
all  their  fleets  and  armies  could  accomplish,  vhei^ 
if  they  had  told  the  truth  where  they  were  receire^ 
at  foreign  Governments,  they  could  have  dose 
very  little  mischief?  Is  it  not  stated  io  the  An- 
nual Register  as  a  fact,  that  the  people  io  Veode^ 
a  department  of  France,  received  supplies  of  pov- 
der  and  money  from  England,  by  which  a  most 
bloody  civil  war  was  carried  on  with  the  iheo  Re* 
public  of  France  ?  Would  that  and  similar  tcu 
have  hastened  the  downfall  of  the  French  Re 
public,  and  established  a  monarchy  in  its  steai 
were  not  British  diplomacy  employed  in  almost 
every  part  of  Europe  ?  I  ask  if  they  have  broagbt 
peace  where  they  have  been  received  of  late  years? 
Have  we  any  reason  to  believe  thai  they  wooldact 
more  favorably,  towards  us  than  other  Dsiioas,  il 
they  could  divide  us.  or  if  we  were  weakesoagb 
10  confide  in  their  fidelity  ?  Since  we  hare  the 
examples  of  other  divided  nations  before u*,!^ 
us  unite  under  the  Gbvernmentof  our  choice,  8d> 
take  into  consideration  the  real  situation  of  oor 
country^  with  a  full  determination  not  to  yiw 
our  national  rights.  England  will  soon^vesp 
her  contemptuous  policy  towards  us,andFrao(> 
will  be  compelled  to  respect  us  as  a  nation. 

The  gentleman  from  New  York  speaka  fre- 
quently of  Wasbinotor.  There  is  no  man  holds 
Wabhinotok'b  name  in  higher  veoeration  thiB 
I  do.  and  I  never  sufier  any  censure  on  hiachaiee- 
ter  to  pass  before  me  in  silence ;  but,  as  much  asl 
respect  his  name,  my  national  liberty  and  iodepeDd- 
ence  I  consider  of  much  more  importance.  I  haft 
seen  Washingtok — he  appeared  to  be  but  a  man ; 
of  his  good  qualities  no  one  doubts.  He  is  no  mor^ 
After  his  death,  he  left  us  a  legacy— he  left  us  i 
free  people,  an  independent  nation ;  which  1 1^ 
my  part  am  determined  to  support,  and  those  wbi 
will  not,  should  not  talk  about  Wasbincto!!^ 
principles  for  a  cover  of  deception.    At  all  ereaiS) 
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lys  the  geDtlemaD,  we  should  aYoid  a  war,  for 
re  do  not  know  if  we. could  get  another  Wash- 
KGTON.  Sir,  we  the  people,  in  general,  knew 
ttie  or  nothing  about  Washiroton's  name  when 
be  troubles  with  England  first  began.  Have  we 
0  man  to  rely  on  ?  Is  there  not  one  of  the  old 
lerolutionary  characters  appointed  to  a  high 
tation  in  the  Military  Establishment — the  de- 
ender  of  Fort  Stanwix  or  Schuyler,  a  man  of 
:enuine  patriotism  and  undoubted  confidence?* 
I  must  again  enjoin  the  duty  of  the  nation  on 
bis  House.  To  Congress  the  people  look  for 
irotection — let  us  not  disappoint  them — let  us  not 
at  the  people'n  bread,  and  live  in  luxury  on 
beir  money.  Let  us  do  one  thing  first;  that  is 
Qy  way  as  a  farmer,  and  I  see  it  applies  to  this 
tuslness  also.  There  is  no  man  more  for  peace 
ban  I  am ;  but  is  there  any  other  way  to  obtain 
t  than  to  be  prepared  for  war,  with  a  prospect  to 
arry  it  on,  united  and  determined,  as  Americans  ? 
JpoQ  no  other  single  point  will  Great  Britain 
lo  OS  justice.  The  times  call  for  energy — a  mid- 
lie  course  will  no  longer  do.  I  say,  wtth  others, 
f  this  resolution  was  not  before  us,  I  would  be 
atisfied  for  the  present  to  go  on  with  other  neces- 
ary  business.  But  we  are  acting  on  it.  Shall  we 
heD  tell  the  nation  and  the  world,  that  we  are 
IWided  from  the  Executive?  The  President 
las  acted,  and  cannot  retract  without  disgrace  to 
limself  and  his  country.  In  the  Summer  ses« 
ion  a  great  deal  was  done.  Yes,  sir,  we  then 
mited  Tike  honest  men  ;  things  went  smoothly — 
tvery  party  was  eager  to  be  foremost  to  act  for  the 
[enerai  interest.  My  heart  rejoiced  to  see  the 
iberality  of  Southern  gentlemen,  voting  for  gen- 
erous appropriations ;  there  was  nothing  appeared 
or  selfish  views ;  a  great  jealousy  appeared  to  be 
lone  away.  Every  gentleman  I  conversed  with, 
hough  of  different  politics,  said  the  President 
ioes  well,  maken  no  difierence  in  nominating  to 
office,  and  is  no  party  man,  but  will  act  for  the 
^ood  of  all.  I  hope  I  shall  not  come  too  closely  on 
•be  motives  of  any  party.  The  people  were  so 
skea  in  with  the  opening  of  trade,  that  no  party 
'Ould  have  gol  a  party  of  the  people.  1  appro- 
bate the  conduct  of  tjie  President,  inasmuch  as  he 
las  not  once  charged  the  British  Government 
t'ith  the  act  of  their  Minister,  Mr.  Jackson.  They 
^ay  make  peace  if  they  are  willing  to  come  to 
terms  of  justice.  The  olive  branch  is  held  out  to 
them.  What  choice  will  they  make?  I  believe 
*  bad  choice.  Every  single  act  of  that  Govern- 
'■'^eat  seems  to  be  to  embarrass  other  nations,  but 
tnrns  out  more  ruinous  to  themselves.  Will  she 
'hen  provoke  us  to  a  war;  by  continual 


en- 


croachments on  our  national  rights,  with  una- 
wting  contempt,  the  sooner  to  hasten  her  own 
aesiruction  ?  We  have  nothing^else  to  expect, 
■Unless,  indeed,  England  finds  us  prepared  for  war, 
ir  k^  'o,ACt,  and  determined  to  defend  our  rights. 
'ki  ^^^^^^  ^^  ^^®  nation  was  awakened  it  is  pos- 
sible they  would  hesitate.  It  is  in  vain  to  ask 
w  favors— but,  tell  that  Government,  you  must 
oo  justice;  if  not,  we  will  no  longer  submit.    Is 
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not  their  conduct  a  mere  mockery  of  us  ?  Does 
not  Jackson  talk  plain?  I  am  come  to  discuss 
and  receive  proposals.  Who  can  doubt  him? 
He  had  no  other  object  but  to  entangle  and  em- 
barrass, without  directions  to  make  a  treaty  till 
they  farther  saw  what  was  going  oif  here  and  in 
Europe.  It  is  time  we  should  attend  to  the  busi- 
ness of  the  nation,  and  pass  this  resolution.  Why 
should  more  time  be  lost  unnecessarily. 

I  shall   now  give  a  short  account  who  my 
friends,  relatives,  and  neighbors,  were  in  the  Revo- 
lution.   They  were  a  kind  of  people  at  that  time 
called  Whiffs-^near  them  was  another  kind  of  peo- 
ple called  Tories.   I  have  been  particular  to  make 
a  distinction  of  two  kinds  of  people  because  they 
differed  in  principle.    It  so  happened  that  the 
Whigs  talked  about  liberty^a  number  of  them 
collected  to  raise  a  liberty  pole.   Colonel  Johnson, 
then  Superintendent  of  Indian  Affairs,  a  very  lu- 
crative ofilce,  Sir  John  Johnson,  and  many  others 
of  their  connexion,  attended  at  the  place  m  order 
to  embarrass  and  stop  the  progress  of  liberty.  The 
Whigs  that  were  collected  were  farmers,and  could 
not  argue  with  these  great  men,  but  were  deter- 
mined to  take  part  with  their  own  country,  not  a 
foreign  Government.   Colonel  Johnson  addressed 
the  meeting,  and  requested  or  rather  commanded 
them  to  desist  and  give  up  their  visionary  pro- 
jects.   This  did  not  satisfy  the  Whigs,  and,  as 
the  spirit  of  liberty  spurred  them  on,  they  could 
no  longer  remain  silent.    One  of  them  made 
some  reply  on  the  right  of  Americans  to  oppose 
certain  acts  and  impositions  of  the  British  Gov- 
ernment.   Colonel  Johnson  continued   his  dis- 
course.  What,  says  he,  would  these  colonies  do  ? 
would  they  dare -to  go  to  war  with  so  great  and 
powerful  a  nation  as  England  ?     They  have  no 
navy,  and  are  in  no  situation  to  build  shins-of- 
the-line.    A  few  regiments  of  regulars,  witn  the 
faithful  subjects,  (meaning  the  Tories,)  will  march 
throtigh  any  part  of  the  Colonies,  Your  seaporU 
will  be  totally  destroyed,  and  we  will  send  the 
Indians  and  Canadians  on  your  backs.    It  will 
soon  be  over  with  you,  and  your  rebel  leaders  will 
be  hanged.    They  did  not  speak  of  a  war  with 
England  as  terrible  as  we  now  hear  it  spoken  o^ 
nor  did  they  say  one  word  of  the  justice  ana 
rights  of  the  people,    A  war  soon  commenced, 
when  they  joined  the  British,  their  real  patrons, 
and  deluded  many  honest  people  to  go  with  them, 
who  aAerwards  imbrued  their  hands  in  the  blood 
of  their  neijp^hbors.    From  the  commencment  to 
the  close  of  the  war,  the  British,  with  their  In- 
dian allies  and  Tory  friends,  did  carry  on  a  most 
terrible,  inhuman,  predatory  war,  wifh  fire  and 
sword.    Enormous  barbarities  were  inflicted  on 
my  friends  and  neighbors,  desolating  our  frontiers 
without  regard  to  age,  sex,  or  condition,  with  al- 
most a  total  loss  of  property.    Those  of  us  whom 
the  fortune  of  war  put  in  their  power,  were  con- 
fined in  prisons,  there  to  languish  in  irons,  of 
which  one  of  my  nearest  relatives  partook  a  share. 
To  such  people  I  can  say  that  I  am  not  afraid  to 
return,  when  I  support  the  principle  they  once 
contended  for.    At  the  same  time  I  assure  my 
coUeagaei  that  I  hare  no  consideration  in  giving 


1151 


HISTORY  OF  CONGRBSa 


1152 


H.  OP  R. 


Conduct  of  the  British  Minister, 


Jahuabt,  1810. 


my  vote  od  this  resolution  or  any  other  question 
to  acquire  popularity  from  any  political  party  or 
neighbors. 

The  difference  between  this  country  and  Eng- 
land is  a  great  national  controversy  of  princi- 
ples, which  nas  nothing  to  do  with  our  party  dif- 
ferences. Before  the  Revolution,  all  the  most 
humble  petitions  setting  forth  the  right  of  the 
Americans,  laid  before  the  foot  of  the  Throne, 
could  get  no  redress,  but  were  treated  with  con- 
tempt— in  a  similar  manner  as  our  present  re- 
monstrances are  now  treated  ;  but  patriotic  Amer- 
icans then  only  inquired  what  was  right,  what 
was  just,  and  on  a  matter  of  just  principle  they 
met  their  enemy  ;  and  there  was  no  consideration 
about  loss  of  property,  but  liberty  or  death.  With 
arms  and  the  undaunted  spirit  of  freemen  we  per- 
severed. Yes,  sir,  in  the  records  of  our  Revolution 
you  find  that  the  brave  men  who  followed  Wash- 
iif  GTON,  could  be  traced  by  the  blood  of  their  feet 
over  the  frozen  ground ;  they,  however,  did  not 
charge  this  to  their  own  Government,  but  Eng- 
land. Was  this  a  matter  only  for  themselves? 
No,  sir,  it  is  left  for  us  to  defend,  and  there  is  no 
right  in  us  to  give  it  up  to  England  under  any 
consideration  or  pretension  whatever.  By  the 
toiemn  oaths  we  have  all  taken  before  our  God  to 
support  our  Constitution  and  laws,  we  are  com- 
pelled to  defend  it.  We  have  nothing  from  Eng- 
land as  a  gift,  but  forced  her  by  arms  to  acknow- 
ledge our  independence — and  we  are  in  duty 
bound  to  defend  it  by  arms.  And  until  we  can 
convince  her.  as  we  did  before,  I  fear  she  will  not 
let  us  alone,  unless  she  sees  the  spirit  of  freemen 
raised.  Let  us  then  unite  as  Americans.  With 
respect  to  ifiyself,  the  Journal's  of  this  House 
prove  my  politics;  they  are  not  confined  to  any 
party  consideration.  I  do  not  care  whether  a  pro- 
position comes  from  a  Federalist  or  a  Republi- 
can. I  only  consider  the  subject  of  the  matter, 
and  what  I  believe  to  be  right  I  support  with  my 
rote.  I  have  yet  great  hopes  we  shall  act  toge- 
ther—if  we  can,  on  this  question.  Yes,  sir,  when 
I  see  in  the  opposition  men  who  deserve  well  of 
their  country,  in  particular  an  honorable  gentle- 
man from  Connecticut,  (Mr.  Tallmaoge,)  now 
in  his  seat,  I  hope  we  shall  unite.  I  lately  read 
an  account  of  a  detachment  which  he  command- 
ed, and  in  a  gallant  manner  surprised  a  post  of  our 
inveterate  enemy,  the  British ;  he  sorely  will  de- 
fend the  old  principles,  and  will  not  suffer  the 
honor  of  his  country  to  be  laid  in  disgrace  before 
any  foreign  Power, 

Mr.  Potter  spoke  for  half  an  hour  in  explana- 
tion of  his  former  subiect. 

The  question  was  then  talten  on  postponement 
as  moved  by  Mr.  Garden ier,  and  negatived  with- 
out a  division. 

And  at  length,  at  half  past  five  o'clock,  the  main 
question  on  the  final  passage  of  the  resolution 
was  taken  and  carried — yeas  72,  nays  41,  as  fol- 
lows: 

TsAS — ^Lemuel  J.  Alston,  Willu  Al«ton,  jr.,  William 
AndenMD,  Ezekiel  Bacon,  David  Bard,  Burwdl  Bas- 
•at^  William  W.  Bibb,  Adam  Boyd,  John  Bfown, 
BoWrl  Brown,  W^liui  A.  Bnrwtli  William  BnUer^ 


Joseph  Cathoun,  MatUiew  day,  Howell  Cobb,  Jaac* 
Cochran,  Jamea  Cox,  WiUiam  Crawford,  Richud 
Catts,  John  Dawson,  Joseph  Desha,  John  W.  Eppes, 
WiUiam  Fiadley,  Jonathan  Fisk,  Mcshai^  Fxmnktin, 
Barzillai  Gaonett,  Gideon  Gardner,  Themes  GhoiMa. 
jr.,  Peterson  Gooidwyn,  William  Helms,  Jasncs  Hoi- 
land,  Benjamin  Howard,  Jacob  Hufty,  Robert  Jcsnkins, 
Richard  M.  Johnson,  Thomas  Kenan,  William  Kto- 
nedj,  John  Love,  Aaron  Lyle,  Robert  Marion,  Saxnael 
McKee,  Alexander  McKim,  William  Milnor,  John 
Montgomery,  Nicholas  R.  Moore,  Jeremiah  Morrow, 
Thomas  Newbold,  Thomas  Newton,  John  Nicholson, 
Peter  B.  Porter,  John  Reaof  Pennsylvania,  John  Rhea 
of  Tennessee,  Matthias  Richards,  John  Roane,  firastai 
Root,  John  Ross,  Ebenezer  8sge,  lliomas  Sammooi, 
Ebenczer  Sesver,  Adam  Seybert,  Dennis  Smelt,  John 
Smilie,  George  Smith,  Henry  Southard,  John  Taybr, 
John  Thompson,  Uri  Traey,  Charles  TBraer,  jr.,  Rob- 
ert Weakley,  Robert  Whitehilt,  and  Robert  Wither- 
spoon. 

Nats— *Daniel  Blaisdell,  Jamea  Brecfcenxidipe,  Joio 
C.  Chamberlain,  William  Chamberlin,  fipaphrodhai 
Champion,  Martin  Chittenden,  Samoel  W.  Dnnm,  Joha 
Davenport,  jr.,  WiUiam  Ely,  James  Emott,  Barest 
Gardenier,  Thomas  R.  Gold,  WiUiam  Hale,  Nathaniel 
A.  Haven,  Jonathan  H.  Hubbard,  Richard  J aM;kaon,  Jr., 
Herman  JCnickerbacker,  Joseph  Lewis  jr.,  Edward  Sl 
Loe  Livermore,  Robert  Le  Roy  Livingston,  Nathaniel 
Macon,  Archibald  McBryde,  Jonathan  O.  Mosely,  Jos. 
Pearson,  Benjamin  Pickman,  jr.,  Timothy  Pitkin,  jr^ 
Elisha  R.  Potter,  Josiah  Quincy,  Richard  Stanford, 
John  Stanley,  WiUiam  Stedman,  James  Stcphensoo, 
Lewis  B.  Sturges,  Jacob  Swoope,  Samuel  Taggart 
Benjamin  Tallmadge,  Jabex  Upham,  Killian  K.  Vaa 
Rensselaer,  Laban  Wheaton,  Ezekiel  Whitman,  and 
James  Wilson. 

[On  this  vote  were  absent  27  members,  viz: 
Messrs.  Campbell,  Clopton,  Cook,*  Crist,  Des- 

NINO,*   GOLDBBOROOQH,    GfiAT,   HeiST£R,    J.   G. 

Jackson,  Jones,  Al!y,LY0N,*MATTBEW8,  MiLLcsi, 
T.  Moore,  Mumpord*  Nelson,  Randolph,'' 
Sawyer,  Shaw,  Sbefpey,  /.  Smithy  S.  Smith, 
TVottp,  Van  Dyke,*  Van  Horn,  and  Wynn*;  of" 
whom  those  marked  (*)  have  not  appeared  in  tneir 
seats  during  the  present  session,  and  tho>e  in 
italic  are  knowa  to  be  absent  from  the  city  .J 

The  House  then  adjourned,  at  a  quarter  before 
six,  after  a  session  of  nineteen  hours,  during  the 
whole  of  which  time  the  Speaker  presided  in  the 
Chair  with  dignity  and  moderation,  to  Friday 
next. 


FridaYi  January  6. 

Another  member  to  wit :  from  Delaware,  Ntcm- 
0LA8  Van  Dykb,  appeared,  and  took  his  seat  in 
the  House. 

The  Speakbr  Uid  before  the  House  a  letter 
from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  tiansniitcing 
two  statements  of  the  importations  in  AmcricaA 
and  foreign  vessels,  from  the  first  of  October,  to 
the  thirtieth  of  September,  which  were  read,  and 
ordered  to  li«  oa  the  table. 

The  Spbakbr  also  laid  before  the  House  a  let- 
ter from  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  traostnirting 
a  statement  of  the  expenditure  and  application  <» 
moneys  drawn  from  the  Treasury,  between  the 
fourth  of  March  and  the  thirtieth  of  Septemba 
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ast ;  whieh  was  read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
able. 

The  Speaker  also  laid  before  the  House  a  lec- 
er  from  the  Secretary  of  War,  traoMiiittiDg  a 
itatement  of  the  expenditure  of  the  moneys  ap- 
)ropriated  for  the  contingent  expenses  of  the  Mil- 
iary Establishment  for  the  year  1809;  which 
fas  read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

The  Spbakbr  also  laid  before  the  House  an- 
other letter  from  the  Secretary  of  War,  transmit- 
ing  a  statement  of  the  expenditure  and  applica- 
ioD  of  moneys  drawn  from  (he  Treasury  between 
he  fourth  of  March  and  the  thirtieth  of  Septem* 
)er  last ;  which  was  read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on 
he  table. 

Mr.  Morrow,  from  the  Committee  on  the  Public 
jsods,  made  a  report  on  the  petition  of  Joab  Car- 
et, referred  to  them  on  the  twelfth  ult. ;  which 
iras  read  at  the  Clerk's  table,  and  the  resolutions 
herein  contained,  agreed  to  as  follow : 

^  Resolved^  That  Joab  Garret  be  permitted  to 
vitbdraw  his  entry  from  the  n(Hrthwest  quarto* 
>f  section  number  two,  in  township  number  seven, 
)f  range  number  seven,  in  the  Vrncennes  district, 
md  the  money  paid  by  him  on  the  said  purchase 
»  placed  to  his  credit  on  any  entry  he  shall  or 
nay  have  made  in  the  same  district.*' 

"  Resolved^  That,  from  and  after  the  first  day 
)f  June  next,  any  person  making  application  to 
he  Register  of  anv  of  the  Land  Offices  of  the 
United  Suites,  for  the  purchase  of  a  tract  of  land, 
ihall  produce  to  him  a  memorandum  in  writing, 
itatiog  the  number  of  the  section,  half  section,  or 
luarter,  as  the  case  may  be,  and  of  the  town^ip 
lod  ran^e  for  which  he  shall  make  application, 
tabscribrng  his  name  thereto,  which  shall  be  filed 
lod  preserved  by  the  Register  in  his  office." 

Ordered,  That  a  bill,  or  bills,  be  brought  in, 
mrsaant  to  the  said  resolutions;  and  that  the  Com- 
aittee  on  the  Public  Lands  do  prepare  and  bring 
a  the  same. 

RULES  AND  ORDERS. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Smilie,  the  House  resolved 
tself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  report 
)f  the  committee  appointed  to  report  rules  and 
orders  for  the  government  of  the  House.  The 
eport  contains  the  following,  aaoftg  other  rules : 

"The  previous  question  shall  be  pot  in  this  form : 
Shall  the  main  qnestiou  be  now  putt'  It  shall  only 
le  admitted  when  demanded  by  one-fifth  of  the  mem- 
os present;  and,  if  decidad  in  the  affirmative,  shall 
tt  instantly  put  without  amendment  or  further  debate ; 
>ot,  if  decided  in  the  negative*  the  business  shall  pro- 
(iwft  as  if  the  pre^iooe  question  had  not  been  called." 

"  On  a  previous  question  there  shall  be  no  debate." 

Mr.  LtvBBMOBB  moved  to  strike  out  the  first  of 
jkese.  This  motion  was  supported  by  Messrs. 
UiTBRMORB,  QaaoBNtBE,  Ctuiiicr,  Sbbffey,  Ely, 
riCKMAN,  Wbbaton,  Dah A,  Bud  Emott  ;  and 
apposed  by  Messrs.  Rhba.  Bassbtt.  Robs,  Smi- 

^«,  SoiTTBARD.   BOYD,    FiNDLBY,   W.   AlbTON, 

nooT,  and  Johnbon. 

The  arguments  in  favor  of  striking  out  the  rule 
relating  to  the  pievioua  question  were,  generally. 
mi  it  had  for  its  object  the  abridgmeo^  of  the 
llthCov.  )edSs88.— 37 


freedom  of  debate,  and  was  following  too  closely 
the  practice  of  the  British  Parliament;  that  thia 
House  being  constitutionally  a  deliberative  assem- 
bly, it  was  not  for  the  majority  to  say,  thus  far 
shall  debate  be  permitted,  and  no  furtner;  for,  if 
they  could  do  this,  they  had  the  same  right  to  say 
that  the  minoritv  should  have  no  voice;  that  it 
would  prevent  tne  minority  from  showing  the 
enormity  of  the  doings  of  the  majority,  and  would 
shroud  their  acts  in  the  mantle  of  darkness ;  that 
at  present  kiuch  time  might  indeed  be  consumed 
in  useless  debate,  but  that  this  evil  ought  to  be 
regulated  by  a  sense  of  propriety,  and  not  by  a 
rule  of  the  House ;  that,  if  this  rule  were  adopted| 
the  most  important  measures  might  be  decided 
without  a  word  of  debate,  although  on  hearing 
arf^uments  gentlemen  might  have  changed  their 
opinion  of  them ;  that  this  rule  might  remind  the 
House  of  the  circumstance,  that,  when  the  Abba 
Sieyes  had  presented  a  constitution  to  the  consid* 
oration  of  Bonaparte,  the  conqueror  was  charmed 
with  the  feature  of  a  dumb  Legislature;  that 
legislation  without  debate  was  always  favoraUt 
to  tyraany ;  that  the  introduction  of  a  rule  pro* 
viding  for  the  previous  question  was  not  even  ne* 
cessary  for  the  purpose  which  its  advocates  had 
in  view ;  for,  from  late  experience,  it  was  known 
that  whenever  the  majority  were  disposed  to  force 
a  question,  they  had  it  in  their  power  so  to  do; 
that  such  a  rule  was  unconstitutional,  because  the 
Constitution  forbade  Congress  to  restrain  the  free* 
dom  of  speech ;  and  if  they  could  not  restrict  the 
people  in  the  freedom  of  speech,  much  less  surely 
could  they  abridge  that  privilege  in  this  House — 
the  sanctuary  of  liberty  ;  that  every  member  of 
this  House  had  a  right  to  deliver  his  sentiments 
on  any  subject  before  the  House,  and  could  not 
be  deprived  of  it ;  that  this  privil^e,  like  the  free- 
dom of  speech,  was  productive  of  some  evil,  hut 
the  moment  either  was  restrained,  such  restraint 
waa  an  invasion  of  the  principles  of  free  govern- 
ment ;  that  the  rule,  however  colored,  amounted 
to  this — that  no  member  of  the  minority  should 
be  allowed  to  speak  until  a  vote  of  permission  for 
that  purpose  was  first  obtained  from  the  major* 
ity.  It  was  asked,  would  the  renovation  in  the 
public  councils  have  been  efiected,  if  the  freedom 
of  debate  had  not  been  permitted  at  the  time  when 
everything  was  going  to  ruin  ?  If  such  a  rule 
had  oeen  proposed  in  1798,  the  nation  would  have 
been  told,  by  those  who  now  support  this  rule,  that 
it  was  the  vital  stab  to  liberty.  That  which  bad 
been  wrong  yesterday,  was  wrong  to-day;  that 
which  would  have  been  wrone  in  the  majority, 
eould  not  be  right  in  another.  It  was  also  said,  by 
several  of  the  supporters  of  Mr,  Livbrhorb's  mo* 
tion,  that  the  rule  proposed  to  be  stricken  out  waa 
at  war  with  political  liberty,  incompatible  with 
the  freedom  of  debate,  and  in  defiance  of  the  spirit 
of  the  Constitution ;  that  majorities,  who  could 
not  be  supposed  to  be  wholly  exempt  from  the 
infirmities  of  human  nature,  might,  from  the  influ- 
ence of  passion,  rush  headlong  into  a  measure, 
without  the  least  consideration ;  that  rapidity  waa 
not  so  much  an  object  in  legislation  as  wisdom  ; 
and  a  multitude  of  laws  onen  proved  an  evil. 
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Finally,  that  this  rale,  at  the  present  lime  partic- 
ulariy.ought  not  to  be  adopted,  as  the  House  might 
shortly  have  to  decide  the  question  of  peace  or  war, 
on  which  much  deliberation  undoubtedly  would 
'be  requisite. 

On  the  other  hand,  it  was  remarked,  in  support 
of  the  rule,  that  the  evil  intended  to  be  guarded 
against  by  it,  was  blended  perhaps  with  some  of 
the  best  sensations  of  the  human  mind — a  perse- 
Terance  in  what  is  deemed  right  by  each — and 
that  the  question  what  was  right  could  not  be  de- 
cided by  any  direct  standard  to  which  the  human 
mind  can  resort;  that  it  is  the  principle  of  this  as 
of  every  free  Gk)vernment,  that  the  majority  shall 
rule,  andj  without  assuming  that  the  majority  is 
always  right,  its  decision  was  the  best  standard  to 
whicn  they  could  resort ;  that  the  majority,  being 
responsible  for  all  measures  adopted,  ought  not  to 
be  prevented  from  acting  till  too  late  by  a  deter- 
mined  opposition;  that,  if  the  minority  infringes 
the  right  of  the  majority  to  govern,  there  should 
be  some  rule  to  prevent  the  violation  of  the  prin* 
ciples  of  the  Government  ;  that  the  privilege 
each  member  possessed  of  delivering  his  senti- 
ments, however  precious,  was  not  so  valuable  as 
the  right  which  each  member  possessed  of  acting ; 
and  the  restriction  of  this  priviletre  would  not  be 
80  alarming  as  the  destruction  of  the  Qoveroment, 
which  might  be  the  consequence,  as  ihe  rules  of 
the  House  at  present  stood,  if  the  minority  were 
obstinately  bent  on  preventing  the  House  from 
acting;  that,  alchough  the  project  of  a  dumb  Le- 
gislature might  have  charmed  Bonaparte,  he  never 
would  have  had  an  opportunity  lo  approve  any 
constitution,  had  it  not  been  for  the  anarchy,  con- 
fusion, and  unrestrained  licentiousness,  which  pre- 
vailed in  the  National  Convention,  and  which 
finally  destroyed  it;  and  it  was  to  prevent  such 
anarchy,  and  abuse  of  the  freedom  of  debate,  that 
this  rule  had  become  necessary;  that  minorities, 
too,  were  subject  to  the  failings  of  mankind,  and 
that  passion  might  operate  upon  them,  when  a 
most  urgent  law  was  to  be  passed,  by  speaking 
for  six  hours  at  a  time,  solelsr  to  prevent  the  Le- 
gislature from  acting — from  doing  that  lor  which 
they  were  expressly  chosen ;  that  there  was  no 
fear  of  the  measures  or  the  acts  of  the  majority 
being  veiled  in  darkness;  for, supposing  (what  was 
very  improbable)  an  abuse  of  the  rule,  the  press 
was  open  to  every  man,  and  could  not  be  restrained; 
that  tne  idea  of  the  unconstitutionality  of  such  a 
rule  was  absurd ;  for  the  same  mode  of  argument 
would  prove  that  the  House  had  no  right  to  pre- 
Tent  any  member  from  speaking  more  than  twice 
to  the  same  question,  although  the  Conslitutioo 
declares  that  each  House  may  determine  the  rules 
of  its  proceedings;  that  experience  had  shown 
that  such  a  rule  was  necessary  to  prevent  the  con- 
sumption of  the  time  of  the  House  by  a  member's 
ipeaking  four,  five,  six,  or  eight  hoars,  merely  for 
tne  purpose  of  spinning  out  time,  and  moving  to 
adjourn,  calling  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the  motion 
to  give  himself  time  to  take  breath,  and  then  mak- 
ing frivolous  motions  for  the  purpose  of  speaking 
still  longer  on  them ;  that,  in  order  to  do  the  pub- 
lic business,  if  no  such  rule  was  adopted,  it  would 


be  necessary  for  the  people  to  select  their  Repre- 
sentatives, not  for  the  strength  of  their  inielleet, 
but  fur  the  robustness  of  their  constittitioDs,  and 
their  capacity  of  enduring  fatigue ;  thai  the  abuse 
of  the  freedom  of  debate  had  become  so  flagrant 
as  to  impede  all  public  business,  unless  those de 
sirous  of  doing  it  would  sacrifice  their  health,aiMl 
perhaps  their  lives,  in  sessions  of  nineieea  « 
twenty  hours  in  length,  and  this,  too,  after  a  sub- 
ject had  been  debated  ten  or  twelve  days.  It  was 
also  said  that  this  was  no  new  rule — that  it  bad 
existed  in  this  body,  with  various  modificaiioDs, 
since  the  commencement  of  the  GovernmeDt^Qotil 
within  two  years,  when  the  decision  of  the  House 
had  done  it  away  in  practice,  though  it  still  r^ 
mained  in  the  rules;  that  it  had  existed  in  the  Brit- 
ish Parliament  for  two  centuries;  that  argomfQii 
against  a  rule  or  law,  drawn  from  the  possible 
abuse  of  it,  would  go  to  the  destruction  of  all  lav 
and  government ;  that  this  rule  bad  never  yti 
been  oeen  arbitrarily  enforced,  and  probably  nerer 
would,  as  its  object  was  more  to  remind  memben 
of  the  propriety  of  conceding  a  little  to  their  fel- 
low-members, and  treating  them  with  decorum, 
than  for  the  purpose  of  actually  patting  ao  eudto 
debate;  that  no  majority  would  improperly  use 
this  rule,  because,  if  they  did,  they  were  respon- 
sible to  the  people  for  it,  who. would  not  failtc 
redress  the  evil.  The  novelty  in  this  casewu 
said  to  be,  not  that  such  a  rule  should  havebeea 
proposed,  but  that,  after  having  existed,  uadet 
every  Administration,  it  should  now  be  moTedto 
reject  it. 

The  opponents  of  the  rule  replied,  that  this  rule 
was  wholly  different  from  former  rules  on  ibe 
subject,  as  it  excluded  debate  on  the  previous  v 
well  as  the  main  question.  It  was  also  said,tbat 
the  doctrine  laid  down  that  the  majority  shoeli 
govern  was  an  arbitrary  doctrine,  it  was  oatunl 
for  majorities  to  seek  to  increase  their  power,  it 
was  true,  that  the  people  might  apply  the  correct- 
ive to  abuses  of  power  by  the  majority ;  but  it 
might  as  well  be  said,  after  a  violation  of  the  rigbt 
of  habeas  corpus  had  deprived  the  citizen  of  bis 
liberty,  or  after  an  ex  post  facto  law  had*  swept 
him  off,  that  some  twenty  years  hence  the  people 
would  apply  the  corrective.  A  majority  migbi 
set  out  with  the  best  views,  but  might  do  ads  to 
produce  the  most  disastrous  consequences.  Tbe 
majority  always  did  wrong  when  it  took  mesas 
to  silence  opposition,  and  to  bumble  those  «bo 
opposed  them.  This  had  been  the  doctrine  tea 
years  ago  of  those  who  advocated  this  role,  aad 
it  was  the  correct  doctrine  still.  It  was  said  that 
the  argument  that  the  liceotiousness  of  debate  bad 
destroyed  tbe  Government  of  France,  as  osed  io 
support  of  this  rule,  might  remind  the  Hoase  d 
the  Hibernian  who  cut  his  throat  to  save  his  life. 
The  House  were  called  upon  to  destroy  the  prio- 
ciples  of  freedom  in  order  to  prevent  slavery.  " 
the  majority  had  a  right  to  prevent  tbe  miooritf 
from  expression  their  opinions,  they  had  the  same 
right  to  send  tnem  home — to  immsk  them  froa 
the  Capitol. 

This  debate  was  continued,  ia  a  warm  yet  des- 
ultory maoner,  till  4  o'clock;  when,  on  moiiov 
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)f  our  former  trade  wbieh  the  orders  left  aS)  the 
Souse  was  called  upon  to  coDtinue  to  carry  on 
sommerce  with  Qreat  Britaia  and  France.  If 
:he  conduct  of  the  nation  were  not  more  ener- 
|[etic,  he  said  we  should  forfeit  the  little  character 
ire  had  acquired,  and  call  down  on  us  the  con- 
;empt  of  every  nation  on  earth ;  we  should  be- 
come contemptible  even  in  our  own  eyes,  for  it 
WAS  impossible  for  any  man  to  contemplate  the- 
(tate  in  which  we  are,  and  the  measures  which 
lad  been,  and  were  proposed  to  be  taken,  without 
'eeliog  absolutely  debased.  We  had,  he  said, 
ried  this  system  for  several  years;  it  had  done 
10  good, and  it  was  time  to  try  some  other.  Gen- 
lemen  were  now  persevering  contrary  to  the  evi- 
leace  of  their  senses,  to  the  impulite  of  their  feel- 
Ags,  and,  he  believed,  to  the  wishes  of  the  na- 
ion.  While  no  French  ships  and  scarcely  any 
Sogiish  ships  now  came  into  our  watersj  the 
brmal  prohibition  of  their  entrance  would  but 
p?e  a  pretence  for  the  indiscriminate  capture  of 
tU  our  commerce,  without  producing  any  benefit 
whatever  to  the  United  States.  Mr.  S.  concluded 
)y  moving  that  the  Committee  rise,  with  a  view 
io  postpone  the  subject  till  the  3d  Afonday  in 
P'ebruary. 

Mr.  Macon  adverted  to  the  very  opposite  rea- 
fODs  for  which  the  two  eentlemcn  who  preceded 
um  had  opposed  the  bill.  The  gentleman  from 
ilassachusetts  thought  it  was  so  strong  that  it 
vouid  ruin  us,  by  drawing  upon  us  countervaiU 
Dg  acts ;  and  his  colleague  thought  its  weakness 
vould  only  warrant  further  aggression  on  us. 
the  Committee  of  Foreiffn  Relations,  he  said, 
tad  been  well  aware  of  the  situation  in  whieh 
hey  were  placed.  The  Message  of  the  29th  (^ 
November  had  been  understood  to  be  a  pacific 
)Qe.  It  had  been  acknowledged  on  all  hands 
hat  the  non-intercourse  was  totally  useless.  It 
vas  necessary  that  something  should  be  done ; 
lod  ihe  committee  had  agreed  to  report  this  bill. 
The  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  had  told  the 
Souse,  that  if  they  adopted  this  bill,  and  Great 
Britain  and  FL*anee  should  coontervaU  its  provi« 
ijoos,  the  United  States  would  sufier.  At  present, 
kir.  M.  said,  they  captured  and  condemned  our 
ressels,  and  they  could  not  injure  us  much  more 
n  that  way.  The  real  question  was,  whether,  as 
he  President  in  his  Message  had  shown  a  dispo- 
ition  for  further  ne^tiation,  Congress  would 
cod  him  their  aid  in  it.  Suppose  Great  Britain 
lid  countervail,  and  say  that  our  ships  should  not 
(0  to  her  dominions,  then  the  bill  had  provided 
bat  neither  Amelia  island,  Halifax,  or  any  other 
ntermediate  port,  shall  be  a  place  of  deposite. 
But,  as  our  exports  were  the  most  bulky,  if  it 
vere  to  be  agreed  that  each  naiion  should  carry 
ts  own  products,  we  should  carry  fifteen  or 
weoiy  times  as  much  as  Great  Britaia  would. 
ind  the  advantage  would  be  greatly  on  our  sidei 

The  bill  had  been  reported  in  such  a  form, Mr. 
ki.  said,  as  that  such  parts  as  should  not  be  agree- 
ible  to  the  House  should  be  struck  out.  His  col- 
eagoe  had  thought  the  bill  too  weak.  If  Con- 
fess were  to  adopt  the  bill,  did  it  prevent  them 
rom  adopting  more  energetic  measures  1   Cer< 


tainly  not.  This  bill  differed  wholly  in  its 
ture  from  the  non-intercourse  law,  because  it 
took  off  the  restrictions  from  ourselves  and  ptit 
them  on  our  assailants.  It  appeared  to  him,  un- 
der the  present  situation  of  the  country,  that  the 
committee  must  have  been  unfortunate  indeed  if 
it  had  reported  a  bill  for  issuing  letters  of  marque 
and  reprisal ;  for,  last  Winter,  when  matters  stood 
much  the  same  as  they  did  now,  the  question  had 
been  tried  in  this  Hou«e  with  perhaps  as  few 
votes  as  anything  ever  received  which  had  been 
talked  so  much  about.  When  the  question  had 
been  stated  on  issuing  letters  of  marque  aind  re- 
prisal forthwith,  instead  of  at  a  distant  day,  where 
then  had  been  tne  energy  called  for?  A  reference 
to  the  yeas  and  nays  on  that  vote  would  show 
how  few  had  voted  in  the  alfirmative. 

Mr.  M.  said  it  was  evident  from  the  whole  tenoe 
that  its  object  was  to  take  the  restrictions  froot 
our  own  nation  and  lay  them  on  Great  Britaia 
and  France ;  and  it  was  an  object  worthy  of  coii- 
sideration  in  the  passage  of  this  bill,  that  it  wai 
such  a  one  as  the  nation  could  stand  to  for  any 
length  of  time.  If  the  Committee  were  to  strike 
out  every  clause  in  the  bill  but  that  whieh  re^ 
pealed  the  non-intercoufse  law,  he  should  be  op 
posed  to  rising  till  they  agreed  to  that  one.  Al 
every  place  in  the  nation  wnere  evea  a  boat  could 
come,  the  people  were  satisfied  that  the  non- 
intercourse  law  eould  not  be  eofiprced^  If  it  waa 
a  mere  dead  letter,  it  should  be  repealed^  and  they 
should  thus  put  every  maa  in  the  nation  oa  the 
same  footing. 

As  he  did  not  with  his  colleague  think  this  a 
very  weak  bill,  neither  did  he  with  the  other  gea* 
tleman  think  it  a  very  energetic  bill.  He  said 
he  should  have  liked  to  have  heard  this  talk  of 
energy  when  the  Chesapeake  was  attacked,  and 
when  the  celebrated  Of  eers  in  Council  were  is- 
sued ;  but  the  time  for  it  had  passed.  They  oonid 
not  all,  it  seemed^  get  warm  at  the  same  tune,  it 
was  best  to  take  such  measures  now  as  the  nation 
could  stand  to,  and  as  would  eaable  Ihe  Premdeat 
to  settle  out  disputes  with  one  or  both  belliger* 
ents;  and  this  bill  was  calculated  for  that  pur* 
pose.  Whether  the  bill  would  satisfy  the  people 
or  not  he  was  totally  ignorant.  He  himself  could 
never  tell  here  what  would  satisfy  those  whxMk 
he  represented,  and  all  that  he  could  do  was  to  act 
as  he  thought  right,  and  depend  on  such  ooodoce 
for  their  appro^ition.  Last  Winter  the  meas- 
ures which  his  colleague  now  ealbed  paper  meae<' 
ures  were  too  strong  for  him,  for  he  wanted  to 
open  a  gate  to  go  to  the  West  India  islands.  This 
bill  was  different  from  the  non-intercourse  law, 
as  it  opened  the  world  to  the  commerce  of  the 
United  States,  and  shut  their  ports  to  the  vesseb 
of  Great  Britain  and  France.  Mr.  M.  said  he 
had  hardly  expected  a  complaint  ajgainst  the  bill 
from  gentlemen  from  the  Bast,  though  he  bad 
thought  from  another  part  of  the  nation  there 
might  be  a  complaint.  He  c«red  very  little  what 
was  done,  so  that  there  was  not  too  much  eaargy 
in  it  He  was  not  for  a  declaration  of  war  just 
now,  and  he  took  this  opportimity  of  saying  so* 
The  nation  was  not  aa  much  prepared  bow  fiir 
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war  as  it  had  been  last  Winter,  or  as  it  had  been 
when  the  Chesapeake  was  attacked.  As  to  the 
petty  quarrel  between  Mr.  Smith  and  Mr.  Jack- 
son, he  did  not  think  that  it  changed  the  state  of 
mffairs  one  iota. 

Mr.  PicKMAN  expressed  his  hope  that  the  mo- 
tion for  the  rising  of  the  Committee  would  not 
prevail.  He  considered  the  bill  as  a  very  impor- 
tant one,  and  sincerely  hoped  that  it  would  meet 
that  cool  and  deliberate  discussion  to  which  its 
importance,  and  the  respectability  of  the  com- 
mittee who  reported  it,  entitled  it.  There  were 
some  ])art8  of  the  bill  which  met  his  cordial  ap- 
probation; there  were  other  parts  to  which  he 
could  not  give  bis  assent  till  his  objections  to 
tbem  were  removed.  The  first  section  af  the  bill 
(interdicting  the  entrance  of  our  waters  to  the 
public  armed  ships  of  Great  Britain  and  France) 
he  approved.  He  said  it  would  be  recollected 
that,  at  the  last  session  of  Congress,  he  had  voted 
for  the  motion  for  excluding  the  armed  ships  of 
both  Great  Britain  and  France.  He  had  done 
it  because  he  thought  it  a  disgrace  to  admit  into 
oar  waters  armed  ships  sailing  under  orders  to 
capture  our  vessels ;  and  he  hoped  they  never 
would  be  admitted  under  such  circumstances. 
With  respect  to  the  third  section,  he  confessed 
that  he  bad  not  entirely  made  up  his  mind.  He 
did  not  think,  however,  that  it  would  authorize 
either  Great  Britain  or  France  to  pass  such  de- 
crees as  his  colleague  seemed  to  thine  they  would 
do,  for  it  would  not  essentially  change  our  com- 
mercial relations  with  them,  as  they  are  now  pro- 
hibited from  carrying  on  commerce  with  our 
ports,  and  our  vessels  are  prohibited  from  going 
to  theirs.  i 

Mr.  P.  said  it  would  also  be  recollected  by  gen- 
tlemen that  he  had  spoken  against  the  non -inter- 
course law  at  the  last  session,  and  did  not  vote 
for  it  because  he  bad  believed  it  totally  ineffec- 
tual for  the  purposes  for  which  it  was  passed.  He 
had  thought  then,  and  experience  bad  confirmed 
the  truth  of  his  opinion,  that  it  was  totally  ineffi- 
cient; that  our  citizens  could  not  be  restrained 
from  violating  it,  and  that  it  would  operate  only 
on  those  honest  men  who  were  disposed  to  pay  a 
regard  to  the  laws  of  their  country,  although  they 
doubted  their  expediency.  The  fifth  section  of 
this  bill,  (prohibiting  the  importation  of  French 
or  British  goods  from  any  other  part  of  the  do- 
minions of  either  than  where  they  were  grown  or 
manufactured,)  he  siaid,  was  liable  to  some  of  the 
same  objections  as  the  non-intercourse  law.  He 
conceived  it  utterly  impossible  thus  to  prevent 
the  importation  of  the  produce  or  manutactures 
of  Great  Britain  and  France,  as,  if  prohibited 
directlv,  they  would  be  imported  circuitoasly 
through  St.  Bartholomews,  d^.,  and  our  mer- 
chants might  innocently  import  the  produce  or 
manufacture  of  those  countries,  after  purchasing 
them  as  the  produce  of  the  neutral  country.  At 
present  so  numerous  and  so  complicated  were  the 
▼arious  restrictive  laws,  with  respect  to  our  com- 
merce, that  it  was  almost  impossible  for  the  most 
honest  man  to  construe  them  correctly.  This 
informaiion  he  said  he  derived  from  the  Collec- 


tor of  the  port  of  Salem,  in  Mai^sachosetts,  who, 
he  believed,  was  disposed  to  give  as  fair  a  coo- 
stroction  to  the  laws  as  any  man  io  the  United 
States.  Mr.  P.  said  it  was  very  requisite  that 
this  or  some  such  bill  should  pass,  for  the  reason 
that  it  went  to  take  off  all  the  restrictions  from 
our  own  citizens  and  throw  them  upon  the  sub- 
jects of  those  nations  which  were  pirating  on  oor 
commerce.  He  hoped  the  motion  w^ould  not  pre- 
vail for  the  Committee's  rising,  but  that  they 
should  go  on  and  give  the  bill  a  full  and  delibe- 
rate discussion. 

Mr.  Tatlob  said,  if,  indeed,  this  bill  was  ts 
nerveless  as  it  had  been  represented  by  the  geo- 
tleman  from  North  Carolina,  (Mr.  8AWYEa.]aDd 
from  other  quarters,  he  believed  it  would  be  nsj 
to  demonstrate  that  the  course  which  the  gentle- 
man himself  had  proposed  to  give  this  subject 
was  infinitely  more  nerveless,  and  destitute  efen 
of  infantine  strength.  [Mr.  Sawyer  said  he  had 
made  no  proposition.]  Mr.  T.  said  he  alluded  to 
the  proposition  for  postponing  the  consideration 
I  of  tne  subject  till  February.  Are  we,  said  Mr. 
T.,  on  a  bed  of  roses  ?  Will  the  House  recollect 
the  situation  in  which  we  are  ?  It  is  true  that  I 
was  not  an  admirer  of  the  present  project— I  did 
not  give  it  my  support  in  the  committee— hot, 
nevertheless,  when  1  reflect  on  tbe  situation  io 
which  we  shall  be  if  this  bill  be  postponed,!  con- 
ceive it  is  necessary  to  vary  our  situation.  Tbe 
non- intercourse  law  has  produced  the  effects  fore- 
told. You  have  given  up  the  carrying  trade— the 
bone  of  contention— the  very  object  which  tbe 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  (Mr.MiLNOR)  reif 
truly  told  you  excited  the  envy  of  Great  Britain 
to  your  rival.  Where  are  we  now,  sir  ?  A  gen- 
tleman, upon  whose  information  I  can  reljr  ss 
correct,  has  slipped  upon  my  table  a  paper  con- 
taining the  information  that  there  are  now  at 
Amelia  island  one  hundred  British  merchant  ves- 
sels ready  to  take  the  bread  from  our  merchants, 
who,  in  ract,  have  only  the  alternative  of  coast- 
ing along  to  Amelia  island,  whence  our  produce 
will  be  immediately  shipped  across  the  Atlantic 
Now,  would  it  not  be  nerveless,  indeed,  to  arrest 
the  consideration  of  this  subject  for  two  or  three 
months  when  this  is  the  state  of  things? 

I  understand  that  our  custom-house  offices  are 
hermetically  sealed ;  that,  although  British  goods 
are  found  on  the  shelves  of  our  merchants,  3ret,as 
the  non-intercourse  law  has  said  that  they  caonoc 
be  imported,  they  get  into  the  country  witboot 
the  custom*house  ofllcers  receiving  a  single  cent  i 
to  pay  the  public  burdens.  This  is  preciself  the 
situation  in  which  the  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina  wishes  us  to  continue  for  six  or  eight  ! 
weeks  longer.  Let  this  bill  be  adopted  or  Dot,  I 
do  not  like  gentlemen  to  condemn  it  in  the  lump, 
unless  they  will  be  kind  enough  to  make  some 
specified  proposition  to  substitute  in  the  place  of 
the  clauses  of  it,  which  shall  better  our  situation. 
We  must  act  on  it.  We  are,  as  the  country  nov 
fitands,  the  enemies  of  the  commercial  interest, 
for  we  are  giving  foreign  nations  the  entire  ben- 
efit of  our  commerce,  and  depriving  oor  booest 
cuizeni  of  the  advantages  wnieh  this  bill  will 
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fler  to  thecn.  If  ft  is  of  importtnce  that  our  flag 
bould  be  unfurled  on  the  ocean  as  a  commercial 
ation,  it  is  necessary  that  we  should  now  act. 
ilvery  comnaercial  town,  port,  and  harhor,  knows 
fie  course  the  thing  is  taking.  The  American 
esse!  takes  its  departure  with  a  cargo' of  produce, 
nd  returns  to  this  country  no  more  unless  it  has 
ast  away  its  character  of  American  and  become 

foreign  vessel.  It  is  prohable,  sir,  that  among 
bose  vessels  at  Amelia  island  are  many  that 
were  American,  but  are  now  changed  to  English. 

I  am  decidedly  against  the  Committee's  rising. 
Some  parts  of  the  bill  may  be  good,  Mome  bad  ; 
iQt  there  certainly  is  a  clause  in  the  bill  which 
p^ill  keep  pirates  and  plunderers  from  our  ports 
nd  harbors ;  and  as  to  energy,  I  can  tell  those 
rho  talk  of  it  that  there  is  a  clause  in  this  bill 
7hich  may  prevent  us  from  beinz  Copenhagened; 
hat  a  port  may  be  so  well  fortified  by  nature  aud 
Tt  corobioed  as  to  oppose  an  armed  force  ap- 
proaching, and  yet  which  may  not  be  competent 
o  repel  it  after  it  has  been  received  in  peace  and 
riendship  within  our  ports  and  harbors. 

Mr.  LivERHOBE  declared  himself  also  opposed 
o  the  Committee's  rising.  He  wished  to  know 
v^hat  was  the  extent  of  trade  now  carried  on  with 
tor  ports  in  British  bottoms,  and  what  its  amount? 
ic  said  he  knew  that  there  was  a  small  trade 
;arried  on  in  small  vessels  from  Nova  Scotia  to 
he  United  States,  and  which  was  very  beneficial 
o  the  citizens  of  the  United  States ;  the  stoppage 
)f  which,  as  proposed,  would  operate  very  un- 
equally. It  was  a  trade  which  could  not  so  well 
>e  carried  on  by  vessels  of  the  United  States.  If 
!k>ngress  commenced  this  business,  they  might 
how  Great  Britain  how  she  also  might  lay  ad- 
lit  ional  restrictions.  Some  of  the  sections  of 
his  bill,  Mr.  L.  said,  he  thought  it  would  be 
iroper  to  retain ;  but  there  were  some  that  he  en- 
irely  disapproved.  As  to  the  non-intercourse, 
here  was  no  occasion  for  repealing  it  in  relation 
o  Great  Britain,  because  it  was  not  in  force 
tgainst  her;  and  this  bethought  he  could  demon- 
irate  at  a  proper  time. 

Mr.  Sawyer  said,  if  he  had  as  much  confidence  ^ 
n  the  eflScacy  of  the  bill  as  the  gentleman  from 
^orth  Carolina,  (Mr.  Macon,)  he  should  make 
lo  opposition  to  it ;  but  he  expected  nothing  from 
t.  If,  said  Mr.  S.,  we  take  upon  ourselves  a  war- 
ike  attitude,  and  evince  a  disposition  to  be  inde- 
>endent,  we  shall  produce  such  an  embarrass- 
nent  that  the  present  Ministry  of  Great  Britain 
wi\i  have  to  treat  with  us  or  retire  from  power. 
3a t,  if  we  do  no  more  than  pass  such  a  bill  as  this. 
we  shall  encourage  them  to  go  on  till  we  shall 
ye  stripped,  by  Orders  in  Council,  one  after  an- 
3ther,  of  every  vestiip;e  of  commercial  rights. 
What  are  we  afraid  of?  Can  anv  change  be  for 
.he  worse  ?  Why  are  we  afraid  or  going  to  war? 
Shall  we  not  have  to  borrow  money  to  pay  the 
current  expenses  of  the  year?  We  should  only 
bave  to  do  the  same  in  war.  Never  was  there  a 
more  favorable  moment  for  it.  By  the  Treaty  of 
Vienna,  England  b  left  without  a  chance  of  gain- 
ing a  footing  on  the  Continent.  If  we  take  a  manly 
&Dd  independent  ground,  we  shall  compel  her 


Ministry  to  respect  our  rights.  Are  we  to  wait 
for  her  to  declare  war  first  ?  If  we  do,  we  may  * 
wait  forever.  She  will  never  declare  it  as  long 
as  she  can  carry  it  on  as  she  does  now  without 
declaring  it.  Although  I  am  opposed  to  a  navyv 
yet  I  am  desirous,  when  we  have  one,  that  it» 
powers  shall  be  exerted.  If  we  were  to  send  it  to> 
sea,  and  make  a  bold  irruption  into  Canada,  we 
might  produce  some  efiect,  but  never  by  such 
measures  as  these. 

Mr.  Sheffby  said,  that,  not  having  expected 
this  bill  would  so  soon  be  called  .up,  he  had  not 
given  to  it  that  attention  which  he  should  other* 
wise  have  done,  but  he  had  paid  sufficient  atten- 
tion to  it  to  conceive  it  worthy  of  consideration. 
It  had  been  observed  by  gentlemen  apparently  op- 
posed to  it,  that  it  was  not  sufficiently  energetic 
on  the  one  hand,  and  on  the  other  that  it  would 
embarrass  commerce.  Taking  it  for  granted,  said 
Mr.  S.,  that  we  ought  to  adopt  a  stronger  meas* 
ure,  is  that  a  reason  why  this  bill  should  not  be 
passed,  and  remain  in  force  until  our  present 
peaceful  attitude  is  changed  ?  If  a  strong  measure 
were  to  be  brought*  forward,  it  would  probably 
supersede  this  bill.  But  what,  sir,  is  the  energy 
of  which  gentlemen  talk  ?  If  they  want  war,  why 
do  they  not  come  forward  and  lay  a  declaration 
of  war  on  the  table  ?  What  are  energetic  meas^ 
ures  if  this  be  not  what  is  meant?  Let  us,  if  it 
be  deemed  expedient,  give  a  right  to  our  mer- 
chants to  defend  themselves  against  England  and 
France,  but  do  not  let  us  be  diverted  from  the 
bill.  It  does  not  appear  to  me  to  be  the  senti- 
ment of  the  majority  of  the  House  that  we  ought, 
at  this  time,  to  change  the  attitude  of  the  coun- 
try ;  it  does  not  appear  to  be  the  sentiment  of  the 
Chief  Magistrate.  Prepare  for  the  worst,  but  go 
no  farther.  This  is  the  energy  I  would  recom- 
mend. Make  preparation,  but  take  no  steps  of 
hostility. 

Let  us  consider  this  question  on  the  objection 
from  the  other  side  of  the  House.  If  gentlemen 
are  not  willing  to  go  to  war,  what  will  they  do  1 
Or,  will  they  do  anything  beyond  a  preparation 
for  defence  ?  Will  they  sufier  the  non-intercourse 
to  remain  in  force?  I  see  no  disposition  on  any 
side  to  do  this.  We  see  that  the  prosperity  of 
agriculture  requires  commerce.  Nothing  but  the 
most  imperious  circumstances  o])erating  on  the 
nation  can  prevent  the  exportation  of  certain 
products  of  agriculture.  The  non-intercourse  on 
this  account  is  not  enforced,  or  is  evaded.  Thus 
situated,  what  is  its  tendency?  To  corrupt  the 
people.  As  a  measure  of  coercion,  it  is  certainly 
a  phantom;  for  what  effects  does  it  produce? 
Are  not  the  manufacturers  of  England  now  fur- 
nished with  the  raw  materials  necessary  for  their 
fabrics,  and  with  everything  you  could  give 
them?  You  make  the  farmer  and  planter  pay 
the  circuitous  price  for  European  goods,  whilst 
his  produce  is  reduced,  by  the  want  of  competi- 
tion in  the  market,  to  the  lowest  possible  price. 
Under  these  circumstances  the  non-intercoursCi 
1  presume,  is  not  to  be  continued. 

France  and  Eneland,  Mr.  S.  said,  bad  granted 
us  no  commercial  rights,  and  there  was,  there- 
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g^fore,  no  call  for  liberality  towards  them.  The 
United  States  ought  to  carry  on  commerce,  be- 
cause necessary  to  the  support  of  agriculture,  and 
they  ought  to  earry  it  on  to  the  greatest  advan- 
tage to  Uieir  own  citizens.  And  what  then  should 
be  the  course  pursued  ?  Not  to  destroy  commerce 
by  non-importation  and  non-intercouse  acts,  but 
to  carry  it  on  so  that  it  should  be  beneficial  to  the 
GoTernment  in  point  of  revenue,  and  to  those 
who  carried  it  on.  What  should  Congress  do  to 
make  it  so?  They  ought  to  foster  the  rights  of 
oavigatioo.  He  said  he  would  ask  gentlemen  to 
turn  over  the  page  of  history  and  see  what  had 
tended  more  to  promote  the  prosperity  of  Eng- 
land than  her  navigatii^n  act — an  act  which  gave 
a  decided  preference  to  British  navigation  7  The 
object  of  this  bill  was  not  only  to  give  preference 
in  our  porta  to  American  vessels,  but  it  went  to 
the  entire  exclusion  of  the  vessels  of  Great  Brit- 
ain and  France  so  long  as  their  injurious  edicts 
should  remain  in  force.  Mr.  S.  said  he  would 
state  his  ideas  on  an  objection  which  he  had  un- 
derstood to  be  made  to  this  plan,  viz:  that  it 
would  operate  injuriously  on  th«  farming  interest, 
because  there  would  be  a  redundancy  of  produce  in 
the  market — to  the  carriage  of  which  the  tonnage 
of  the  United  States  would  not  be  equal,  and 
that,  therefore,  there  would  be  a  depression  in  the 
price  of  produce.  He  presumed  tnat  a  contrarv 
effect  would  follow*  There  were  abroad,  he  saia, 
a  number  of  American  vessels  trading,  not  with 
the  United  States,  but  between  foreign  ports,  or 
engaged  in  circuitous  voyages.  Now,  the  direct 
trade  would  certainly  be  most  advantageous;  all 
the  vessels  thus  employed  would  immediately  re- 
turn home  to  engage  in  the  direct  trade. 

It  appears  to  me,  at  all  events,  said  Mr.  8., 
that  the  bill  is  worthy  of  consideration.  If  en- 
ergy be  wanting,  the  passage  of  the  bill  will  not 
preclude  it,  but  will  be  continuing  the  existing 
state  of  things  to  the  greatest  advantage  until  that 
fttate  is  changed.  If  the  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina  (Mr.  Sawtbr)  means  raising  an  army 
and  invading  Canada,  as  he  intimated,  I  most 
cordially  disapprove  of  it.  I  will  not  alter  the 
course  we  have  at  present  taken.  On  the  other 
band  I  consider  that  we  are  not  indebted  to 
France  or  England,  and  therefore  should  not  act 
towards  them  m  the  same  spirit  as  if  we  had  been 
fairly  and  justly  dealt  by.  If  they  would  exer- 
cise liberality  to  us  I  would  act  correspondently 
towards  them.  If  we  bad  received  any  liberality 
at  their  hands,  it  would  be  improper  to  exclude 
their  vessels  from  our  ports.  But,  as  it  is,  com- 
merce and  navigation  will  be  promoted  by  the 
bill — that  cooimerce  and  navigation  which  must 
continue  so  long  as  our  character  of  agricultu- 
rists and  merchants  is  not  converted  into  that  of 
manufacturers ;  an  event  which  I,  for  one,  hope 
never  to  see.  So  long  as  this  nation  remains  in 
its  present  state,  so  long  ought  we  to  give  to  our 
citizens  all  the  advantages  that  can  be  derived 
from  comm'erce.  Independently  of  this,  if  any- 
thing be  done,  it  ought  to  be  promptly  done.  The 
merchant  does  not  at  present  know  to  what  ports 
to  go ;  but,  if  you  open  to  him  the  right  to  go  to 


France  and  England,  yoor  act  will  act  only  ope- 
rate advantageously  to  him,  but  will  augment  the 
price  of  produce  in  the  planter's  hands. 

Mr.  BuRWELL  said  he  did  not  suppose  that  this 
question  involved  a  discussion  of  the  details  of 
the  bill,  and  he  did  not  therefore  rise  to  discoss 
them  ;  but  he  deemed  it  his  duty  to  say,  that,  ia 
his  opinion,  the  course  proposed  to  be  pursued  bf 
this  bill  was  the  proper  one.  It  will  not  be  de> 
nied,  said  he,  that  I  have  always  been  faTorablc 
to  the  system  of  commercial  restriction,  and  that 
I  have  given  my  approbation  to  it  so  long  as  there 
was  the  smallest  probability  of  its  operating  ad- 
vantageously, and  so  long  as  the  people  of  the 
United  States  expected  good  effects  from  this 
course.  But  I  am  of  opinion  that  it  has  been 
fairly  abandoned,  and  that  any  further  attempt  to 
coerce  by  commercial  restrictions  would  be  futile 
and  ridiculous.  I  believe  the  present  situation  ol 
the  world  is  favorable  to  the  assertion  of  our 
rights  against  one  of  the  belligerents,  viz :  Great 
Britain.  But,  sir,  I  think  that  the  spirit  of  the 
nation  is  evaporated,  and  we  have  been  so  Ion; 
tricked  by  her  artifices,  that  I  despair  of  takiog 
any  measure  of  the  kind  at  this  time  which  woul^ 
not  meet  with  such  opposition  as  to  make  it  use- 
less in  effect.  A  single  fact  will  suffice  to  awake 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  our  present  situa- 
tion. The  effect  of  the  non-intercourse  law  is  to 
sink  to  the  lowest  price  the  value  of  our  produce, 
and  to  raise  still  higher  that  of  articles  of  foreiga 
growth, or  manufacture.  It  is  a  fact  nerfectly  no- 
torious that  the  country  is  as  full  or  foreign  art- 
icles as  it  has  been  for  years  past«  and  that  the 
products  of  the  Southern  country  have  been  re- 
duced to  the  lowest  state  of  depression ;  and 
when  it  is  obvious  that,  so  far  from  producing  aa 
effect  abroad,  the  non -intercourse  is  not  regarded 
at  all,  I  ask,  why  persevere  in  it  when  against 
your  own  interest  ?  My  opinion  is,  that  it  should 
be  removed ;  and,  when  removed,  we  shall  either 
enjoy  such  a  commerce  as  will  give  Tent  to  oor 
surplus  produce,  or  we  shall  discover  the  true 
character  of  the  edicts  in  force  against  us.  If  it 
be  found  that  all  the  evils  complained  of,  as  flow-  | 
ing  from  our  own  (Government}  proceed  actually  | 
from  the  belligerent  decrees,  the  nation  will  unite  ; 
in  support  of  our  fair  commerce. 

It  will  be  recollected,  said  Mr.  B.,  that  I  offered 
the  other  day  a  resolution  calling  upon  the  Presi- 
dent for  any  information  he  may  possess  relative 
to  the  policy  of  the  Northern  Powers.  It  appears 
to  me  that  we  ought  to  trade  to  every  country  i 
whose  ports  are  open  to  us.  To  illustrate  my 
idea,  if  the  Powers  in  the  North  of  Europe  are 
willing  to  receive  our  productions  and  exchange 
theirs — although  the  British,  by  their  Orders  id 
Council,  and  the  French,  by  their  blockading  de- 
creed, may  interdict  our  entrance — I  think  every 
American  here  and  elsewhere  would  force  a  com- 
merce under  those  circumstances,  whatev«-  may 
be  the  consequence.  For  my  own  part,  as  re- 
spects France  and  England,  I  confess  that  I  think 
the  honor  of  this  country  receives  a  salvo  from 
the  conduct  of  these  nations;  for  such,  at  the 
present,  is  the  unsettled  state  of  commerce,  al- 
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hough  we  might  compel  them  to  a  temporary 
elaxation,  the  same  system  would  agaia  be  re- 
orted  to  when  opportuoity  offered.  And  until 
here  shall  be  a  reasonable  prospect  that  justice 
>T  political  rnorality  shall  be  adhered  to.  I  am 
clearly  of  opinion  that  we  ought  to  go  to  war 
¥ith  neither  of  them,  but  maintain  peace  if  pos- 
lible.  So  long  as  any  nation  permits  to  us  a  re 
:iprocal  commerce,  I  am  one  of  those  who  are 
billing  to  unite  and  force  that  commerce.  I 
vould  not  force  a  contraband  trade,  but  the  car- 
tage of  our  own  produce  I  would  force  to  the  ut 
nost  power  of  the  nation. 

My  colleague  (Mr.  Sheffet)  made  some  re- 
narks  on  one  part  of  the  effect  of  the  bill,  viz : 
>n  the  transportation  of  our  produce,  in  which  he 
WSLS  certainly  correct.  Our  tonnage  is  more  than 
competent  to  the  transportation  of  all  our  pro- 
luce;  and  this  view  does  away  a  very  strong  (if 
correct)  objection  to  the  bill:  that  by  restricting 
DQportatioQ  it  would  decrease  the  competition,  so 
IS  to  raise  the  price  of  freight  and  destroy  the 
irice  of  produce.  So  long  as  we  have  sufficient 
ODoage.  this  cannot  take  place.  We  shall,  at 
east,  be  justified  in  making  the  experiment;  and 
f  it  be  found  that  it  willfoster  our  navigation, 
*ertainly  the  gentlemen  from  the  Eastern  States 
ovould  not  complain  of  a  provision  which  gives 
;o  them  an  ezclu:»ive  advantage;  for  it  is  per- 
'ectly  immaterial  to  the  Sou&ern  country,  in 
|>oint  of  interest,  if  its  produce  gets  to  market, 
iow  it  gets  there.  I  should,  indeed,  be  surprised 
f  Eastern  gentlemen,  who  are  so  much  concerned, 
ihould  oppose  a  regulation  intended  exclusively 
for  their  benefit. 

As  for  countervailing  regulations  being  antici- 
[>ated.  I  should  presume  gentlemen  need  not  make 
Lhemselves  very  uneasy  on  that  score,  for  they 
ilready  exist.  Although  the  Orders  in  Council 
baye  undergone  a  modification  somewhat  favor- 
able, yet  the  act  of  Parliament  on  the  subject  has 
laid  a  discriminating  duty  so  great  that  a  me r- 
:^hant  saves  the  price  of  the  freight  by  giving  the 
preference  to  a  British  ship;  ana  though  thedutv 
Qas  been  somewhat  lowered,  it  is  still  so  hign 
that  it  is  impossible  for  American  ships  to  come 
in  competition  with  British  vessels.  And  let  me 
isk.  sir,  when  the  British  Government  has  set 
the  example,  ought  we  not  to  give  a  similar  ad- 
vantage to  tne  American  flag  in  our  ports,  to  put 
ihetn  at  least  on  a  reciprocal  footing  ?  What  I 
tuive  stated  are  facts  which  cannot  be  contro* 
yerted. 

I  do  not  suppose,  however,  that  any  regulation 
vrhich  we  could  adopt  would  keep  the  tonnaffeof 
the  United  States  on  its  present  respectable  foot- 
inz.  I  do  not  suppose  any  act  could  have  that 
enect.  because,  if  gentlemen  will  only  turn  their 
attention  to  the  ports  closed  against  us,  they  must 
be  satisfied  that  our  trade  can  never  a^ain  be  as 
extensive  as  it  has  been.  It  must  diminish  at 
least  one-half;  and  it  does  not  appear  possible  for 
as  to  be  able  to  give  employment  to  all  our  pres- 
ent tonnage. 

Mr.  B.  concluded  by  saying,  that  he  rose  only 
to  express  hia  anxiety  to  see  this  subject  acted  oa. 


He  wished  to  see  every  commercial  restriction 
done  away.  After  the  experience  which  the  na- 
tion would  have  under  a  trial  of  the  system  pro- 
posed by  the  bill,  Congress  would  be  better  able 
to  judge  what  course  ought  to  be  pursued  ;  and 
if  It  were  found  at  last  absolutely  necessary  to 
the  protection  of  our  rights  to  take  the  attitude  of 
war,  he  flattered  himself  there  was  still  sensi- 
bility enough  in  the  nation  to  point  their  resent- 
ment to  the  proper  course.  He  hoped  the  Com- 
mittee would  persevere  till  they  got  through  the 
bill. 

Mr.  Sawyer's  motion  for  the  Committee's 
rising  was  then  negatived  without  a  division. 
This  was  understood  to  be  a  peremptory  decision 
against  postponing  the  consideration  of  the  bill. 

The  Chairman  proceeded  to  read  the  fourth 
section  of  the  bill,  which  provides  "that,  from 
and  after  the  passing  of  this  act,  it  shall  not  be 
lawful  to  import  iiito  the  the  United  States,  or 
the  Territories  thereof,  in  any  vessel  or  vessels 
not  owned  wholly  by  citizens  of  the  United 
States,  and  registered  according  to  law,  any 
goods,  wares,  or  merchandise,  dbc,  from  any  port 
or  place  situated  in  Great  Britain  or  France,"  &,c. 
Mr.  Livebmore  said  he  could  not  conceive 
why  a  discrimination  was  here  made  between 
registered  and  sea-letter  vessels,  as  both  were 
known  to  the  laws  of  the  United  States.  He 
wished  some  member  of  the  committee  who  re- 
ported the  bill  to  explain  it. 

Mr.  Taylor  observed,  that)  if  Congress  adopted 
the  idea  suggested  by  4he  gentleman  from  Vir- 
ginia, (Mr.  BiTKWBLL,)  in  which  be  (Mr.  T.) 
concurred,  that  the  United  States  should  protect 
their  flag  in  its  commerce  with  whatever  nation 
should  hold  out  the  hand  of  fellowship  towards 
us,  it  seemed  important  to  the  nation  that  they 
should  understand  for  what  it  was  they  had  un* 
dertaken  to  adopt  this  principle.  Would  gentle- 
men bold  oat  the  same  protection  to  a  vessel  con- 
demned and  purchased  bv  one  of  our  citizens  in 
a  port  of  France  or  England,  or  to  a  vessel  built 
abroad,  as  they  would  to  our  own  registered 
shipping?  It  was,  indeed,  singular  that  gentle- 
men, who  represented  that  portion  of  the  people 
of  the  United  States  who  were  the  almost  exclu- 
sive ship-builders,  should  feel  a  hesitation  in  em- 
bracing this  proposition. 

Mr.  duiNCY  conceived  that  this  was  a  propo- 
sition which  more  properly  belonged  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  Commerce  and  Manufactures  as  a  per- 
manent commercial  regulation ;  and,  indeed,  he 
had  understood  that  that  committee  had  this  sub- 
ject under  consideration.  Some  exception,  too, 
ought  to  be  made  in  favor  of  sea-letter  vessels, 
now  owned  by  citizens  of  the  United  States,  to 
prevent  the  law  having  a  retrospective  operation* 

Mr.  Taylor  said  he  should  nave  no  objection  ^ 
to  an  amendment  which  should  make  an  excep- 
tion in  favor  of  sea-letter  vessels  now  owned  by 
American  citizens.  But  if  the  door  were  left  open 
to  all  sea-letter  vessels,  there  might  be  persons  who 
would  be  very  willing  to  lend  a  cover  to  the  ships 
of  Britain,  France,  or  any  other  nation,  provided 
they  got  handsome  commissions  for  lending  the 
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American  name.  He  wished  not  to  leave  room 
for  the  abuse  heretofore  charged  upon  us  of  cov- 
ering foreign  vesi«els  with  our  Character. 

Mr.  LivERMORC  moved  to  strilte  out  the  4th  sec- 
tion. His  reason  was  that  in  practice  no  benefi- 
cial effect  would  be  produced  to  our  own  mer- 
chants, and  much  injury  might  result.  Though 
in  theory,  registered  vessels  of  the  United  States 
were  built  and  wholly  owned  by  American  citi- 
zens, yet  in  practice,  registered  and  sea-letter  ves- 
sels were  in  some  cases  equally  owned  by  foreign- 
ers ;  and  it  was  impossible  by  law  to  prevent  lor- 
ei^ners  from  having  a  concern  in  them.  As 
this  section  therefore  would  be  inoperative  or  use- 
less, he  moved  to  strike  it  out. 

Mr.  LivERM0RE*s  motion  was  negatived,  24 
only  rising  in  the  affirmative. 

The  fifth  section  was  read.  [This  section  pro- 
vides that  no  goods,  wares,  or  merchandise,  what- 
ever, being  of  the  growth,  produce,  or  manufacture 
of  Great  Britain  or  France,  or  any  of  their  colo- 
nies or  dependencies,  shall  be  imported  into  the 
United  States  after  the  15ih  day  of  April  next,  in 
any  manner,  from  any  port  or  place  other  than  in 
the  countries,  colonies,  or  dependencies  of  those 
Powers  in  which  such  goods  shall  have  been 
grown  or  manufactured] 

Mr.  Chittenden,  after  a  few  remarks,  moved 
to  amend  the  section  by  adding  to  it  a  clause  to 
the  following  effect : 

**  Provided,  That  nothing  in  this  act  contained  thall 
be  so  construed  as  to  prohibit  the  importation  of  salt 
from  any  port  in  Great  Britain  or  France  and  their  de- 
pendencies." 

Mr.  PicKMAN  moved  to  strike  out  the  whole 
section,  because  he  conceived  it  utterly  impossi- 
ble to  carry  it  into  effect  if  adopted,  and  it  did  not 
comport  with  the  declarations  of  gentlemen  that 
they  were  desirous  of  doing  away  all  restriction 
on  ourselves.  In  case  of  a  war  between  England 
and  the  Powers  in  the  North  of  Europe,  prize 
cargoes  might  be  purchased  to  great  advantage 
by  our  citizens  in  the  Baltic  or  elsewhere ;  but 
this  bill  would  prohibit  their  importation,  although 
British  goods  might  be  scarce  here,  and  serious 
inconveniences  ensue  from  their  scarcity.  Whe- 
ther such  a  traffic  would  be  of  advantage  or  not, 
it  would  be  almost  impossible  to  prevent  it.  Mr. 
P.  mentioned  an  instance  in  which  he  himself 
had  lately  seen  goods  with  French  marks  on  a 
merchant's  counter;  and  that,  when  expressing 
surprise  at  seeing  French  goods  here  in  the  pre- 
sent state  of  commerce,  he  had  been  told  that  they 
were  English  goods  marked  by  the  British  manu- 
facturers with  French  marks,  with  a  view  of  fa- 
cilitating their  introduction  into  countries  where 
the  importation  of  British  goods  was  not  by  the 
laws  permitted.  This  section  be  also  conceived 
would  further  tend  to  increase  the  practice  of 
smuggling. 

Mr.  Taylor  asked  the  gentleman  whether  the 
merchant,  on  a  voyage  to  obtain  British  or  French 
goods  for  the  supply  of  his  neighbors,  would  send 
to  St.  Petersburg,  or  Stockholm,  or  to  Archangel, 
round  the  northern  point  of  the  Continent,  for 


these  British  goods,  when  he  could  get  them  so 
nuidi  less  circuitously  ?  No  system  which  ever 
was  adopted  (said  Mr.  T.]f  could  embrace  extreme 
cases.  We  are  now  legislating  to  insure  a  good 
bargain  to  the  merchant  who  may  happen  to  be 
at  St.  Petersburg  when  a  cargo  is  coDdemoed. 
The  supposition  of  such  a  case  indeed  is  too  sab- 
limated ;  for,  in  case  of  such  a  war,  the  people  ia 
the  north  of  Europe,  not  receiving  British  goods 
through  a  direct  cnannel,  would  give  at  least  as 
much  for  the  prize  goods  as  our  merchants  could. 
But,  to  come  nearer  home,  let  us  take  Amelia 
island,  Halifax  or  any  other  port  in  the  British 
Provinces.  Suppose  this  section  were  struck  oot 
of  the  bill — what  would  be  the  coasequence? 
Great  Britain  would  say  ^  you  shall  not  enter  oar 
ports ;  true,  we  want  your  produce  and  want  yoa 
to. take  our  manufactures;  the  exchange  is  con- 
venient to  us,  but  you  shall  not  have  the  monop- 
oly of  carrying  it  on ;  you  shall  not  touch  our 
ports  in  Europe,  but  we  will  leave  Halifax  open 
to  you."  Why  sir,  we  should  revert  to  the  very 
state  of  things  from  which  we  are  eodearoring 
to  extricate  ourselves.  That  would  be  the  effect 
of  striking  out  the  section.  It  was  the  object  of 
the  committee  who  reported  this  bill  so  to  place 
this  system  that,  in  the  retaliation  which  might 
be  made  by  Great  Britain,  if  any  were  attempted, 
she  should  have  no  advantages,  but  should  do  it 
at  her  peril ;  that  every  step  of  retaliation  should 
serve  as  a  bounty  to  the  manufacturing  interest 
now  springing  up  among  us ;  that  we  should  affect 
her  somewhere,  whatever  course  she  should  take. 
I  do  not  say  but  there  may  be  defects  in  the  bill, 
but  this  is  not  one.  It  is  to  prevent  any  interme- 
diate British  port  from  being  made  the  enlrtpd 
for  the  exchange  of  our  produce  for  her  manu- 
factures. The  same  observations  will  apply  with 
equal  force  to  any  commerce  which  may  exist 
between  this  country  and  France.  She  has  islands 
in  the  West  Indies  which  might  be  lised  for  the 
same  purpose. 

Mr.  Garoenibr  asked  if  it  was  the  intention  of 
the  committee  to  prohibit  the  importation  of  Bri- 
tish or  French  goods  from  neutral  ports? 

Mr.  Taylor.    Undoubtedly  it  is. 

Mr.  Sheffey  remarked  that  this  was  a  compli- 
cated bill,  and  required  mature  consideration. 
As  the  Committee  had  progressed  considerably, 
he  moved  that  it  now  rise  to  ^ive  an  opportunity 
to  reflect  at  leisure  on  its  various  provisions. 

Mr.  Macon  said  he  had  no  objection  to  give 
time  for  consideration,  and  that  the  Committee 
should  rise  for  that  purpose.  But  he  hoped  the 
Committee  would  to-morrow  again  resume  the 
subject,  and  decide  on  the  bill  as  early  as  possible, 
as  the  non-intercourse  law  at  present  in  existence 
was  daily  evaded. 

The  Committee  rose,  reported  progpress,  and  ob- 
tained leave  to  sit  again. 

CONTESTED  ELECTION. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  on  the  report  of  the  Committee  of 
Elections,  in  the  case  of  the  contested  election  of 
Jonathan  Jennings,  the  Delegate  from  the  Terri- 
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tory  oflndiana ;  aDd,after  some  time  spent  therein , 
the  Committee  rose,  and  reported  to  the  House 
their  agreement  to  the  resolution  therein  con- 
tainedf  in  the  words  following,  to  wit : 

Resolved,  That  the  election  held  for  a  Delegate  to 
CongreM  for  the  Indiana  Territory,  on  the  S2d  May, 
1809,  heing  without  aathority  of  law,  is  void ;  and  con- 
sequently the  seat  of  Jonathan  Jennings,  as  a  Delegate 
for  that  Territory,  hereby  declared  to  be  vacant. 

The  House  proceeded  to  consider  the  report  of 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole;  when  an  adjourn- 
ment was  called  for,  and  carried. 


TnBBDAY,  January  9. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Whitman, 

Resolved^  That  a  committee  be  appointed  to 
inquire  into  the  expediency  of  altering  the  times 
for  holding  the  two  terms  of  the  district  court  for 
the  district  of  Maine,  now  by  law  holden  on  the 
last  Tuesday  of  Mi^  and  the  first  Tuesday  of  Sep- 
tember; so  that  the  former  shall  hereafter  be  holden 
on  the  fourth  Tuesday  of  June,  and  the  latter  on 
the  second  Tuesday  of  September;  and  that  the 
committee  have  leave  to  report  by  bill  or  other- 
wise. 

Ordered^  That  Mr.  Whitman,  Mr.  Hdptt,  and 
Mr.  Shcfpey,  be  appointed  a  committee,  pursuant 
to  the  said  resolution. 

The  Speaker  laid  before  the  House  a  letter 
from  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  transmitting  his 
report  made  in  obedience  to  the  act  of  the  21st  of 
April,  1808,  entitled  '^  An  act  concerning  public 
contracts ;"  which  was  read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on 
the  table. 

An  engrossed  bill  to  revive  and  continue  in 
force,  for  a  further  time,  the  first  section  of  an  act, 
?niilled  ^^  An  act  further  to  protect  the  commerce 
ind  seamen  of  the  United  States  against  the^Bar- 
:»ary  Powers,''  was  read  the  third  time,  and  psnsed. 

The  House  proceeded  to  consider  the  unfinished 
>usiness  of  yesterday,  respecting  the  contested 
election  of  Jonathan  Jennings;  when,  on  motion 
if  Mr.  Gholson,  the  further  consideration  of  the 
eport  was  postponed  until  to-morrow. 

AMERICAN  NAVIGATION  ACT. 

The  House  again  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
nittee  of  the  Whole,  on  the  bill  concerning  com- 
nercial  intercourse  with  Qreat  Britain  and  France, 
ind  their  dependencies,  and  for  other  purposes. 
dr.   Pickman's  motion  yet  under  consideration. 

Messrs.  Pickman,  Livermore,  Potter,  and 
Eloss,  supported,  and  Messrs.  Macon.  Fisk,  Shef- 
*EY,  and  Tatlob,  opposed  the  motion. 

Those  who  supported  the  motion  contended 
hat  the  5th  section  of  the  bill,  having  for  its  ob- 
ect  the  prohibition  of  the  importation  from  neu- 
ral countries  of  goods,  the  produce  or  manufac- 
ure  of  France  or  England,  and  also  the  importa- 
ion  from  the  colonies  of  the  belligerents  of  the 
iroduce  or  manufacture  of  the  mother  countries, 
ind  vice  versa,  was  inexpedient  in  practice,  and 
;ouid  not  be  executed  ;  that  it  woula  be  impossi- 
ble to  distinguish  between  the  productions  of 
lifferent  countries;  that  it  was  a  notorious  fact 


that  large  quantities  of  produce  were  daily  im« 
ported  through  St.  Bartholomew's,  which,  being 
a  small  island,  it  was  known  was  not  capable  of 
producing  the  quantities  of  produce  exported  from 
It — but  that  it  was  and  always  would  be  impossi- 
ble to  distinguish  between  the  produce  or  that 
island  and, those  contiguous  to  it;  that  salt,  for 
example,  was  an  article,  the  place  of  manufacture 
of  which  could  never  be  ascertained;  that  this 
section  would  in  this  respect  possess  the  inconve- 
niences of  the  non-intercourse  law ;  as  it  could 
not  be  carried  into  execution;  that  if  one  bellig- 
erent, viz:  Great  Britain,  were  to  rescind  its  de- 
crees, and  intercourse  was  to  be  renewed  with  the 
nation  so  doing,  the  produce  of  the  colonies  of 
France  ipight  be  innocently  purchased  at  British 
ports  as -the  produce  of  the  latter;  that  there  were 
certain  articles  of  English  manufacture,  viz:  low 
priced  woollens,  which  were  almost  necessaries 
of  life,  and  as  such  would  find  their  way  into  the 
country ;  that  this  section  was  at  war  with  the 
other  principles  of  the  bill,  which  were  said  to  be 
to  remove  the  restrictions  from  our  own  citizens 
and  impose  them  on  the  citizens  of  France  and 
Great  Britain  ;  that  many  evils  would  result  from 
this  section  which  could  not  now  be  foreseen.  It 
was  also  said  that  the  principle  of  regulating 
commerce  on  the  ocean  by  such  provisions  was 
absurd ;  that  it  would  he  curious  to  hear  of  Louis 
XVIII.  issuing  decrees  for  the  Government  of 
France,  which  would  be  food  for  laughter  for 
Napoleon ;  that  we  should  act  equally  absurdly 
in  passing  such  provisions  as  these  which  could 
not  prove  efifectual ;  that  the  whole  bill  might  be 
a  pretty  thing  in  theory,  like  the  plan  of  a  build- 
ing or  chart  of  a  road — ^but,  when  reduced  to  prac- 
tice, would  amount  to  nothing. 

To  this  it  was  replied  by  the  opponents  of  the 
motion  for  striking  out  the  5th  section,  that  the 
whole  bill  might  not  be  perfect,  or  might  not 
comprehend  such  a  system  as  in  a  dififerent  state 
of  tne  country  and  of  the  world  ought  to  be 
adopted ;  that  the  great  objection  to  the  first  sec- 
tions of  the  bill  had  been  that  their  provisions 
would  probably  be  met  by  a  countervailing  policy 
on  the  part  of  the  belligerents  which  might  be  car- 
ried into  eflfect  in  two  ways — by  restrictive  regu- 
lations, or  by  additional  duties;  that  this  5th  sec- 
tion had  been  incorporated  in  the  bill  for  the  ex- 
press purpose  of  meeting  the  first  mode  of  retali- 
ation, and  of  keeping  the  carriage  of  our  produce 
in  the  hands  of  our  own  merchants  exclusively; 
that  if  the  importation  of  the  manufactures  of 
Great  Britain  was  permitted  from  any  port  what- 
ever of  her  dependencies,  she,  having  Canada. 
Nova  Scotia,  and  her  West  India  islands,  woula 
exclude  our  vessels  from  Eneland,  send  her  man- 
ufactures to  those  colonies,  throw  the  whole  car- 
riage int^  the  handsof  the  British  merchant,  and 
compel  our  merchants  to  become  mere  coasters; 
that  the  efiect  of  this  section  would  be,  that  she 
might  send  as  m^nj  of  her  manufactures  as  she 
pleased  to  her  colonies,  but  that  they  could  not  be 
imported  here ;  that  if  this  section  could  not  be 
executed,  the  United  States  would  be  just  in  the 
situation  in  which  they  now  are  with  the  non-in« 
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tercoarse  law,  and  the  question  would  then  come 
before  them  either  to  declare  war  or  relax  even 
from  this  measure ;  that  a  subsequent  section  of 
the  bill  made  provisions  for  the  execution  of  the 
5th ;  that  there  was  no  doubt  however  but  this 
law  would  be  better  executed  than  the  non -inter- 
course law,  because  it  would  not  be  the  interest 
of  the  merchant  to  violate  it;  that  the  argument 
for  striking  out  the  section,  because  it  possibly 
might  be  violated,  would  be  equally  strong  if 
urged  as  a  motive  for  the  abolition  of  all  our  rev- 
enue laws,  because  they  made  a  difference  in  duty 
on  articles  exported  from  different  places ;  that^ 
although  some  articles  could  not  be  identified  with 
the  places  of  their  growth  or  manufacture,  yet 
nineteen-twentieths  could;  that  if  the  section 
were  to  be  struck  out,  the  bill  itself  should  be  re- 
jected, for  it  would  then  be  a  milk  and  water 
measure  indeed ;  and  if  the  bill  were  to  pass  with- 
out it,  all  the  commerce  of  the  United  States 
would  be  thrown  into  the  hands  of  Great  Britain, 
as  well  as  all  the  profit  derived  from  the  transport- 
ation of  it. 

In  the  debate  on  thi^;  motion  were  mingled  many 
general  remarks  and  observations  on  the  principle 
of  the  bill. 

Mr.  SsYBEBT. — Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  unaccus- 
tomed to  public  speaking,  and.  therefore,  reluc- 
tantly lay  before  this  honorable  Committee  the 
sentiments  and  opinions  which  I  entertain  on  the 
bill  now  under  discussion.  My  duty  impels  me 
to  exhibit  to  the  American  people  in  general,  and 
to  my  constituents  in  particular,  the  principles 
which  actuate  and  govern  my  decisions  as  one 
of  the  representatives  of  the  people.  I  hope  the 
Committee  will  indulge  me  lor  a  few  moments 
with  their  attention. 

It  cannot  be  denied  that  all  the  commercial 
regulations  of  the  United  States  materially  affect 
the  district  which  I  have  the  honor  to  represent 
in  this  assembly.  It  would  be  a  useless  task  to  de- 
tail the  extent  of  the  commerce  of  the  city  of  Phil- 
adelphia, it  is  well  known  in  all  parts  of  the  civil- 
ized world ;  from  that  port  the  American  flag  has 
proceeded  to  the  remotest  regions.  I  do  acknowl- 
edge that  the  city  of  Philadelphia,  in  common 
with  every  part  of  the  United  States,  owes  much 
of  its  prosperity  to  commerce;  from  this  circum* 
stance  it  may  be  inferred  that  I  should  on  all  oc- 
casioosy  and  at  all  hazards,  step  forth  as  one  of 
the  champions  of  any  commercial  system  which, 
in  the  least  of  its  features,  bore  a  semblance  in 
favor  of  mercantile  interest.  To  this  I  answer, 
sir,  that  every  vote  which  I  shall  give  in  this 
House  shall  be  pronounced  upon  principles  which 
I  can  reconcile  to  my  judgment,  and  which  my 
reason  shall  proclaim  to  me  to  be  right.  I  eon- 
aider  the  lucre  gained  by  commerce  or  any  other 
branch  of  industry,  as  sordid  and  beneath  the 
dignity  of  freemen,  when  it  is  to  be  obtained  at 
the  expense  of  national  honor  and  sovereignty. 
Whenever|  sir,  I  can  support  any  commercial 
regulation  of  an  opposite  tendency,  it  shall  re- 
ceive my  warmest  approbation.  I  maintain  the 
doctrine  that  "the  only  sure  foundation  of  com- 
mercial prosperity,  is  national  independence  and 


civil  liberty."  These  sentiments,  if  I  mistab 
not,  comport  with  the  true  character  of  a  repaid 
lican  legislator,  and  they  are  generally  adopted 
by  the  friends  of  my  ceuntry.  It  is  proper  that 
the  provisions  in  the  b»il  should  now  be  examined; 
for  this  purpose  I  will  take  a  review  of  such  see- 
tions  of  it  as  seem  to  me  to  be  connected  vitk 
the  great  principle  in  question. 

In  the  5th  secuan  of  this  bill  iu  oftost  proni- 
nent  features  are  apparent.  As  this  section  is 
now  under  consideration,  I  will  proceed  to  state 
the  view  which  I  have  conceived  of  the  systeia 
contemplated  by  the  bill. 

By  the  5th  section  a  direct  trade  between  the 
American  Stales  and  Britain  and  her  depeodeo- 
cies,  and  also  a  direct  trade  with  France  and  her 
dependencies,  is  declared  to  be  adoMssible,  proTi- 
ded  that  said  trade  shall  be  carried  on  in  vesseb 
wholly  owned  by  American  citizens. 

The  9th  section  contains  a  revoking  clause, 
which,  in  case  Great  Britain  and  France  or 
either  of  them  shall  rescind  the  restrictions  whick 
they  have  respectively  laid  upon  our  commeree, 
enables  the  President  to  make  void  the  conditioa 
contained  in  the  5th  section,  whereby  the  nece^ 
sity  of  the  vessels  bein^  wholly  American,  ia 
which  such  trade  is  carried  on,  is  done  awajr;  so 
that  the  vessels  of  either  nation  so  rescindisg 
may  freely  enter  our  ports  and  harbors,  with  or 
without  cargoes,  as  was  the  case  before  such  r^ 
strictions  were  laid. 

What  will  this  nation  gain  by  the  passiog  of 
this  bill?  Or,  rather  let  me  ask,  what  shall  w( 
lose  by  such  proceedings  ?  I  could  readi l^r  an- 
swer this  question,  by  declaring  it  as  my  opiaioo, 
that  the  act  itself  would  be  a  direet  submission  to 
the  views  and  interests  of  one  of  the  great  bel- 
ligerent Powers — I  meanQreat  Britain.  In  fact, 
we  should  thereby  prostrate  the  national  sove^ 
eignty.  Whether  we  enrich  England,  at  the  ex- 
pense of  our  neglected  industry,  is  a  matter  of 
small  consideration.  But  when  we  do  it  at  the 
expense  of  our  sovereignty,  it  is  a  blow  whieh 
divides  the  roots — the  tree  falls  never  to  riie 
again.  Any  ^ain  to  this  nation  which  the  sup- 
porters of  this  bill  can  assert  to  be  the  conse- 
quence of  its  passage,  is  entirely  imaginary.  A 
pretended  advantage  is  that  of  confining  the  uade 
to  our  own  vessels.  This  is  mere  i)retence;  ibr 
it  is  well  known  that  British  agents  fhemselres 
do  now.  and  ever  will  give  a  preference  to  a 
trade  with  our  ships  as  long  as  there  is  a  dis- 
criminating duty  in  their  favor.  The  doctrioe 
of  the  British  is,  bring  your  raw  materials  and 
take  away  our  nranufactures.  It  would  be  well 
enough,  if  both  England  and  France  would 
agree  to  the  terms  therein  expressed;  but  is  it 
probable  th^t  they  will  ?  I,  for  my  part,  think 
they  wilt  not.  What  change  of  measures  has 
taken  place  in  the  European  councils  to  induce 
this  change  in  our  commercial  system  1  It  oaaf 
be  just  to  remark  that  I  am  no  advocate  for  the 
present  non-intercourse  law;  fori  believe  it  to 
be  worse  than  nothing.  But,  will  the  passage  of 
the  bill  in  question  make  things  better?  I  think 
it  will  not.    Have  Britain  and  France  become 
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more  just  as  respects  our  commercial  rights? 
Gaa  we  persuade  ourseWes  that  Great  Britain 
will  permit  our  vessels  to  pass  to  the  ContiDent 
unmolested?  Again,  what  assurances  hare  we 
that  the  vessels  and  cargoes  which  might  arrive 
in  France  will  be  received  and  respected?  This 
is  inconceivable  to  me,  aikl  must  only  be  the 
reverie  of  a  fertile  imagination.  Past  experi- 
ence should  prove  to  us  the  delusion  of  such  a 
doctrine ;  we  cannot  deduce  such  inferences  fro;m 
the  data,  detailed  in  the  letters  of  Jackson  and 
Champagny,as  communicated  to  us  in  the  Presi- 
dent's Message  of  November  last. 

Tfcat  Great  Britain  will  not  permit  the  opera- 
tion of  this  bill,  as  respects  the  Continent  of 
Europe,  must  be  evident  to  every  reflecting  mind 
who  will  take  the  pains  to  collect  the  facts  de- 
tailed in  the  debates  of  (be  House  of  Commons 
prior  to  our  independence;  she  evinced  an  hoa^ 
tility  to  the  progress  of  these  States,  as  respects 
her  commerce  and  manufactures,  as  early  as  the 
year  1763.  It  is  unnecessary  for  me  to  relate  the 
particnl^  restrictions;  they  may  be  seen  by  re- 
ferring to  Parliamentary  debates,  vol.  28,  p.  207. 
I  will  also  refer  you  to  the  questions  proposed  to 
the  celebrated  Franklin  by  the  Britisn  House  of 
Commons;  the  questions  prove  the  uneasiness  of 
the  Qovernment,  fearing  that  we  should  meet 
with  success  in  our  manufactures,  and  the  an- 
swers do  immortal  honor  to  the  American  patriot. 
At  this  period  it  was  a  popular  sentiment  in  Great 
Britain,  concerning  these  States,  then  colonies, 
^that  evervthing  was  to  be  dreaded  from  their 
increase  of  population  and  skill  in  agriculture, 
the  arts,  and  manufitctures."  As  early  as  the 
year  1750.  the  British  Parliaioent  enacted,  that 
ao  slitting^  mill  or  forge,  or  any  iron  works,  snoold 
be  established  in  America.  The  British  have 
sver  been  desirous  to  keep  us  in  the  "gristle,"  and 
were  intent  upon  preventing  our  ever  hardening 
into  manhood.  They  always  entertained  views 
squally  hostile  towards  Ireland;  and  their  system 
>f  oppression  is  continued,  although  they  have 
ncorporated  Ireland  as  a  part  of  the  British  em- 
>ire.  Can  we  for  a  moment  suppose  that  she 
low  will  favor  our  commercial  intercourse  ?  We 
tannot  for  a  moment  allow  that  Great  Britain 
irill  adroit  our  communication  with  the  Conti- 
lent  of  Europe,  unless  under  her  infernal  system 
}f  granting  a  license  to  trade.  Permit  me  to 
ake  a  short  review  of  the  principles  and  prae- 
ice  adopted  on  these  occasions.  How  ill-founded 
n  principle  to  carry  on  a  trade  with  nations  with 
vhom  they  are  at  war,  and  to  interdict  the  same 
rade  to  neutrals,  unless  they  act  under  a  special 
ieense !  Tbi^  is  in  direct  proof  that  ^  self-interet 
is,  amorrg  nations,  certainly  the  great  moving 
principle;  no  national  measure,  perhaps,  is,  at 
any  time,  the  result  of  pure  generosity  or  good 
will."  Forged  papers  are- issued,  and  vessels  ar- 
ive  from  one  European  port  ia  another,  in  the 
lourse  of  a  few  days,  as  if  they  bad  been  carried 
}y  macic  influence  across  the  wide  spreading  wa- 
ers  of  the  ocean,  from  the  United  States.  Can 
re,  for  a  moment,  think  of  a  submission  like 
his  1    Our  national  sovereignty  is  thereby  relia* 


quisbed;  we  are  degraded  beneath  the  rank  of 
colonies ;  nevertheless,  some  of  our  merchants, 
who  pretend  to  reputation  and  character,  do  not 
hesitate  to  accede  to  the  terms  of  this  diabolical 
system  of  oppression.  Under  a  state  of  things 
like  this,  who  can  pretend  thttt  "virtue  is  hon- 
ored, and  vice  always  detested,"  or  that,  as  repub- 
lican citizens,  *^we  fear  blame  more  than  punish- 
ment ?"  Facts  have  lately  been  published  which 
prove  to  what  extent  this  fraud  on  nations  is  car- 
ried in  Britain.  I  will  call  to  your  recollection 
the  case  of  "  the  Good  Hope,  a  neutral  vessel, 

*  laden  with  brandy  and  bound  from  Rochelle  ta 
^  Hull ;  she  was  captured  and  sent  into  England ; 
'  she  was  tried  on  tne  7th  of  November  last  before 
'  the  British  Admiralty  Court ;  her  license  had 

*  expired,  but  Sir  William  Scott  observed,  that 
^  under  the  obstructions  existing  in  respect  to  the 

*  commerce  of  England,  the  most  liberal  construc- 
'  tion  should  be  given  to  the  licenses.    She  waa 

*  therefore  restor^,  payiog  the  captor's  expenaes." 
The  Mercury,  under  similar  eircttmslaaoes,  was 
tried  at  the  same  lime,  and  was  restored  with 
freight  and  expenses.  What  American  who  has 
ever  beard  of  the  spirit  of  1776,  would  not  resist 
such  infrinffements  of  neutral'  rights^  ai»d  such 
violations  of  sovereignty?  This  state  of  thin^ 
reminds  me  of  the  answer  made  by  Anacharsis 
to  Solon,  when  he  conversed  with  him  about  his 
intended  reformation  in  the  State:  **Alas?'8aid 
he,  "all  your  laws  will  be  found  to  resemble  spi- 

*  der  webs;  the  weak  and  small  flies  will  be  caugnt. 
'  and  entangled,  but  the  great  and  powerful  will 
'  always  have  strength  enough  to  break  through.'* 
Should  this  bill  finally  pass  this  House,  I  think 
we  may  reasonably  conclude  that  the  following 
will  certainly  be  some  of  the  consequences  of  its 
adoption. 

Our  sovereignty  being  thus  prostrated,  the  lioni 
once  laid  low,  wnl  resume  his  dominion,  and  tri- 
umphantlv  tyrannize  over  all  mankind.  The 
banners  of  Britain,  with  her  system  of  oppres- 
sion, will  be  carried  from  pole  to  pole ;  her  former 
restless  colonies  will  not  pass  jin observed.  Let 
me  ask,  would  it  not  be  more  becoming  the  dig- 
nity of  a  weak  nation,  by  a  voluntary  offer  on 
her  part,  to  reassume  her  former  secondary  char- 
acter ?  We  might  then  have  some  pretensions  Iq 
the  protection  and  mercy  of  our  ancient  parent 
State;  nay,  we  might  deceive  the  world,  hy  de- 
claring that  it  was  the  wish  of  the  majority  of 
the  sovereign  .people. 

The  passage  or  this  bill  will  certainly  lead  to 
a  war  with  one  or  both  of  the  great  belligefent 
Powers  of  Europe,  for,  according  to  the  Orders 
ta  Gaaoctl,  we  dare  aot  trade  with  France  and 
her  dependencies;  according  to  the  decrees  of 
France,  wt  dare  aot  trade  with  Cheat  Britain 
and  her  dependencies.  This  bUl  admits  of  a  trade 
with  both  Powers,  under  the  reatriotion,  that  it 
is  done  by  meaas  ef  vessels  wholly  American. 
Since  neither  of  the  belligereats  will  rescind 
their  orders  or  decrees  to  enforce  a  law  founded 
on  this  hill,  we  must  permit  our  merchantman  to 
arm  for  their  defence ;  the  consequence  of  which 
will  be  resistance  to  attacks  from  either  bellige- 
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rent.  Thus  shall  we  be  led  to  hostilities  with 
both  of  them.  I  am  opposed  to  this  system.  It 
is  well  for  us  to  avoid  a  contest  with  either  of 
them,  and  far  better  to  avoid  it  with  both. 

If  we  are  to  adopt  a  preference  in  favor  of  one 
or  oiher  of  the  belligerents,  since  they  will  not 
act  upon  fair  principles  themselves,  it  is  proper 
that  we  should  take  a  fair  view  of  the  American 
commerce  carried  on  with  Great  Britain,  and  that 
with  the  Continent  of  Europe.  It  is  ol  moment 
.to  determine  which  of  the  two  is  the  most  advan- 
tageous to  the  United  States.  This  can  only  be 
answered  by  taking  a  correct  view  of  the  extent 
and  importacce  of  each,  as  shall  be  demonstrated 
by  a  reference  to  the  amount  of  our  exports  and 
imports  to  and  from  each  of  those  countries.  We 
will  now  proceed  to  this  investigation ;  it  shall 
be  foundea  upon  the  official  reports  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury.  I  will  take  the  calcula- 
tions for  three  years— 1802,  1803,  and  1804. 

In  the  year  1808,  domestic  produce  was  exported  to 

Europe  to  the  amount  of  -        -  $36,180,000 

Foreign  articles  exported  same  year       -    35,776,000 


Total  amount  of  exports  from  the  United 
States  lor  1802        ....  $71,056,000 


In  the  year  1803,  domestic  articles  were  exported  from 

the  United  Sutee  amounting  to  •  $48,135,000 

Foreign  articles  exported  same  year        -    13,694,000 


Total  amount  of  exporto  lor  1803         -  $56,729,000 

Amount  of  domestic  articles  exported  from  the  United 

Sutet  to  Europe  in  1604    ...  $41,470,000 

Foreign  articles  exported  same  year        -    36,230,000 


Total  exports  for  1804 


-  $77,700,000 


Of  our  domestic  articles  in  the  year  1802,  Great  Brit- 
ain received  in  amount        .        .        -$19,014,943 
Foreign  articles 4,910,148 

Amount  toUl  for  1802  received  hj  Great 
Britain $23,925,091 

In  1803,  Great  Britain  received  of  domestic  articles 

„      .  $23,697,903 

r'oTtign 1,771,170 

Total  for  1803 $26,369,073 

In  1804,  Great  Britain  received  domestic  articles  to 

the  value  of $19,346,617 

'^^"•V^ 2,488,286 

Total  for  1804 $21,829,802 

Deducting  the  amount  of  exports,  both  domestic  and 

foreign,  which  Great  BriUin  receives  of  the  United 

States,  from  th^  amount  total  of  exports,  made  to 

Europe,  we  shall  find  the  balance  in  fovor  of  the 

Continent  as  follows : 

For  the  year  1802  ....  $48,p29,909 

1808  ....    30,869,927 

1804  ....    66,870,118 


So  that,  if  a  trade  had  been  carried  od  with 
Great  Britain,  and  that  with  the  Continent  had 
been  relinquisned  for  the  three  years  mentioned, 
we  should  have  sustain^  the  enormoas  loss  of 
profit,  arising  on  the  exports,  of  $134,229,964. 
This,  at  ten  per  cent.,  would  amount  to  very  little 
less  than  $14,000,000— nearly  $5,000,000  per  an- 
num. It  might  also  be  further  remarked,  that 
many  shipments  made  to  English  porta  do  not 
remain  in  Great  Britain,  they  are  frequently 
consigned  to  a  market  on  the  Continent,  the 
arrangement  being  an  accommodation  to  the 
convenience  of  commerce.  This  woald  consid- 
erably lessen  the  amount  of  British  comoleree 
with  the  United  States.  All  our  exporu  to  xbit 
Continent  remain  and  are  consumed  there. 

Independent  of  the  amount|  we  may  try  this 
question  in  another  way;  we  furnish  England 
with  raw  materials  necessary  to  her  existence; 
she  returns  to  us  those  materials  manufactured  *, 
thus  she  derives  a  considerable  profit  on  her  in- 
dustry, amounting  to  a  balance  of  $14,000,000 
annually  against  the  United  Slates,  according  to 
the  most  favorable  calculations.    We  might  our- 
selves, if  we  pursued  a  proper  svstem,  save  all 
this  to  the  State,  and  thus  should  we  be  more 
happY  and  independent.    There  are  two  ways  of 
effecting  this  great  purpose — ^first,  either  by  our 
abandoning  such  articles  as  are  not  necessary  to 
the  comforts  of  civilized  life,  of  which  there  are 
many ;  and,  secondly,  by  an  application  of  the 
industry  of  our  fellow-citizens  to  such  raw  mate- 
rials as  are  usually  shipped  to  England.     To  this 
last  I  should  give  the  preference,  and  we  must 
one  day  or  other  resort  to  it  if  we  wish  to  retain 
our  national  sovereignty.    All  writers  and  all 
nations  consider  a  system  of  national  industry, 
properly  directed,  as  the  true  source  of  national 
wealth  and  power.    In  proportion  as  we  are  in- 
dustrious, so  are  we  happy.  Man,  naturally  prone 
to  idleness,  is  too  apt  to  indulge,  and  thus  to  fall 
into  apathy  ill  becoming  his  nature.    By  rousing 
our  national  spirit,  and  exercising  oar  industry 
at  home,  we  snail  be  led  to  an  investigation  of 
our  internal  resources,  the  extent  of  which  we  are 
as  yet  unacquainted  with;  the  importance  of 
which  can  only  be  deduced  by  the  utilitv  and 
extensive  application  made  of  such  as  are  already 
known.  A  single  article  from  these  States  has 
been  known  to  confirm  the  reputation  and  fortune 
of  individuals  of  the  British  nation;  nay,  they 
have  been  deemed  objects  worthy  the  attention 
of  the  Parliament.    Situated  as  we  are,  I  am  as- 
tonished when  I  hear  it  so  frequently  reverber- 
ated from  the  walls  of  the  Capitol,  that  our  Trea- 
sury is  exhausted,  and  that  the  nation  must  suf- 
fer a  natural  death  for  the  want  of  resources. 
Providence  has  been  bountiful  in  giving  us  an 
over  proportion  of  the  most  valuable  articles 
which  nature  can  furnish  to  man,  to  supply  his 
necessities,  and  to  defend  himself  in  times  of  dan- 
ger.   We  have  been  negligent  of  them,  while 
Europeans  dispatch  persons  to  investigate  the 
regions  of  North  America.    Our  immense  forests 
will  furnish  timber  for  ship  building,  and  every 
other  purpose;  our  iron  mines  are  inexhaustible^ 
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md,  according  to  an  intelligent  writer,  'Mron 
QJaes  seem  to  be  put  into  men's  hands  as  the  in- 
trumeDts  of  their  own  independence;''  oar  beds 
»f  mineral  coal  are  not  yet  sufficiently  traced, 
ind  coal  has  been  emphatically  termed  ^*  the  soul 
Lod  mainspring  of  British  wealth."  It  would  be 
lo  endless  ta&k  to  recount  what  we  have.  I  ask 
rou  to  tell  me  what  useful  productions  we  have 

lOtl 

Our  population  is  already  considerably  and  the 
rentus  diffused  through  it  stands  unrivalled  by 
oreign  competitors.  The  true  spirit  of  liberty, 
bunded  upon  wisdom  and  principles  of  sound 
>olicy,  will  lead  the  persecuted  to  come  to  us 
rom  abroad,  and  the  mildness  and  equality  of  our 
aws  will  confirm  them  in  the  just  rights  of  men. 
}j  securing  to' them  every  blessing  which  civil 
iberty,  and  the  application  of  their  industry,  can 
urnish.  This  subject  is  inexhaustible;  to  the 
lation  it  is  all  important.  I  was  led  astray  by 
he  magnitude  of  tne  object,  and  ask  of  you  par- 
Ion  for  this  aberration.  Upon  the  internal  re- 
ources  are  based  the  glory,  the  happiness,  the 
prosperity,  and,  above  all,  the  independence  of 
oy  country.  This  is  my  apology  for  the  digres- 
ion.  I  shall  vote  against  the  bill.  It  was  my 
ntention  to  have  taken  a  minute  view  of  the  ten- 
lency  of  each  of  the  sections  of  this  bill.    This, 

concluded,  was  unnecessary,  as  in  my  opinion 
ts  provisions,  under  existing  circumstances,  can- 
lot  be  carried  into  operation.  Therefore,  I  have 
lirected  my  attention  to  the  general  principle 
ipon  which  it  is  founded ;  and  this  cannot  be  put 
Dto  practice.  Why,  then,  shall  we  pass  a  bill 
vbich  cannot  be  carried  into  operation? 

Mr.  Ross  viewed  it  in  the  same  light.  He  said 
t  was  a  truth  to  which  gentlemen  shut  their  eyes, 
>ut  of  which  they  as  well  as  the  people  would  be 
f  they  were  not  nowconvinced  that  nothing  short 
»f  actual  force  could  give  protection  to  commerce. 
Dstead  of  such  a  milk  and  water  measure  he 
vished  to  see  a  provision  authorizing  the  Presi- 
lent  to  fit  out  the  whole  Navy  of  the  United 
Uates  and  send  it  to  sea,  and  authorizing  the 
aerchants  to  arm  in  defence  of  their  lawful  com- 
aerce. 

Mr.  PoTTEtf  was  decidedly  opposed  to  the  bill ; 
le  conceived  it  would  produce  in  practice  a  com- 
pete embargo  and  non-intercourse. 

Mr.  Sheffbt  thought  it  the  best  measure  which, 
inder  the  present  circumstances,  could  be  adopted, 
md  pledged  himself  at  the  proper  time  to  prove  it. 

Mr.  FiSK  remarked  that  the  Committee  of  For- 
eign Relations,  in  performing  its  duty,  had  by  no 
Deans  prevented  the  adoption  of  any  measures 
ivhich  the  Army  or  Navy  committee  might  think 
>roper  to  recommend. 

Mr.  LivESMORB  repeated  his  idea,  expressed 
resterdar,  that  the  non-intercourse  law  was  not 
low  in  force  as  to  Qreat  Britain ;  because  it  had 
)een  legally  suspended,  and  could  not  be  renewed 
irithoat  legislative  sanction.  He  did  not  blame 
he  President  for  having  issued  the  proclamation 
}f  the  9th  August,  for  it  was  eertaialy  proper  that 
;he  fact.of  the  non-ratification  of  the  arrangement 


should  be  known  to  all,  that  they  might  govern 
themselves  accordinitly. 

The  Committee  rose  at  a  little  past  4  o*clock, 
without  taking  a  question  on  Mr.PiCKMAN's  mo- 
tion, reported  progress,  and  obtained  leave  to  sit 
again. 


Wednesday,  January  10. 

Mr.  Van  Horn  presented  a  petition  of  sundry 
inhabitants  of  the  City  of  Washington,  prayinff 
that  an  act  may  be  passed  directing  the  Marshal 
for  the  District  of  Columbia  to  receive  and  take 
into  his  custody  the  bodies  of  persons  taken  in 
execution  of  writs  of  capias  ad  Batisfaciendunif 
issued  on  judgments  rendered  by  a  single  magis- 
trate, in  cases  where  the  judgment  should  not 
exceed  twenty  dollars.— Referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee for  the  District  of  Columbia. 

AMERICAN  NAVIGATION  ACT. 

The  House  again  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole,  on  the  bill  concerning 
commercial  intercourse  with  Great  Britain  and 
France.  The  motion  for  striking  out  the  5th  sec- 
tion yet  under  consideration. 

Mr.  Montgomery  said,  that  upon  a  question  of 
so  much  national  importance  as  that  immediately 
under  consideration,  he  could  not  reconcile  it  to 
his  feelings  or  his  sense  of  duty  to  give  a  mere 
vote,  and  not  to  eive  his  views  of  the  subject. 
The  motion  to  strike  out  the  section  involved  in 
his  opinion  the  whole  merits  of  the  bill,  and  on 
motions  of  this  kind,  so  broad  in  their  effects,  a 
latitude  had  been  allowed  to  gentlemen,  and  they 
were  permitted  to  take  wide  range,  and  consider 
all  the  principles  contained  in  the  bill.  He  should, 
concisely,  take  this  course.  My  opinion,  said  he, 
is  that  the  more  deliberately  and  fully  the  princi- 
ples of  the  bill  shall  be  investigated,  and  its  bear- 
ings understood,  the  more  it  will  be  found  con- 
formable to  the  Message  of  the  President,  protec- 
tive of  the  honor  of  the  nation,  and  promotive  of 
its  commercial  interests. 

At  the  commencement  of  the  present  session 
we  received  a  Message  from  the  President.  Ex- 
amine the  ground  taken  in  the  Message,  and  par- 
ticularly that  part  of  it  referred  to  the  Committee 
of  Foreign  Relations,  and  compare  it  with  the 
principles  of  the  bill,  and  it  will  be  found  that 
the  one  is  strictly  conformable  with  the  other. 
The  President  informed  us  he  had  broken  off  all 
further  communication  with  Francis  James  Jack- 
son, the  British  Minister,  in  consequence  of  hit 
insolent  and  intolerant  conduct,  but  that  he  had 
left  the  way  still  open  for  the  negotiation  through 
any  other  organ ;  that  he  was  still  readv  to  re- 
ceive communications  tbrouffh  any  other  less 
offensive  accredited  person,  who  should  conduct 
himself  with  proper  decorum  and  decency.  This 
certainly  is  not  a  war  stand.  The  Presideiit. 
like  his  predecessor,  is  for  keeping  the  door  still 
open  for  amicable  adjustment  of  our  differences 
with  the  belligerents,  and  avoiding  a  state  of  war 
as  long  as  is  consistent  with  national  honor.  This 
is  the  policy  adopted  in  the  Message,  and  there  is 
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Doitbing  in  the  bill  rnconsisteDt  witk  this  policy. 
Again :  ihe  Presideot  states,  in  his  Message,  the 
dimcaity,  nay,  almost  the  impracticability  of  en- 
forcing the  non-intercourse  law;  but  it  certainly 
cannot  be  considered  from  any  part  of  the  Mes- 
sage that,  in  the  event  of  the  repeal  of  the  non- 
intercourse  there  is  nothing  to  be  substituted. 
To  carry  on  nes^otiation,  and  to  aid  it,  this  bill 
has  been  thougkt  proper  to  be  introduced.  Our 
commerce  has  been  attacked  by  French  decrees 
and  British  orders.  This  bill  proposes  resistance, 
and  a  determination  that,  in  defiance  of  these 
decrees  and  orders,  we  will  have  commerce. 

The  first  great  question  to  be  negotiated  be- 
tween Great  Britain  and  the  United  States  is  the 
outrage  on  the  Chesapeake.    The  honor  of  the 
nation  is  most  materially  involved  in  this  atro- 
cious act.    I  ask  gentlemen  if  they  are  prepared 
to  abandon  entirely  all  idea  of  reparation  for  this 
base,  cowardly,  and  murderous  attack?    If  not, 
they  roust  give  their  consent  to  the  first  and  sec- 
ond sections  of  the  bill,  because  they  have  an  en- 
tire and  intimate  connezioo  with  that  affair. 
When  that  infamous  outrage  was  committed, 
what  was  the  measure  promptly  adopted  by  the 
then  President?    To  interdict,  by  proclamation, 
the  armed  vcfisels  of  the  British  from  entering 
our  waters.    When  Mr.  Rose  came  here  he  made 
it,  at  first,  a  aine  wa  non  that  the  proclamation 
should  be  suspended  before  reparation  should  be 
made;  but,  afterwards,  he  did  consent  that  the 
withdrawing  the  proclamation  and  the  reparation 
should  be  contemporaneous,  provided  our  Gov- 
ernment would  first,  as  a  reparation  due  to  the 
British  nation,  make  a  degrading  concession  for  the 
molestation  of  the  boats  at  Hampton,  a^d  should 
further,  basely  concede  that  the  men  taken  out  of 
the  Chesapeake  were  British  deserters.    Theae 
disgraceful  concessions  our  Executive  would  not, 
nay,  could  not  make.    Of  course,  the  negotiation 
was  broken  off,  and  Mr.  Rose  returned,  as  it  must 
have  been  originally  designed  by  the  British  Min* 
iatry  he  should,  without  making  any  atonement. 
Reparation  is  then  offered  in  the  arrangement 
with  Mr.  £U«kine.    Tbat  act  is  disavowed,  and 
at  this  moment  atonement  remains  to  be  made. 
Congress,  after  the  arrangement  with  Mr.  E.,  by 
a  law  of  last  session,  under  a  full  confidence  that 
England  would  not  be  guilty  of  a  violatioa  of 
£iith,  which  has  few  parallels  in  histor]^,  with- 
drew the  interdiction.    As  we  are  preoisejv  in 
the  situation  with  regard  to  the  affair  of  the  Ches- 
apeake, we  were  in  at  the  time  of  the  issiiing  of 
the  proclamation  of  the  President,  the  first  and 
second  sections  of  the  bill  then  propose  to  pot  the 
country  in  the  precise  state  tt  was  in  at  the  time 
prior  to  the  arrangement  with  Mr.  Erskine.^  But 
it  not  only  restores  that  state  of  things,  bat  is  pre> 
cautionary  as  to  the  futwe.-    It  has  been  well 
observed,  sir,  that  if  these  scetioDs  are  stricken 
out,  and  British  vessels  permitted  to  enter  our 
waters,  they  would  come  into  our  ports  before 
our  towns  without  resistance.    If  eiytranee  into 
our  waters  be  interdicted,  their  very  approaeh 
may  be  rendered  more  difficult,  and  by  reaistanee 
prevented  altogether.    We  are  all  well  aware  that 


the  Copenhagen  firebraand  is  ^11  among  us,  en- 
joy ing  Anglo-American  hospitality.  Were  we 
to  strike  out  the  first  and  second  sections  of  tbe 
bill,  in  this  view  of  the  subject,  our  seaports  might 
be  endangered.  I,  theremre,  consider  the  firtt 
and  second  sections  of  the  bill  important  in  rela- 
tion to  the  affair  of  the  Chesapeake ;  and,  also, 
as  a  precautionary  measure  with  relation  to  the 
safety  of  our  seaports,  and  as  it  regards  too  tbe 
honor  ofHhe  nation. 

With  respect  to  the  third  section,  and  all  the 
other  sections  to  the  ninth,  including  the  section 
proposed  to  be  stricken  out,  the  policy  ot  their 
provisions  will  be  evident  by  a  fair  investigaiion 
of  the  subject.  To  obtain  a  regard  to  our  nen- 
tral  rights,  and  to  resist  the  French  decrees  and 
British  orders,  which,  under  pretext  of  reulia- 
tion,  proclaimed  in  effect  to  the  world,  that  there 
should  be  no  neutrals  aad  no  neutral  rights,  the 
embargo  was  resorted  to  as  a  eoercive  measure; 
and  I  have  no  hesitation  in  declaring  my  opinion, 
that  but  for  English  emissaries,  ktctious  intrigaes. 
and  the  want  of  virtue  demonstrated  among 
that  class  of  citizens  whom  it  was  designed  to 
protect,  it  would  have  effected  its  intended  object. 
What  was  the  operation  of  it  ?  Its  great  pnoci- 
pie  was  non-eKportation.  The  provisions  neces- 
sary to  carry  it  into  effect  operated  upon  our  own 
citizens.  From  the  unmerited  clamors  against  it, 
and  from  the  causes  I  have  stated,  it  was  abu- 
doned.  Non-intercouse  was  substituted,  its  greit 
principle  being  non-importation.  It  was  taken 
instead  of  an  absolute  repeal  of  the  embargo. 
which  was  then,  from  the  complexion  of  the 
House,  seriously  apprehended,  which,  by  many, 
was  considered  absolute  submission,  and  the  ooq- 
intercourse  still  held  up  resistance  such  as  it  was. 
Gentlemen  well  know  the  unpleasant  circum- 
stances under  which  it  was  resorted  to.  la  con- 
sequence of  the  difllculty  of  carrying  its  provisiosi 
into  effect,  and  the  scandalous  evasions  practised 
under  it,  it  has  become  in  a  sreat  degree  ioopert- 
tive.  In  tbe  present  state  ofthings,  the  carrjing 
trade  is  principally  thrown  into  the  hands  ot  the 
British,  through  Amelia  island,  Halifax,  and  other 
places  of  depot,  and  thence  smuggled  into  the 
country.  Where,  then,  does  the  American  mer- 
chant go  to  obtain  British  manufactures?  Not 
to  England,  but  to  those  entry-ports.  Throogh 
these,  too,  British  vessels  have  the.  carriage  of  all 
your  produce.  In  fact,  England,  by  the  evasions 
practised  under  your  laws,  has  nearly  a  monopc^f 
of  your  carrying  trade.  Facts  bear  me  out  in 
this  statement.  I  have  seen  a  letter  from  a  per- 
son of  confidence,  stating  that,  at  Amelia  island 
alone,  at  this  very  moment,  there  are  one  han- 
dred  British  vessels,  and  the  produce  of  the  Uni- 
ted States  is  strewed  along  the  shores  for  exportt- 
tion  in  them,  and  that  large  contracts  have  been 
entered  into  by  American  merchants  to  sapplf 
British  vessels  with  the  produce  of  the  United 
States.  The  American  carrier  derives  no  advan- 
tage but  the  carriage  to  Amelia  island.  It  ^ 
thence  carried  to  Europe  in  British  bottoms.  I 
aak  gentlemen  if  this  state  of  things  can  or  ought 
to  be  tolerated?    If  gentlemen  are  prepared  to 
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ay  that  American  produce  shall  be  carried  to 
\nielia  island  and  there  deponited,  and  thence 
hail  be  carried  in  British  vessels,  exclusively,  to 
L  foreign  market ;  and  that  the  farmer  shall  sell 
lis  produce  subiect  to  a  deduction  for  double 
reight  and  double  charges,  and  that  the  British 
aerchant  shall  have  the  benefit  of  the  ezporta- 
;ion  of  our  products,  they  will  vote  for  striking 
)ut  the  sections  in  the  bill,  which  cut  up  this 
ibominable  trade. 

Qentlemen  have  asked  what  good  is  to  result 
rem  this  section.  One  great  good  will  be  its 
cutting  up  this  trade  entirely.  By  the  fifth  sec- 
ion,  no  articles  the  growth,  produce,  or  manufac- 
ure  of  any  foreign  nation,  can  be  imported  into 
he  United  States,  except  immediately  from  the 
country  where  it  is  grown.  The  bill  classifies 
breign  countries,  and  prohibits  the  importation 
rom  any  one  class  of  any  articles  which  are  not 
»f  the  growth,  produce,  or  manufacture,  of  that 
:lass.  If  this  section  remains,  you  cannot  import 
rom  Amelia  island  any  article  of  British  maii- 
ifacture,  for  it  would  be  liable  to  seizure.  But 
^Dtlemen  may  say  that  British  ^pods  are  now 
iable  to  seizure,  and  yet  find  their  way  into  the 
ountry.  But,  sir,  the  embargo  and  non-inter- 
lourse  differed  from  the  present  bill  in  this  re- 
pec  t.  The  embargo  and  non-intercourse  oper- 
ited  on  your  own  citizens,  and  the  feelings  of  our 
itizens  were  excited  in  favor  of  their  fellow- 
itizensj  violators  of  the  laws.  The  great  prin- 
ciple of  the  present  law  is,  that  ic  is  to  operate  on 
breigners.  There  are  in  the  bill  no  penalties  and 
orfeitures;  nothing- but  condemnation  of  vessel 
nd  cargo.  And  i  cfill  upon  gentlemen  to  name 
me  instance  where  a  foreign  vessel  has  been  ar- 
ested  in  the  violation  of  the  laws  of  the  United 
States,  that  a  condemnation  has  not  taken  place. 
The  Admiralty  Courts  of  the  United  States  have 
iniformly  enforced  our  laws,  and  will  do  it  still. 
These  cases  are  not  tried  by  a  jury,  but  wholly 
•y  a  judge,  who  has  power'  to  sift  a  case  to  the 
•octom ;  and,  the  violation  being  proved;  a  con- 
ero nation  takes  place.  Foreigners  only  can  be 
ufferers  by  the  bill.  The  courts  can  be  trusted 
vith  enforcing  the  laws  of  the  United  States,  and 
very  infraction  of  this  law  will  be  punished  by 
hem.     They  are  and  will  be  competent  to  it. 

From  this  view  of  the  subject,  it  is  very  appa- 
ent  that  this  law  will  operate!  on  a  trade  dis- 
raceful  to  those  carrying  it  on,  and  disgraceful 

9  our  country,  if  it  have  no  other  good  efiect, 
t  will  remedy  the  evil  under  which  we  now 
ibor. 

But,  sir^  the  provisions  of  this  bill  are  calcu- 
ited  to  give  to  our  citizens  the  whole  carrying 
rade  of  the  products  of  the  United  States,  and 
he  import  of  all  the  articles  that  are  useful  to 
be  United  States.    Under  the  embargo  we  had 

10  commerce ;  under  the  non-intercourse  law,  the 
estrictions  are  such  as  to  prevent  our  commerce 
rom  having  a  full  range.  The  object  of  this  bill 
s  to  give  to  our  fellow-citizens  the  exclusive  mo- 
lopoly  of  the  carrying  trade,  and  of  bringing 
very  necessary  into  the  United  States.  We  take 
he  strong  ground  not  only  that  we  will  h^ve 
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commerce,  but  that  we  will  have  it  solely  and 
exclusively  to  ourselves. 

Sir,  I  do  not  mean,  nor  can  it  be  meant  by 
other  gentlemen,  that  we  should  stop  here.  We 
will,  as  I  have  said,  have  commerce,  and  a  mo- 
nopoly  of  it.  We  will,  also,  if  necessary,  lake  a 
further  step.  After  determining  and  resolving  to 
have  commerce,  I  will  agree  to  force  it.  How  to 
force  it  ?  Some'say  by  convoy,  and  some  say  by 
arming  our  merchant  vessels.  I  shall,  after  the 
determination  to  have  commerce,  be  ready  to  de* 
termine  to  use  arms  in  support  of  it,  and  to  give 
our  merchants  also  power  to  arm.  Commit  your- 
self to  have  commerce,  sir,  and  you  must  go  fur- 
ther. You  must  protect  it  by  convoy,  by  arming 
your  merchantmen,  by  any  way  ingenuity  can 
devise.  This  is  but  one  great  step  in  the  svstem. 
We  are  to  determine  and  proclaim  to  the  Ameri- 
can people  that  we  will  nave  commerce.  If  it 
be  considered  that  (hat  commerce  will  be  in  dan- 
ger, it  is  for  the  wisdom  of  Congress  to  point  out 
a  remedy  or  a  means  of  enforcing  our  right  to  it. 

The  motion  now  before  the  House  involves,  in 
my  opinion,  a  question  of  (he  last  moment  to  the 
interests  of  the  United  States,  and  as  such  I  ap- 
proach it  with  great  seriousness.*  I  do  conceive 
that  the  motion  now  before  the  Committee  in- 
volves the  question,  whether  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  will  abandon  commerce.  I  have 
no  hesitation  in  saying  and  believing,  and  when 
I  examine  it  I  believe  I  can  convince  the  House, 
that  this  question  is  not  propounded  too  broadly. 
Pass  the  twelfth  section  of  this  bill,  repeal  the 
non-intercourse,  and  then  stop;  have  no  substi- 
tute. I  have  heard  no  gentleman  propose  a  sub- 
stitute. If  you  stop  there,  you  sacrifice  the  best 
interests  of  the  country,  abandon  all  commerce, 
consent  to  give  up  the  ocean,  and  there  is  an  enci 
to  any  attempts  hereafter  to  restore  commerce  to 
any  kind  of  consequence  whatever.  The  conse- 
quence will  be  this:  England  will  not  pass  a  law 
or  issue  Orders  in  Council  to  shut  her  ports 
agaist  you.  No,  sir.  She  is  well  skilled  in  all 
commercial  matters,  and  in  adopting  measures  to 
promote  her  own  commerce  and  shackle  the  com- 
merce of  the  world.  We  know  it  from  woful 
experience.  What  will  be  the  course  she  will* 
pursue?  What  is  she  now  in  the  enjoyment  of? 
The  carrying  trade  of  all  your  commerce  to  and 
from  your  coasts.  Will  she  abandon  it?  No^ 
sir.  '  Will  she,  if  you  repeal  the  non-intercourse, 
suffer  you  to  enjoy  one  particle  of  trade  more 
than  you  have  now?  She  will  not.  What  will 
suggest  itself  to  them  to  secure  the  present  state 
of  things  which  they  now  enjoy  and  will  not 
abandon  ?  When  you  repeal  the  non-intercourse, 
she  will  enact  discriminating  duties;  she  will  ex- 
clude your  vessels  from  participation  in  trade. 
The  prices  in  Europe  for  American  produce  will 
not  bear  any  advance  at  all,  so  as  tabe  exported 
subject  to  a  discriminating  duty.  You  would 
cut  off  from  the  citizens  of  the  United  States  the 
carrying  of  their  own  produce.  I  ask  gentlemen 
if  this  be  an  extreme  case?  if  it  be  not  substantial 
ground  ?  If  she  does  not  shut  her  ports  against 
you,  she  can  resort  to  as  effectual  a  measure. 
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She  has  a  ri^ht  to  lay  discriminaiing  duties,  and 
will  exercise  it. 

But  geDtlemeo  say,  pass  this  law,  retaioing  the 
fifth  section,  and  EoglaDd  will  pass  countervail- 
ing  acts.  What,  sir^  will  be  their  operation? 
By  the  sections  of  this  bill,  all  British  vessels  are 
precluded  from  coming  into  the  ports  and  harbors 
of  the  United  States.  No  vessel,  unless  owned 
by  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  is  to  be  at  lib- 
erty to  import  any  goods,  wares,  or  merchandise, 
into  the  United  States.  The  British  built  and 
American  naturalized  vessels  are  equally  in- 
cluded. England  shuts  up  her  ports.  What  will 
be  the  operation  of  the  measure?  American  ves- 
sels are  excluded  from  the  ports  of  Great  Britain. 
Then  how  is  England  to  obtain  her  raw  mate- 
rials, as  no  English  vessel  can  enter  our  ports? 
But,  if  this  plan  should  be  followed  by  Great 
Britain,  a  complete  embargo  and  non-intercourse 
will  be  produced.  Agreed,  sir.  Will  it  affect  the 
United  States  alone?  No,  sir;  it  will  operate 
with  more  than  equal  force  upon  Great  Britaia. 
She  will,  by  her  own  act,  create  an  embargo  and 
non -intercourse  on  her  own  citizens.  She  is  shut 
out  from  all  direct  trade  with  the  Continent ;  she 
will  be,  if  this  h\\\  pass,  shut  out  from  all  trade 
with  America  in  her  own  vessels.  The  effect 
will  be  that,  if  she  produces  an  embargo  and  non- 
intercourse  upon  our  citizens  by  her  countervail- 
ing acts,  she  produces  it  upon  the  British  nation 
also.  If  she  does,  her  citizens  have  been  supplied 
most  abundantly  with  the  raw  materials,  and  are 
still  importing^  them.  When  manufactured,  they 
must  remain  in  the  warehouses  of  her  manufac- 
turers. This  will  bring  upon  her  a  distress  at 
least  equal  to  anything  that  we  shall  feel  from  a 
state  of  non-intercourse,  and  her  citizens  will  not 
bear  it.  I  have,  therefore,  no  apprehension  that 
the  British  will  pass  countervailing  acts.  The 
manufacturer  cares  not  what  vessel  carries  his 
goods  to  market;  but  let  the  British  pass  counter- 
vailing acts,  and  no  vessel  whatever  can  carry 
them  to  market.  He  will  have  no  vent  for  bis 
fabrics.  He  cannot  export  them  to  this  country 
in  British  vessels,  because  they  are  prohibited 
from  entry;  nor  in  American  vessels,  because 
they  will  not  be  permitted  to  enter  British  ports; 
nor  circuitously,  because  the  fifth  section  of  this 
bill  cuts  up  any  such  trade. 

This,  sir.  is  the  view  which  1  have  taken  of 
the  principles  of  this  bill ;  but  I  have  no  hesita- 
tion in  saying,  that  in  the  present  posture  of  our 
affairs,  if  this  were  the  only  measure  contem- 
plated to  be  brought  forward,  I  should  be  among 
the  discontents.  I  should  conceive  that  Congress 
were  abandoning  the  rights  of  the  people  and 
their  independence.  The  Committee  of  Foreign 
Relations,  however,  have  discharged  their'  duty 
according  to  the  extent  of  their  powers;  thev  could 
do  no  more;  they  have  acted  on  the  subject  re- 
ferred to  them.  But  they  are  not  the  only  com- 
mittee to  whom  the  welfare,  safety,  and  indepen- 
dence, of  the  nation  are  intrusted.  There  are 
other  committees  which  have  important  subjects 
before  ihem.  Sir,  I  am  in  favor  of  the  adoption  I 
of  this  bill  with  a  view  to  commercial  regala«l 


tions;  but  I  hope  and  trust  we  shall  not  stop  bete. 
I  hope  that  we  shall  take  up  the  late  Message  of 
the  President  and  adopt  precautionary  roiliiarf 
measures,  and  take  further  steps.  We  baTc  al- 
ready before  us  a  resolution  from  the  Military 
Committee,  which  is  another  link  in  the  great 
chain. 

Mr.  Jackson  has  been  dismissed  by  our  GoTenh 
ment.  A  question  will  present  itself  to  the  Brit- 
ish Government  whether  they  will  support  or  dis- 
approve his  conduct  Sir,  1  am  one  of  those  vho 
firmly  believe  that  the  insults  of  Mr.  Jacboo 
were  not  generated  in  the  City  of  Wasbiagira, 
but  that  they  were  premeditated ;  that  he  has 
acted  according  to  instructions;  that  the  grouod  lie 
has  taken  was  examined  before  he  left  Eoglaod. 
and  his  instructions  framed  accordingly.  If  that 
was  premeditated,  and  we  do  anticipate  a  state  of 
things  hostile  to  us,  we  are  then  to  adopt  precau- 
tionary military  measures,  to  anticipate  what  will 
be  the  result  of  this  great  question.  If  the  Brit- 
ish Ministrv  support  Mr.  Jackson,  they  will  go 
further ;  and  if  they  do,  I  call  upon  gentlemen  to 
know  whether  it  would  not  be  a  dereliction  of 
duty  not  to  prepare  for  it.  I  am  gratified  to  find, 
by  looking  over  the  reports  of  the  Secreurf  of 
War,  at  tbe  session  after  the  affair  of  the  Che»- 
peake,  that  we  are  provided  with  muskets,  pow- 
der, teltpetre,  and  every  species  of  military  stores 
for  a  three  years'  war,  if  necessary,  and  that  the 
only  thing  wanting  is  men.  And  when  they  are 
authorized  to  be  raised,  and  other  precautionarf 
measures  adopted,  I,  as  an  American  citizen,  shall 
sit  down  perfectly  at  ease  as  to  any  state  of  thiogs 
which  the  Spring  season  may  present. 

1  have  thought  proper  to  trouble  the  Comoit- 
tee  with  these  observations.  I  come  here  to  act 
and  not  to  make  speeches,  because  I  consider 
that  our  situation  calls  loudly  for  acts,  and  that 
speeches  may  be  dispensed  with ;  but,  on  this  im- 
portant question,  I  hare  thought  it  my  dutjr  (o 
say  thus  much. 

Mr.  Smilie  said  he  had  given  all  the  atteniioa 
which  he  was  capable  of  to  this  debate,  and  he 
had  at  least  been  able  to  discover  what  were  the 
views  of  different  sides  of  the  House.  One  set  of 
gentlemen,  it  appears  to  me  (said  Mr.  S.,)  perfectlf 
consistent  with  all  their  past  conduct,  is  for  doiof 
nothing,  but  for  leaving  our  trade  to  roam  at  large 
and  take  its  chance.  Whether  those  gentlemes 
have  the  same  feeling  as  myself  with  respect  to 
our  injuries,  I  do  not  pretend  to  say;  but  their 
opinions  have  been  uniform,  and  I  dare  say  inay 
be  honest.  There  is  another  set  of  gentlemeo  ia 
this  House  who  are  for  what  they  call  eoeifeiie 
measures.  A  third  set,  which  I  believe  I  may 
denominate  the  moderate  party,  is  for  porsuiog 
measures  different  from  either — I  miean  those  in 
favor  of  the  present  bill.  Why,  sir,  cannot  those 
gentlemen  who  are  in  favor  of  energetic  raeasores 
agree  with  those  who  are  for  pursuing  moderate 
measures,  which  they  only  consider  beginning 
our  opposition,  depending  upon  us  for  hereafter 
adopting  measures  which  in  their  opinion  may 
comport  with  the  interests  of  the  nation  ?  Tbey 
may  rest  assured  that  they  will  not  get  at  tkeii 
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bject  hf  jaiiiing  in  oppositioo  to  the  bill  with 
lose  who  are  for  doioff  oothing.  As  to  ener- 
etic  measures,  sir,  I  reaUy  am  surprised  to  hear 
entlemen- now  talk  of  toei».  If  they  mean  a 
eclaration  of  war.  no  one  of  them  pretends  to 
ring  forward  sack  a  measure.  They  are  well 
ware  that  a  motion  for  a  declaration  of  war  on- 
er present  circamstanees  would  not  pass  this 
loose.  I  do  not  know,  sir,  what  may  be  the 
pinion  of  other  gentlemen,  but  1  for  one  do  not 
lean  to  stop  here.  We  are  nownpon  a  part  of 
be  business  which  will  carry  us  safe  at  least  as 
ir  as  respects  eommerciai  regulations.  The 
louse  seems  to  be  pretty  generally  agreed  that 
re  should  interdict  our  waters  to  foreign  armed 
essels,  and  also  as  to  getting  rid  of  the  non-inter- 
ourse  law.  If  the  cbose  now  under  considera- 
ion  were  to  be  struck  out,  there  would  be  an  end 

0  all  commercial  regulation.  If  gentlemen  wish 
or  any  commerciiu  regulations,  they  certainly 
rish  to  retain  this  clause. 

I  will  observe,  sir,  with  respect  to  war,  in  my 
(pinion  it  would  be  a  preposterous  measure  in 
Doagress  at  this  time* to  go  into  it.  The  Presi* 
lent  of  the  United  States  has  dismissed  Jackson 
or  bis  misconduct,  but  has  nevertheless  declared 
hat  he  is  still  willing  to  negotiate  with  any  other 
igeot  who  may  be  sent  out.  Now  how  would  a 
leclaration  of  war  by  Congress  comport  with  this 
ransaeiion  ?  No  man  conld  seriously  think  it 
>roper  that  the  Executive  and  Legislature  should 
UQ  counter  to  each  other.    At  all  events,  before 

1  step  is  taken  to  produce  a  war,  we  ought  to 
vsit  till  we  hear  what  step  the  British  nation  has 
bought  proper  to  take  inconsequence  of  the  dis- 
nisaal  ot  their  Minister.    I  ask  again  of  gentle- 
Qeo  who  are  for  energetic  measures,  whether 
bey  had  rather  rely  upon  the  friends  of  this  bill 
ban  upon  that  class  who  are  for  doing  nothing 
t  all?    I  mean  no  reflections  upon  them,  for  no 
loubt  they  think  they  are.right;  but  surely  we 
hat  are  for  doinj^  something  are  rather  to  be  de- 
coded on  for  doing  something  better,  than  those 
rbo  are  for  doing  nothing.    At  the  same  time, 
ir,  I  am  williog  to  declare  that  I  am  not  yet  ripe 
or  war.    I  have  my  fears  on  the  subject,  and 
rish  that  before  this  business  is  settled  we  may 
ot  be  under  the  neeessity  of  terminating  it  by 
Mt  expedient.    I  still,  however,  have  hopes  that 
re  will  not.    Two  questions  are  to  be  decided 
efore  we  go  to  war.    1.  Whether  we  have  cause 
)r  war  7    That  question,  1  believe,  all  would  an* 
wet  in  the  affirmative.    2.  Supposing  that  we 
tve  just  cause  of  war,  whether  it  would  be  the 
iterest  of  the  nation  to  go  to  war  ?    As  I  do  not 
tlieve  it  would,  sir,  I  confese  I  am  in  fhvor  of 
^  measure  now  under  consideration.    If  we  do 
pt  agree  on  this  bill,  I  see  that  the  House  is  di- 
ided  into  three  parties  and  will  do  nothing. 

Mr.  Potter. — It  has  been  observed  by  the 
tntleman  from  Maryland,  (Mr.  Mohtgombry,) 
^t  the  non-intercourse  is  very  injurious  to  this 
l^uiitrjr,  and  that  it  gives  the  English  an  ex- 
Itsif e  privilege  to  carry  our  produce  to  market, 
ftd  that  they  understood  commercial  regulations, 
^  that  there  was  no  danger  of  Qreat  Britain  re- 


taliating in  this  respect,  that  it  wopld  be  an  out- 
rage. I  agree  that  they  understand  commercial 
regulations,  and  they  6an  very  easily  evade  the 
operation  that  is  intended  by  this  act,  without 
retaliating  fullv ;  for  if  tbev  shall  leave  the  port  of 
HarHfax  open  for  our  vessels  to  carry  oar  produce, 
and  no  other,  what  will  be  the  consequence? 
All  their  ports  will  be  open  to  our  vessels  to  take 
away  their  produce  and  manufactures,  and  only 
one  for  us  to  carry  oar  produce  to.  If  we  want 
their  manufactures  we  must  send  a  ship  with  cask 
to  pui'chase :  or  if  we  want  to  pay  in  produce  we 
must  then  return  and  send  another  ship  to  Halifax 
with  the  produce  of  this  country  to  dispose  of  to 
Bnglish  agents,  at  a  very  low  price,  to  be  taken  to 
Great  Britain  in  their  own  vessels ;  so  that  she 
will  be  the  carrier  of  our  produce  in  the  same 
manner  that  she  now  is  under  the  operation  of 
the  aon-intercoiirse.  When  that  bill  passed  every^ 
thing  was  predicted  that  has  happened,  and  aP 
though  it  passed  by  a  majority  ot  this  House  it 
appears  now  to  have  no  advocates,  and  the  same 
thing  will,  I  presume,  happen  to  this.  The  same 
gentleman  observes,  that  if  Great  Britain  should 
shut  her  ports  against  us  it  would  be  an  outrage, 
as  though  it  was  not  as  great  an  outrage  for  us 
to  shut  our  ports  against  her.  For  my  own  part 
I  am  tired  of  this  unequal  commercial  warfare, 
operating  only  on  ourselvev*  The  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania  (Mr.  Smilib)  says  there  are 
three  parties  in  this  House :  one  for  war,  one  for 
peace,  and  one  for  something  else.  I  do  not  be- 
lieve that  there  is  any  party  in  this  House  for 
declaring  war.  I  wish  that  gentlemen  who  find 
fault  would  devise  some  system  that  they  would 
be  satisfied  with;  for  my  part  1  would  retain  the 
first  section  until  the  attack  on  the  Chesapeake 
should  be  atoned  for ;  and  the  section  repealing 
the  non^intercourse — leaving  our  trade  to  be  car* 
ried  on  in  the  same  manner  as  before  our  restric- 
tions. 

Mr.  LivBRMORB  said  when  he  heard  gentlemen 
professing  anxiety  to  protect  commerce  he  could 
not  but  view  them  as  friends.  It  seemed  that 
they  were  both  pursuing  the  same  object,  though 
one  or  the  other  mnst  have  mistaken  the  road. 
Both  had  in  view  to  promote  the  commerce  of  the 
United  States,  but  both  could  not  be  right  in  the 
course  they  took.  The  gentleman  from  Mary" 
land  (Mr.  Montgomery)  bad  expressed  a  great 
anxiety  lest  the  carrying  trade  of  this  country 
should  devolve  in  the  hands  of  the  subjects  of 
Gfreat  Britain.  I,  said  Mr.  L.,  certainly  feel  as 
great  an  anxiety  as  that  gentleman  that  this  should 
not  be  the  case.  I  think  I  have  motives  more 
urgent  far  than  any  the  gentleman  can  have.  I 
have  to  be  sure  not  only  the  same  motives  as  an 
American,  but  also  the  additional  reason  that  the 
people  whom  I  represent  are  a  commercial  peo« 
pie,  and  more  immediately  interested  in  this  bu- 
siness than  many  whom  that  gentleman  represents. 
My  constituents  have  an  interest  in  it.  It  is  to 
some  of  them  their  delight.  Their  all  depends 
upon  commerce.  They  have  been  a  great  deal 
injured  by  what  has  taken  place.  Many  of  them 
have  been  driven  to  beggary.    I  have  witnessed 
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this  at  home  in  every  walk  I  take.  I  know  that 
people  have  been  ruined  by  the  embargo,  though 
previous  to  it  in  good  bushiess.  I  hear  their  com- 
plaints and  can  enter  into  their  feelings.  I  not 
otily  hear  their  observations  but  can  draw  con- 
clusions myself.  I  have  therefore  a  better  oppor- 
tunity of  knowing  what  will-  redound  to  their 
interest. 

Accordio^  to  the  opinion  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  there  are  three  classes  in  the  House; 
one.for  war,  one  for  commercial  regulations,  and 
another  which  certainly  will  not  join  the  class  in 
ftivor  of  war.  Of  that  class  am  I,  and  can  assure 
the  gentleman  that  he  is  correct  in  that  opinion. 
There  seems  to  be  an  apprehension  on  all  sides 
that  Great  Britain  may  attempt  to  monopolize  the 
trade  of  this  country.  We  appear  also  to  agree 
in  the  position  that  it  is  the  non-intercourse  which 
now  operates  so  severely  on  the  people  o§  the 
United  States  and  bids  fair  to  deprive  them  of  the 
whole  of  the  carrying  trade.  It  has  been  well 
observed  that  there  are  now  a  great  number  of 
▼easels  at  Amelia  island  ready  to  take  in  our  pro- 
duce and  export  it  to  Great  Britain,  and  that  the 
non-intercourse.  law  is  the  occasion  of  it.  Here 
then  Is  a  disease  afflicting  the  people  of  this  coun- 
try. What  is  the  remedy  for  it?  Surely  there 
cannot  be  a  better  one  than  to  remove  the  cause. 
Repeal  the  non-intercourse,  and  bring  it  back  to 
where  it  was.  In  the  political  as  in  the  natural 
body,  the  radical  cure  of  a  complaint  can  only  be 
effected  by  removing  the  cause  of  it.  It  was  tore- 
told  that  this  obnoxious  non-intercourse  law 
would  not  operate  to  do  any  good,  but  precisely 
in  the  way  in  which  it  has  operated.  Now.  sir, 
what  do  gentlemen  propose  as  a  cure  for  the  evil  ? 
They  revive  the  idea,  so  fashionable  twelve 
months  ago,  that  we  must  have  a  substitute  for 
it.  What  was  said  then  will  equally  apply  now, 
that  the  only  substitute  for  a  bad'ineasura  is  a 
repeal  of  the  measure  itself.  It  does  not  by  any 
means  follow  that  we  ought  to  have  any  substitute. 
If  gentlemen  will  show  the  necessitv  of  a  regula- 
tion to  make  people  better  than  well,  there  might 
be  some  occasion  for  a  substitute.  From  the 
natural  situation  of  the  United  States  they  pos- 
aess  advantages  over  the  Old  World,  which  would 
insure  to  their  commerce^  when  not  impaired  by 
empirics,  a  decijded  superiority.  It  is  cheaper  to 
carry  our  produce  in  our  own  vessels  than  in 
those  of  the  subjects  of  Great  Britaid.  This  gives 
m  preference  to  the  people  of  the  United  States 
that  will  secure  to  them  the  carrying  trade.  As 
to  the  returns,  goods  can  be  imported  into  this 
country  from  Great  Britain  and  her  colonies  to 
more  advantage  in  our  own  vessels  than  in  the 
vessels  of  foreigners,  because  the  discriminating 
duties  and  tonnage  gives  the  preference  to  our 
own  vessels.  What  necessitv  is  there  then  for 
any  further  law  to  regulate  this  business  1  We 
have  got  the  whole  carrying  trade.  Do  you,  sir, 
want  to  be  better  than  well  ?  There  is  such  a 
thing  as  making  assurance  doubly  sure ;  but  in 
attempting  this  do  you  not  endanger  the  whole? 
That  is  what  I  dread.  When  the  gentleman  talks 
to  me  about  regulating  commerce  and  doing  some- 


thing for  the  benefit  of  it,  I  fear  he  will  bring 
about  that  state  of  things  which  he  says  be  ap- 
prehends. I  hope  the  gentleman  will  not  cooceire 
1  am  an  enemy  to  commerce  because  I  differ  from 
him.  But  how  is  its  prosperity  to  be  injured 7 
That  is  the  question ;  to  which  I  answer,  by  leaving 
it  to  take  care  of  itself. 

What  security  have  we  that  Great  Britain  will 
not  retaliate  our  interdictions?  it  has  been  said, 
and  gentlemen  have  not  answered  it,  that  Great 
Britain  has  certainly  the  power  of  laying  a  dis- 
criminating duty  on  all  articles  impK>rted  from 
this  country.  Suppose  a  discriminating  duty  of 
ten  per  cent,  were  laid — what  would  be  the  ope- 
ration of  it?  It  would  give  a  decided  advantage 
to  the  British  shipping,  and  would  also  give  them 
an  opportunity  to  deprive  us  of  the  carrying  trade. 

But  the  gentleman  says,  there  is  a  regulatioa 
in  the  bill  which  will  counteract  that,  viz :  that 
you  shall  not  import  from  any  port  anything  else 
but  the  growth  or  manufacture  of  the  country 
where  it  may  be  situated.  I  do  not  conceive, 
with  the  gentleman  from  Rhode  Island  (Mr. 
Potter)  that  this  will  pcoduce  either  a  noo-ia- 
tercourse  or  embargo ;  for  I  do  not  believe,  while 
a  vessel  sails  on  the  ocean,  that  Great  Briuin  will 
be  deprived  of  our  mamifactures,  or  we  of  theirs. 
But  we  may  be  made  to  pay  dearer  for  her  maoo- 
factures,  and  that  will  be  the  only' effect  of  it.  It 
will  increase  the  smuggling  of  goods  ;  for  it  is  im- 
possible for  the  art  of  man  to  prevent  the  ruaaiog 
of  ffoods  into  this  country,  where  the  premiom  a 
sufficient  to  pay  the  risk.  If  you  put  on  50  or  60 
or  100  per  cent,  premium  on  the  advanced  prices, 
it  will  but  be  an  additional  motion  to  evade  your 
laws;  and  while  they  have  vessels  to  navigate  the 
ocean,  and  people  to  ply  them,  and  while  there 
are  ports  and  harbors  innumerable  on  the  cuoti- 
nent  of  the  United  States,  and  islands  at  proper 
distances,  it  is  impossible  but  this  should  he  the 
case.  In  addition  to  them,  too,  look  at  the  islaods 
along  the  whole  extent  of  the  coast  of  Canada,  li 
you  make  an  attempt  to  prevent  direct  importa- 
tion, it  will  cost  more  than  the  whole  revenue  of 
the  United  States  to  keep  people,  to  guard  the 
avenues  to  it  on  the  St.  Lawrence,  Lake  Ontario, 
and  the  other  lakes.  It  will  be  impossible  to  pre- 
vent smuggling.  The  only  wav  to  prevent  it, 
as  the  great  William  Pitt  did,  is  by  taking  off  the 
duty,  and  thus  reducing  the  bounty  to  smugglers. 
Now,  as  to  the  carrying  trade,  suppose  we  make 
a  regulation,  that  our  produce  shall  not  be  carried 
directly  to  England  but  in  American  bottoms. 
Are  the  ports  of  England  the  only  ports  through 
which  our  produce  could  get  to  that  country^ 
We  have  heard  a  great  deal  of  talk  about  Amelia 
island — that  is  the  very  place  to  which  our  pro- 
duce would  be  carried.  But  Amelia  island  is  not 
the  only  place;  there  is  Madeira,  Teneriffe,  Fayal, 
Cadiz,  and  other  places  for  depots — and  our  pro- 
duce would  go  in  this  roundabout  way  with  double 
freight,  which  would  ultimately  come  out  of  the 
pockets  of  the  planter.  What  is  now  the  siitm- 
tion  of  cotton,  tobacco^  and  such  articles  ?  They 
are  low  in  price,  because  the  non-intercourse  set 
prevents  them  from  going  directly  to  a  market^ 
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md  we' are  nowgoin^  to  establish  a  regalation 
o  continue  this  state  of  things.  If,  sir,  Great 
Britain  would  sit  still  tamely,  and  not  retaliate 
when  she  has  means  in  her  power,  all  this 
vould  operate  rery  well.  But  can  gentlemen 
iuppose  that  would  be  the  case?  It  is  this  that 
[  deprecate.  I  am  against  every  part  of  the  bill 
except  the  two  first  sections,  and  that  which  re- 
peals the  non-intercourse.  Every  gentleman 
vho  has  spoken  is  in  favor  of  the  two  first  sections, 
md  I  have  heard  no  one  against  it.  But  1  have 
lo  inclination  to  embarrass  our  commerce  by 
he  shackling  regulations;  and  therefore  hope 
his  section,  as  well  as  several  others  connected 
Nith  it,  will  be  stricken  out. 

Mr.  Rhea,  of  Tennessee,  said  he  was  opposed 
o  striking  out  the  fifth  section  of  the  bill.  He 
>bserved  that  it  did  not  appear  very  necessary  in 
bis  case  to  speak  of  the  embargo  and  non-inter- 
course laws;  the  embargo  had  passed  away,  and 
he  non-intercourse,  if  at  any  time  it  had  anyef- 
ect,  is  not  now  considered  to  have  any  effect 
Dtended.  To  bring  into  view  at  this  time,a  con« 
(ideration  of  those  things  which  prevented  the 
^fiTect  of  the  embargo  or  of  the  non-intercourse 
aws,  will  not  be  «  conciliatory  subject,  and  it 
loes  not  now  appear  very  necessary  to  contem- 
plate what  ^the  effects  of  the  embargo  or  of  the 
ion-intercourse  would  have  been,  if  these  several 
aws  had  in  their  operation  been  supported  by  the 
)ure  principles  of  patriotism  or  by  the  naval  force 
)f  ihis  nation. 

The  non-intercOurse  law  has  not  had  the  efi*ect 
ntended,  and  the  existingstate  of  things  under  the 
aw  imperiously  requires  the  adoption  of  some 
>ther  measure.  An  arrangement  between  the 
United  States  and  Great  Britain  hfis  been  made, 
ind  the  stipulations  of  that  arrangement  havew 
m  the  part  of  the  United  States,  been  with  good 
'aith  performed.  Great  Britain  disavowed  that 
irrangement,  recalled  Mr.  Erskine,  and  sent 
mother  Minister  Plenipotentiary  to  the  United 
States  V  and  the  conduct  of  that  new  Minister 
tooipelled  the  Executive  Government  to  refuse 
o  receive  any  further  communications  from  him. 
These  events  present  additional  reasons  for  the 
id  option  of  measures  difi*erent  from  those  now  ex- 
sting.  The  United  States  have  heretofore  desired 
o  be  and  remain  neutral,  the  principle  of  neutrality 
IS  respects  Great  Britain  and  France  is  retained 
n  this  bill,  and  the  fourth  and  fifth  sections  of 
he  bill  contain  provisions  relative  to  commerce 
vith  these  two  nations  and  their  dependencies. 
The  fourth  section  confines  that  commerce  to  the 
;hips  and  vessels  of  citizens  of  the  United  States, 
ind  the  fifth  section  contains  provisions  for  reg- 
ilating  and  directing  the  mode  of  conducting  that 
commerce.  Commerce  with  nations  other  than 
hose  of  Great  Britain  and  France  and  their  de- 
)endencies  is  not  affected  by  this  bill;,  except  in 
;his,  that  the  products  and  manufactures  of  Great 
Britain  andot  France,  and  of  their  respective  de- 
pendencies, are  prohibited  to  be  imported  into  the 
[Joited  States  except  from  ports  and  places  re- 

Eectively  in  Great  Britain  or  in  France,  or  in 
eir  respective  dependencies* 


The  gentleman  who  is  Chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Foreign  Relations  heretofore  did  say, 
that  be  considered  the  United  States  at  war  since 
tbe  time  of  the  attack  on  the  Chesapeake  frigate. 
With  the  opinion  of  that  gentleman,  said  Mr.  R., 
I  agree  to  a  certain  extent,  and  xhis  bill  may  be 
said  to  have  relation  to  that  opinion.  Be  that 
however  as  it  may,  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations  has  reported  this  bill,  containing  re- 
strictions which  that  committee,  at  this  time, 
judged  fit,  agteeably  to  existing  circumstances^ 
to  be  adopted.'  The  provisions  and  restrictions 
proposed  in  tbe  bill  correq)ond.  in  a  certain  de- 
gree, with  those  which  a  state  of  war  will  produce* 
If  the  bill  shall  become  a  law,  the  provisions 
thereof  will  not  be  unchangeable ;  they  will  be 
subject  to  future  alterations,  which  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States  may  judge  necessary  to  meet 
existing  circumstances.  It  has  been  said  of  a  cd* 
ebrated  politician  that  he  always  adapted  his  pot- 
icy  to  existing  circumstances. 

Although  this  bill  may  be  said  to  originate  from 
the  embargo  and  non-intercourse  laws,  it  maf 
notwithstanding  that  be  considered  as  the  begin- 
ning of  a  new  system ;  if  there  is  reason  to  believe 
that  tbe  United  States  shall  be  engaged  in  war, 
this  bill  contains  provisions  which  may  be  con* 
side  red  preparatory  to  that  state  of  things. 

Mr.  R.  observed,  be  would  not  contemplate 
what  Great  Britain  would  think  or  do,  if  this  bill 
became  a  law.  That  Power  when  about  to  issue 
Orders  in  Council  did  not  consult  the  United 
States,  respecting  the  propriety  of  them  as  tbey 
may  have  relation  to  the  United  States;  that 
Power  has  for  years  past  legislated  for  its  own  in- 
terest, without  respect  to  the  welfare  of  the  United 
States;  and  it  is  a  dutjr  of  the  United  States  to 
legislate  for  their  own  interest. 

It  is  probable,  that  provisions,  other,  and  ex- 
pressive of  more  energv,  than  the  provisions  con- 
tained in  this  bill,  would  have  been  more  consist- 
ent with  the  opinions  of  many,  but  it  ought  to  be 
observed,  that  the  Executive  is  a  part  of  tbe  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States,  and  that  by  the 
Constitution  he  is  vested  with  certain  powers. 
The  Executive  Grovernment  had^  prior  to  the 
meeting  of  Congress,  taken  a  lead  in  the  affair  of 
the  United  States  with  Great  Britain.  In  the 
letter  of  tbe  Secretary  of  State  of  the  8ih  of  No- 
vember, 1809,  to  Mr.  Jackson,  he,  after  being  noti- 
fied that  no  further  communications  would  be 
received  from  him,  is  informed  that,  "in  the 
'  meantime  a  ready  attention  will  be  given  to  any 
'  communications   affecting  the  interest  of  the 

*  two  nations,  through  any  other  channel  that 

*  may  be  substituted ;"  and  the  SecreWy  of  State 
in  his  letter  of  the 23d  of  November.  1809,  to  Mr. 
Pinkney,  states^  **  you  are  particularly  instructed, 
'  at  the  same  time,  in  making  those  communica- 
'  tions,  to  do  it  in  a  manner  that  will  leave  no 
'  doubt  of  the  undiminished  desire  of  the  United 

*  States  to  unite  in  all  the  means  the  best  caleo- 

*  lated  to  establish  the  relations  of  the  two  countries 
'  on  the  solid  foundation  of  justice,  of  friendshipL 
^  and  of  mutual  interest;"  and  the  President  of 
the  United  States  in  his  Message  of  the  29ih  of 
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November,  1809,  to  both  Houses  of  Congress,  uses 
the  followJDg  language — ^^the  British  Govern* 
'  ment  will  learn,  at  the  same  time,  that.a  ready 
*  attention  will  be  given  to  communications 
'  through  any  channel  which  may  be  substituted. 
'  It  will  be  happy  if  the  change  in  this  respect 
'  should  be  accompanied  by  a  favor)ible  revision 
<  of  the  unfriendly  policy  which  has  been  so  long 
'  pursued  towards  the  United  States."  Such  is 
the  view  taken  by  the  Executive  Gk>vernment  of 
this  interesting  subject.  If  Great  Britain  will  not 
favorably  revise  the  unfriendly  policy  which  has 
been  so  long  pursued  towards  the  United  Slates, 
this  bill  having  become  a  law  the  provisions  there- 
of will  be  preparatory  for  the  approaching  event. 

The  Constitution  of  the  United  States  gives  to 
Congress  the  power  to  declare  war,  and  to  the 
Executive  Department  of  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  the  power  to  make  treaties,  and  of 
course  to  use  every  endeavor  which  he  may  deem 
just  and  proper  to  preserve  peace.  Between  these 
two  Departments  of  the  Government  of  the  Uni- 
ted States  it  is  requisite,  that  on  the  question  of 
peace  or  war  there  be  unanimity  of  sentiment  and 
of  action. 

The  question  was  taken  on  Mr.  Livsrhorb's 
motion  and  negatived,  31  only  rising  in  the  affir- 
mative—about  a  hundred  members  present. 

Mr.  Chittenden's  motion,  for  permitting  the 
importation  of  salt  from  any  port  or  place,  was 
amended,  on  the  suggestion  of  Mr.  Taylor,  so  as 
to  confine  the  importation  to  vessels  of  the  Uni* 
ted  States,  and  to  us  ameiMled,  passed  without 
opposition. 

The  bill  was  then  read  through  by  section^.' 

Mr.  Macon  moved  to  insert  in  the  section 
which  provides  for  the  revocation  of  the  law  by 
the  President  whenever  the  belligerent  editts 
should  cease  to  violate  the  lawful  commerce  of 
the  United  States,  the  words  ^Mn  his  opinion;"  so 
as  to  give  the  President  the  power  to  judge  when 
they  shall  cease  to  violate  our  lawful  commerce. 

Mr.  Montgomery  opposed  the  insertion  of  the 
words.  The  United  States  had  once  been  tricked 
by  a  manoeuvre  of  the  British  Ministry,  and  he 
did  not  wish  them  again  to  be  placed  in  that  sit* 
nation.  He  would  not  again  be  willing  to  with- 
draw our  measures  till  the  revocation  of  the  de- 
crees was  placed  beyond  all  doubt.  He  should 
have  preferred  the  insertion  of  the  word  '^actu- 
ally," so  that  the  President  should  have  no  au- 
thority by  proclamntion  to  suspend  the  law  until 
the  belligerents  had  actually  ceased  to  violate  our 
rirhts  by  their  unjust  decrees. 

Mr.  MACOff  replied  that  the  amendment  would 
not  add  much  to  the  discretion  of  the  President ; 
for,  as  the  section  already  stood,  it  would  be  a 
matter  of  opinion  when  the  belligerents  ceased  to 
violate  our  rights.  There  must  be  some  mode  of 
ascertaining  when  their  decrees  were  so  changed 
as  to  cease  to  violate  our  neutral  rights. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to  without  a  di- 
Tision. 

Mr.  Van  Dyke  proposed  a  provision  for  the  re- 
mission of  penalties  incurred  under  the  non-in- 
tereourse  act  prior  to  the  10th  of  June,  1809.    He  | 


referred  to  the  President's  Message,  recommend- 
ing the  measure,  to  show  the  propriety  of  adopt- 
ing it. 

Mr.  Macon  and  Mr.  Montgomeby  observed 
that  the  part  of  the  Message  of  the  President  of 
the  United  States  had  been  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  Commerce  and  Manufactures,  and  that 
it  would  be  improper  to  include  such  a  provision 
in  this  bill. 

Mr.  Newton  observed  that  the  Committee  of 
Commerce  and  Manufactures  were  prepared  to 
report  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  Van  Dyke's  motion  was  negatived  with- 
out a  division. 

After  making  several  verbal  amendments,  the 
Committee  rose  and  reported  the  bill. 

The  House  agreed  now  tb  consider  the  rep(vt 
of  the  Committee,  62  to  45. 

Mr.  Li  VERM  ORE  moved  to  strike  oat  the  3d,  4th, 
5th,  6th,  7th,  8tb,  9th,  and  lOtb  sections,  leaving 
only  so  much  of  the  bill  as  provides  for  the  re- 
peal of  the  non-intercourse  and  the  ezciusioD  of 
foreign  public  armed  vessels  from  our  waters. 

Doubts  arising  whether  the  motion  was  dov 
in  order, 

Mr.  MiLNOR  moved  to  postpone  the  further 
consideration  of  the  bill  till  Friday,  as  he  wished 
to  have  an  opportunity  fully  to  examiDe  the  ^U 
and  compare  its  several  provisions. 

Messrs.  CIuincy,  Livermore,  and  Pitkin,  sup- 
ported the  motion  on  the  same  ^rounds. 

And,  on  the  question,  the  further  consideration 
of  the  bill  was  postponed  till  Friday,  72  vouog  io 
the  affirmative. 

The  House  resumed  the  report  of  the  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole  on  the  report  of  the  Committee 
of  Elections  on  the  con  tested- election  of  Jonathan 
Jennings.  Before  the  House  came  to  a  decision 
on  it,  a  motion  was  made  to  adjourn  aod  earned. 


Thdrsoay,  Japuary  11. 

A  Message  received  yesterday  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  was  read,  transmittinsr 
a  report  of  the  operations  of  the  Mint,  for  the  year 
1809.— Ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

Mr.  Lewis,  from  the  committee  appointed  on 
the  twenty-second  ultimo,  on  a  Message  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  communicating  a 
report  of  the  Surveyor  of  Public  Buildings,  pre- 
sented a  bill  making  further  appropriations  for 
completing  the  Capitol,  and  for  other  purposes ^ 
which  was  read  twice,  and  committed  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  on  Monday  next. 

Mr.  Lewis,  from  the  same  committee,  also  made 
an  explanatory  report ;  which  was  read,  and  com- 
mitted to  the  same  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

Mr.  Tallmadob,  from  the  committee  appointed 
on  that  part  of  the  President's  Message,  at  the 
commencement  of  the  session,  which  relates  to 
the  organization  of  the  militia  of  the  United  States, 
presented  a  bill  authorizing  a  detachment  from 
the  militia  of  the  United  States;  which  was  read 
twice,  and  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  on  Tuesday  next. 

Mr.  Johnson,  from  the  Committee  of  Claim', 


1197 


HISTORY  OF  CONGRESS. 


1198 


January,  1810. 


Elizabeth  HamUton— Contested  Election. 


H.  opR. 


presented  a  bill  for  the  relief  of  Richard  Taylor; 
which  was  read  twice,  and  committed  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  on  Monday  next. 

REMISSION  OP  FORFEITURE. 

Mr.  Newton,  from  the  Committee  of  Com- 
merce and  Manufactures,  made  a  report  on  the 
petition  of  Levin  Jones ;  which  was  read,  and  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  bill 
for  the  relief  of  Harry  Caldwell  and  Amasa  Jack- 
son.    The  report  is  as  follows: 

The  petitioner  states  that  his  schooner  has  been  seiz- 
ed St  Norfolk,  Virginia,  for  bjinging  to  that  place  from 
Charleston,  South  Carolina,  certain  French  passengers 
and  their  slaves.  These  unfortunate  people  were  driven 
from  the  island  of  Cuba,  and  were  destined  for  the  port 
of  Norfolk,  but  the  yessel  on  board  of  which  they  em- 
barked was  wrecked  on  Crooked  Island.  They  were 
taken  from  the  wreck  by  Captain  John  Weaver,  of  the 
brig  Harriet  and  Martha,  and  landed  at  Charleston. 
Petitioner  states  that,  at  the  request  of  the  Collector  of 
Charleston,  and  other  gentlemen  of  great  respecta'bility, 
be  took  the  Frenchmen  and  slaves  and  landed  them 
at  Norfolk,  with  the  permission  of  the  Mayor. 

In  doing  what  he  did»  he  states  he  was  influenced  by 
no  other  motive  than  that  of  humanity  towards  the 
unfortunate  sufferers. 

The  committee  do  not  hesitate,  from  the  proof  before 
them,  to  exonerate  the  petitioner  from  any  intention 
of  violating  the  law.  No  case  can  better  claim  the 
equitable  interposition  of  Congress.  The  schooner  of 
the  petitioner  was  seized  because  the  slaves  were  not 
inserted  in  the  manifest,  in  pursuance  of  the  ninth  and 
tenth  sections  of  the  act,  entitled  **  An  act  to  prohibit 
the  importation  of  slaves  into  any  port  or  place  within 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States,  from  and  after 
the  first  day  of  January,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord,  one 
thousand  eight  hundred  and  eight,*'  passed  the  2d  of 
March,  1807;  the  necessity  of  doing  which,  the  pe- 
titioner wss  not  aware,  nor  was  he  reminded  by  the 
Collector  of  Charleston,  with  whose  knowledge  he  had 
taken  the  slaves  on  board,  that  the  law  required  him 
to  insert  their  names  in  the  manifest. 

If  the  slaves  had  been  carried  to  Norfolk,  the  port 
for  which  they  were  destined  when  they  were  embark- 
ed at  St.  Jago  da  Cuba,  the  vessel  importing  them 
would  not  have  been  forfeited  under  the  "  Act  for  the 
remission  of  certain  penalties  and  forfeitures,  and  for 
other  purposes,"  passed  the  first  session  of  the  eleventh 
Congress.  The  case  of  the  ship  Clara,  the  property 
of  Andrew  Foster  and  Jacob  P.  Giraud,  to  which  the 
^fatio^al  Legislature  extended  relief,  is,  in  principle, 
the  same  with  the  present  The  committee  are  of 
)pinioii  that  any  penalty  and  forfeiture,  which  may 
lave  been  incurred  by  the  petitioner,  ought  to  be  re- 
mitted. 

They  therefore  reeommand  the  adoption  of  the  fol- 
owing  resolution : 

Resolved,  That  the  prayer  of  the  petitioner  is  reason- 
ible,  and  ought  to  be  granted. 

CLAIM  OF  ELIZABETH  HAMILTON. 

Mr.  Johnson,  from  the  Committee  of  ClaimS] 
nade  a  report  on  the  petition  of  Elizabeth  Ham- 
ItOD,  referred  on  the  5th ultimo;  which  was  read, 
ind  referred  to  a  Committeeof  the  Whole  on  Wed- 
lesday  next.    The  report  is  as  follows: 

That  it  is  stated  by  the  petitioner,  that  her  late  hus- 
tand,  Alexander  Hamilton,  served  as  Lieutenant  Col- 


onel in  •the  Army  of  the  United  States  during  the  Rev« 
olutionary  war ;  that,  in  con^mon  with  other  officerav. 
he  was  entitled  to  five  years'  full  pay  as  commotatioB-i 
for  half-pay  during  life ;  that  her  husband,  being  in 
Congress  at  the  time  the  resolution  passed  making  this  - 
provision  in  favor  of  the  officers  of  the  Revolution,  in 
a  letter  to  the  Secretary  of  War  he  relinquished  his 
claim  to  commutation ;  and  the  petitioner  prays  for  the  - 
amount  of  said  commutation.    It  does  not  appear,  from 
any  evidence  from  the  Secretary  of  War,  or  of  the  Trea- 
sury, that  the  late  Colonel  Hamilton  ever  did  relin-  ■■ 
qnish  his  right  to  half-pay  or  commutation,  nor  can  the 
eommittee  believe  that  it  would  be  proper  or  genciava  - 
that  such  relinquishment  should  be  relied  on  as  a  bat" 
to  a  just  claim  upon  the  United  States  for  meritoriour 
services  against  the  representatives  of  such  claimant. 
It  appears,  from  a  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Trea* 
sury,  that  the  late  Colonel  Hamilton  received  pay  aa 
an  officer  up  to  the  end  of  February,  1762,  and  no  later. 
And  there  is  no  evidence  upon  the  Treasury  books,  at 
books  of  the  War  Office,  whether  at  this  or  what  pe- 
riod Colonel  Hamilton  resigned.    The  committee,  how- 
ever, have  been  furnished  with  a  document,  which 
induces  the  belief  that  Colonel  Hamilton  did  not  resign 
his  commission  until  afUr  the  28th  day  of  October,  ITSiS, 
which  document  is  in  these  words :  **  In  pursuance  of 
an  act  of  Congress  of  the  30th  day  of  September,  1783, 
Lieutenant  Colonel  Hamilton  is  to  take  rank  as  Colo- 
nel by  Brevet,  in  the  Armies  of  the  United  States  of 
America.    Signed  at  Princeton,  October  28,  1783,  by 
Elias  Boudinot,  President,"  Sec. 

The  committee  are  of^pinion,  that  the  resolution  of 
Congress,  upon  a  liberal  construction,  did  not  require 
actual  service,  and  that  the  officer  should  be  in'th« 
receipt  of  his  pay  to  entitle  him  to  commutation ;  bat 
that  he  should  have  a  commission,  and  be  at  all  timea 
liable  to  be  called  on  to  perform  the  duties  of  his  station. 
The  committee  are  confirmed  in  this  opinion,  when 
they  recollect  the  situation  of  the  United  States  and  the 
Army  in  the  year  1783,  and  in  &ct,  firom  the  capture 
of  Comwallis  and  his  army  at  Little  York,  in  the  State 
of  Virginia,  in  the  year  1781.  But  this  claim  is,  like 
all  other  claims  of  this  description,  barred  by  the  stat- 
ute of  limitation.    The  following  resolution 'is  offered : 

Ruohed^  That  the  prayer  of  the  petition  ought  not 
to  be  granted.  ' 

CONTESTED  ELECTION. 

The  House  resamed  the  consideration  of  the 
report  of  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  re- 
port of  the  Committee  of  Elections  on  the  con- 
tested election  of  Jonathan  Jennings. 

[The  ground  on  which  the  Committeeof  Elec- 
tions hav^  reported  against  the  right  of  Mr.  J.  to 
his  seat,  is.  that' the  proclamation  of  the  Gov- 
ernor directing  the  election  of  a  delegate  was 
illegal,  having  been  predicated  on  a  liberal  con« 
struction  of  the  law-  of  Congress,  takins  their 
probable  intention  into  view,  instead  of  following 
the  letter  of  the  law.  The  committee  did  not 
examine  into  the  alleged  irregularities  attending 
the  election  when  held,  resting  their  report  on  the 
illegality  of  the  proclamation  of  the  Governor 
under  which  the  election  was  held.} 

The  debate  turned  principally  on  the  construc- 
tion of  the  laws  for  dividing  the  Territory  of 
Indiana,  and  for  the  extension  of  the  right  of 
suffrage. 
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A  motion  was  made  to  recommit  the  report; 
.but  before  it  was  decided,  the  House  adjourned. 

Friday,  January  12. 

^r.  Sheffey  observed  that  at  the  last  session  a 
commitiee  had  been  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
expcoditu're  of  public  money  for  the  eight  years 
preceding,  by  whom  several  reports  had  been 
made  ;  but  that  committee  not  having  concluded 
the  business  committed  to  them,  and  the  gentle- 
man at  the  bead  of  the  committee  ^Mr.  Ran- 
dolph) not  yet  having  taken  bis  seat,  ne  thought 
it  his  duty  to  offer  the  following  resolution: 

Resolved,  That  a  committee  be  appointed  to  inquire 
■and  report,  so  far  as  the  same  has  not  already  been 
done,  whether  moneys  drawn  from  the  Treasury  be- 
tween the  third  day  of  March,  1801,  and  the  fourth 
day  of  March,  1809,  have  been  faithfully  applied  to  the 
objects  for  which  they  have  been  appropriated,  and 
whether  the  same  have  been  regularly  accounted  for. 

The  resolution  was  adopted  without  opposition. 

Mr.  Sheffey,  Mr.  W.  Alston,  Mr.  Milnor, 
Mr.  MosELEY,  Mr.  Shaw,  Mr.  Brown,  and  Mr. 
Morrow,  were  appointed  a  committee,  pursuant 
to  the  said  resolution. 

Mr.  Macon  gave  notice  that,  on  Monday,  be 
abould  call  for  the  consideration  of  the  report  of 
the  Committee'of  the  Whole  on  the  bill  concern^ 
ing  commercial  intercourse  with  Great  Britain 
and  France,  and  for  other  purposes. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Eppes,  a  committee  was  ap* 
pointed  to  inquire  what  regulations  were  neces- 
aary  to  expedite  the  printing  ordered  by  the  House 
of  Representatives. 

CONTESTED  ELECTION. 

The  House  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
unfinished  business  on  the  report  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Elections  on  the  contested  election  of 
Jonathan  Jennings. 

The  following  is  the  resolution  reported  by  the 
Committee : 

Rtsohed^  That  the  election  held  for  a  Delegate  to 
Cougreas  for  the  Indiana  Territoxy,  on  the  28d  of  May, 
1809,  being  without  authority  of 'law,  is  void,  and 
consequenuy,  the  seat  of  Jonathan  Jennings,  as  a  Del- 
gate  for  that  Territory,  hereby  declared  vacant 

A  motion  was  made  to  strike. out  the  words  in 
italic;  which  was  negatived — yeas  51,  nays  45. 

This  subject  was  diffusely  debated  on  this  day 
as  well  as  yesterday ;  and  the  question  was  de- 
cided by  yeas  and  nays  about  three  o'cl9ck  to-day. 

The  House  refused  to  concur  in  the  report  of 
the  Committee  of  Elections.  For  concurrence 
30,  against  it  83 ;  majority  against  it  53. 

A  motion  Was  made  by  Mr.  W.  Alston  to  re- 
commit the  report  to  the  Committee  of  Elections, 
which  was  negatived,  only  30  members  rising  in 
the  affirmative. 

Mr.  LivEHMOBE  moved  the  following  resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved,  That  Jonathan  Jennings,  returned  as  a 
Delegate  from  Indiana  Territory,  is  entitled  to  his  seat 
In  this  House. 

But,  after  debate,  Mr.  Livermorb  withdrew 
his  motion. 


BRITISH,  FRENCH,  AND  DANI8H  CAPTURES. 

The  following  Messages  were  received  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States  : 

To  the  House  of  Represeniaiives  of  the  United  States  .- 
I  communicate  to  the  House  of  RepreaentatiTet  tht 

report  of  the  Secretary  of  State  on  the  subject  of  their 

resolution  of  the  Cth  becember  last 

JAMES  MADISON. 
Jakxtaet  12, 1810. 

DBPARTMxifT  07  Statx,  Jon,  12,  1810. 
The  Secretary  of  State  respectfully  reports  to  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  agreeably  to  the  reso- 
lution of  the  House  of  RepresentatiTcs  of  the  6th  of 
December,  1809,  that  the  enclosed  papers  from  A  to  E 
contain,  in  substance,  the  information  which  has  bee& 
receiTed  at  his  office  respecting  seizures,  captures,  tad 
condemnations  of  ships  and  merchandise  of  the  dtizeDi 
of  the  United  States,  under  the  authority  of  the  Gor- 
emment  of  Denmark. 

A.  Memorial  of  sundry  Americans  at  Christiansaod 
to  the  President  of.  the  United  States,  dated  August  II, 
1809. 

B.  Translation  of  an  extract  of  a  letter  from  Peter 
(saacson,  lately  appointed  Consul  of  the  United  Ststca 
at  Ohristiansand,  to  the  President  of  the  United  Stotei, 
dated  August  11,  1809. 

C.  List  of  vessels  which  have  been  carried  into  the 
ports  of  Denmark  and  Norway,  receired  from  Mr. 
Saabye,  Consul  of  the  United  States  at  Copenhagea. 

D.  Extract  of  a  letter  from  Mr.  Saabye  to  theSecre- 
Ury  of  SUte,  dated  August  1,  1809. 

E.  Resolutions  and  memorial  of  merchanta  of  Phil- 
adelphia. 

The  SecreUry  of  SUte  reporU  to  the  Preaident  thil 
information  has  been  received  at  this  office,  within  the 
period  embraced  by  the  resolution  referred  fo,  of  the 
capture  of  American  vessels  by  those  of  Great  Brittio, 
under  various  pretexts,  viz :  for  dealing  by  bills  of  ex* 
change  in  an  enemy's  country,  for  colonial  prodaoe; 
violating  the  British  Orders  in  Council  of  Janusiy  so^ 
November,  1807 ;  for  infringing  the  blockades  of  Mtr- 
tinique ;  for  being  engaged  in  the  Vera  Cfm  and  colo- 
nial carrying  trade ;  and  of  the  seizure  of  aome  Ameri- 
can vessels  at  Curra^a,  at  Ceylon,  and  in  Chins,  for 
reasons  not  distinctly  stated.  It  is  to  be  observed,  bow- 
ever,  that  the  papers  in  this  office  afibrd  but  a  yeiy 
imperfect  account  of  the  British  captures  of  Americu 
property ;  and  it  is  for  this  reason  that  a  detail  is  not 
attempted  in  this  report ;  more  particularly,  as  no  o^ 
ficial  accounts  have  been  received  on  which  to  groan^ 
one. 

The  Secretary  begs  leave,  likewise,  to  atate  to  the 
President,  that,  within  the  period  embraced  by  tbenso- 
lution,  property,  to  a  oonsideraUe  amount,  beloDgini 
to  the  United  States,  has  been  captured  and  seixed  ^ 
the  French  for  violations  of  the  Berlin  and  Milsn  de- 
crees, and  under  other  pretexts ;  that  in  some  instsneee, 
the  merchant  vessels  of  the  United  States  have  been 
burnt  at  sea  by  French  cruisers,  and  in  others,  the  in- 
demnity of  the  vessels  and  property  has  been  pQ^ 
chased  by  the  means  of  bills  of  exchange  drawn  bj 
the  captains  of  the  American  vessels  upon  their  own- 
ers, at  a  rate  imposed  by  the  captors.  The  accompany- 
ing statement  of  American  vessels  condemned  by  the 
Imperial  Council  of  Prizes  at  Paris,  from  the  16th  of 
December,  1806,  to  the  26th  May,  1809,  received  fioB 
Mr.  Warden,  acting  as  Consul  of  the  United  Stetci 
at  Paris,  more  particularly  explaina  the  .gioanli  d 
French  captures. 
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It  is  to  be  obserredy  however,  as  to  many  of  these 
cts,  that  they  cannot'otherwise  be  considered  as  having 
een  done  under  the  authority  of  those  Governments 
ban  that  the  vessels  committing  them  were  under 
beir  flags.  Respectfully  submitted, 

R.  SMITH. 

To  the  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States : 
I  communicate  to  the  House  of  Representatives  the 

eport  of  the  Secretary  of  State  on  the  subject  of  their 

esolution  of  the  3d  instant. 

JAMES  MADISON. 
Jaxuabt  12,  1810. 

DsvABTMiirT  07i3tatb,  Jan.  12,  1810. 
The  Secretary  of  State  has  the  honor  to  report  to 
be  President,  in  conformity  to  the  resolution  of  the 
louse  of  Representatives  of  the  3d  instant,  that  no 
nformation  has  been  received  at  the  Department  of 
Itate  relative  to  the  blockade  of  the  ports  of  the  Baltic 
ly  France,  and  of  the  exclusion  of  neutral  vessels  by 
(ossia,  Sweden,  and  Denmark.  As  it  is  presumed, 
lowever,  that  the  enclosed  papers,  the  first  a  transla- 
ion  of  an  ukase  of  the  Russian  Government,  dated  on 
he  14th  of  May,  1809,  and  the  second,  a  translation 
arnisbed  to  this  Department  on  the  10th  of  Januaxy 
ist,  by  the  Charg6  des  Affaires  of  Denmark,  of  such 
larts  of  the  instructions  given  to  the  privateers  of  that 
ountry  on  the  14th  September,  1807,  as  were  supposed 
0  be  most  interesting  to  neutrals,  and  may  have  some 
onnexion  with  the  object  of  the  resolution,  they  are 
espectfiiUy  submitted.  R.  SMITH. 

These  Messages,  with  the  documents  accom*- 
lanyin^  the  same,  were  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Monday,  Janaary  15. 

Two  members,  to  wit :  from  New  York,  Gur- 
)0N  S.  MoMFORD,  and  from  Kentucky,  Mat- 
'HEW  Lyon,  appeared,  and  took  their  seats  in 
he  House. 

AMERICAN  NAVIGATION  ACT. 

The  House  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
)ill  coDcerniogcommercial  intercourse  with  Great 
Britain  and  France,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  Speaker  decided  that  the  motion  made  by 
^r.  LivERMORE  to  strike  out  seven  or  eight  sec- 
ions  could  not  be  received  until  the  House  had 
tecided  on  the  amendments  reported  to  the  bill 
)y  the  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

Some  debate  took  place  on  the  point  of  order. 

Mr.  BuawELL  moved  to  postpone  the  further 
'.onsideration  of  the  bill  till  to-morrow.  On  re- 
lecting  on  the  situation  of  the  United  States,  he 
aid,  there  were  some  propositions  which  appeared 
0  him  proper  either  to  be  incorporated  in  this 
)ill  or  to  form  the  subject  of  a  separate  bill.  On 
Friday  last  a  Messaj^e  had  been  received  from 
he  President  of  the  United  States,  contaioioc  in- 
ormation  as  to  our  commercial  relations,  which 
le  had  expected  would  have  been  laid  on  the  ta- 
)les  of  the  members  this  morning,  and  from 
xrhich  he  should  derive  information  necessary  to 
mable  him  to  make  up  his  mind  as  to  the  course 
)roper  to  be  pursued ;  but  the  Message  was  not 
ret  printed.  Under  present  impressions,  he  said, 
le  thought  it  proper  and  consistent  with  the  honor 
>f  the  country  to  make  out  the  commercial  rights 


for  which  we  are  prepared  to  contend.  From 
the  reading  of  the  Message  he  had  just  alluded  to, 
it  struck  him  that  there  was  no  obstacle  existing 
to  the  trade  to  the  north  ofEurope.  He  thought . 
this  was  an  extensive  trade  which  could  be  enjoyed 
to  our  emolument  without  in  the  least  commit* 
ting  the  honor  of  the  nation.  Another  thing  to  be 
inquired  into,  was,  whether,  for  the  maintenance 
of  acknowledged  rights,  the  naval  force  of'  the 
United  States  was  to  be  used?  If,  under  a  sol- 
emn decision  of  the  House,  it  was  not' to  be  em- 
ployed, it  Vould  be  time  to  give  up  everything 
like  naval  preparation — for,  unless  to  defend  oar 
just  rights,  for  what  was  it  to  be  used?  Gentle- 
men. Mr.  B.  said,  might  object  to  the  cqurse 
which  he  proposea.  as  involving  matters  of  great 
difficulty,  and  as  tending  to  bring  the  United 
States  into  collision  with  foreign  nations  as  to 
the  construction  of  the  law  of  nations.  For  him- 
self he  said  he  was  disposed  to  adopt  some  equi- 
table and  fair  standard,  by  which  to  be  guided. 
He  would  define  our  rights  in  relation  to  con- 
traband, the  right  of  search,  and  the  principles  of 
blockade,  by  law ;  and  he  would  resort  to  the  laws 
of  nations,  the  treaties  between  us  and  •England, 
and  the  various  treaties  of  modern  date  fixing  the 
meaning  of  neutral  rights.  But  he  would  resist 
the  claim  to  capture  and  condemnation  upon  pre- 
texts novel  and  frivolous.  Therightswhichastate 
of  war  gives  to  the  belligerents  should  be  scrupu- 
lously respected,  the  fair  exercise  of  them  should 
never  be  opposed ;  if.  however,  the  property  of  the 
citizen  and  the  trade  of  the  country  should  be  at- 
tacked  by  reviviog  the  doctrine  that  certificates 
of  origin,  dbc,  were  causes  of  condemnation,  we 
should  be  at  issue,  and  he  trusted  that  upon 
grounds  so  honorable,  so  truly  and  exclusively 
American,  we  should  never  recede.  To  consider 
this  deeply  interesting  subject  he  wished  further 
time  to  be  allowed,  and  therefore  moved  to  post- 
pone it  till  to-morrow. 
The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

FOREIGN  LICENSES  TO  TRADE. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee  of 
the  whole  on  the  bill  ''to  deprive  in  certain  cases 
'  vessels  of  their  American  character,  and  to  pre- 
'  vent  under  certain  disabilities  any  citizen  or  the 
'  United  States  taking  a  license  from  any  foreign 
'  Power  to  navigate  the  ocean  or  trade  with  any 
*  other  foreign  or  independent  Power." 

The  following  is  the  bill: 

Be  it  enacted,  $c.,  That  if  any  person,  being  a  citi- 
zen of  the  United  States  of  America,  shall  solicit,  take, 
accept,  or  use,  or  sufier  any  person  acting  by,  or  under 
his  or  her  authority  to  solicit,  take,  accept,  or  use  a 
license  or  permission,  procured  from  any  foreign  Power 
whatsoever,  or  any  paper,  writing,  or  document,  pox* 
porting  to  be  a  license  or  permiasion,  issued  under  the 
authority  of  any  foreign  Power  whatsoever,  for  his  or 
her  vessel,  to  pass  to,  or  trade  with,  any  other  foreign 
and  independent  Power,  such  person  shall  be  deemed 
guilty  of  a  high  misdemeanor,  and  on  conviction  thereof 
in  any  court  having  competent  jurisdiction,  shall  be 
fined  in  a  sum  not  less  than  two  thousand,  nor  mora 
than  ten  thousand  dollars,  and  be  impjisoned  for  a 
I  term  not  less  than  six  months,  nor  more  than  two 
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years;  and  such  person  shall  forfeit  the  right  and 
privilege  of  owning  or  navigating  ever  afterwards,  any 
vessel  entitled  to  the  benefits  and  privileges  of  a  vessel 
of  the  United  States,  and  shall  forever  be  disqualified 
to  hold  any  ofiice  of  honor,  trust,  or  profit  under  the 
United  States.  And  the  register  or  sea-letter,  to- 
gether with  all  and  every  other  paper  or  muniment  be- 
longing to  such  ship  or  vessel,  shall  become  utterly  null 
and  Void ;  and  no  register  or  sea-letter  shall  ever  af- 
terwards be  granted,  under  authority  of  the  United 
States,  to  such  ship  or  vessel. 

Ssc.  3.  And  be  it  further  enaetedt  That  tf  1  penalties 
and  forfeitures'  arising  under  or  incurred  by  virtue  of 
this  act,  may  be  sued  for,  prosecuted  and  recovered, 
with  costs  of  suit,  by  action  of  debt,  in  the  name  of  the 
United  States  of  America,  or  by*  indictment  or  informa- 
tion, in  any  court  having  competent  jurisdiction  to  try 
the  same,  and  shall  be  distributed  and  accounted  for  in 
the  manner  prescribed  by  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to 
regulate  the  collection  of  duties  on  imports  and  ton- 
nage," passed  the  second  day  of  March,  one  thousand 
seven  hundred  and  ninety  nine. 

Mr.  McKiM  moVed  to  ainend  the  bill  by  insert- 
ing  after  the  words  **  independent  Power,  in  the 
14ih  line^tbe  following  amendment: 

"  Or  shall,  in  any  foreign  port  or  place  where  his  or 
her  vessel  may  load,  or  have  been  laden  in  whole  or  in 
part,  or  from  which  she  may  depart  or  have  de- 
parted, for  any  other  foreign  port,  or  in  such  other  for- 
eign port,  solicit,  accept,  receive,  or  use,  or  cause  to  be 
solicited,  accepted,  received,  or  used  any  false  or  colora- 
ble papers  (in  the  nature  of  a  clearance  or  manifest) 
purporting  that  such  vessel  did  depart  from  the  United 
States." 

Mr.  LivERMORG  observed,  that,  for  his  part,  he 
was  against  the  bill  in  toto;  for  he  believed  that 
it  would  benefit  the  dishonest  to  the  injury  of  the 
honest  part  of  the  community.  It  would  benefit 
those  who  cared  nothing  for  law,  for  oaths  or  for 
character,  and  who  would  forego,  everything  for 
the  love  of  gain.  The  citizens  of  the  United 
States  might  not  continue  to  carry  on  this  trade, 
but  their  vessels  would,  under  the  direction  of 
foreigners.  It  was  impossible,  he  said,  jto  control 
a  vessel  after  she  had  got  out  to  sea;  the  vessel 
indeed  might  be  subject  to  forfeiture  after  it  re- 
turned, but  it  was  no  object  with  its  owners  that 
she  should  come  back  at  all.  There  were,  it 
was  well  known^  in  the  United  States  many 
adopted  citizens  who  cared  no  more  about  the 
country  than  they  did  about  Ethiopia,  and  there 
were  native  citizens  who  were  not  attached  to 
their  country  and  felt  no  obligation  to  obey  its 
laws.  This  bill  against  foceu^n  licenses  would 
promote  their  interest;  for  Congress  could  no 
more  prevent  the  practice  than  they  could  pre- 
vent the  wind  from  blowing*  It  was  no  penalty 
to  the  owners  of  such  vessels  to  say  that  they 
should  not  return  to  the  United  Scales,  for  a  sin- 
gle profitable  freight  would  pay  the  co^  of  the 
vessel.  Instead  of  repressing,  this  bill  would  as- 
sist this  very  trafldc.  Why  were  Congress  al- 
ways attempting  to  regulate  that  which  they 
could  not  regulate  ?  He  wished  to  see  an  end  to 
this  system. 

Mr.  McKiM  said  it  was  obvious  to  the  most  unre- 
flecting mind  that  the  practice  of  carrying  on  trade 


under  foreign  licenses  must  he  attended  with  in- 
jurious consequences  to  the  fair  trade  of  the  Uni- 
ted States.  It  exposed  our  vessels  lo  inconveni- 
ence, often  to  capture  and  ultimate  confiscation. 
This  reason. alone  was  suflicient  for  putting  a 
stop  to  a  trade  which  was  besides  disgraceful  to 
the  country.  He  was  satisfied  with  the  bill  as 
far  as  it  went ;  but  there  was  another  injury  of 
a  different  description  against  which  he  wished 
to  guard,  which  was  the  sailing  with  forged  pa- 
pers or  clearances  purchased  in  a  foreign  port,  and 
produced  as  evidence  of  the  origin  of  the  voyage 
in  this  country,  instead  of  a  foreign  port.  These 
frauds,  he  said,  were  frequently  discovered,  and, 
being  detected,  gave  birth  to  a  general  prejudice 
against  all  American  commerce. 

Mr.  LivERMORE  observed  that  there  was  already 
a  law  in  existence  to  punish  forgeries  of  the  cus- 
tom-house papers,  if  gentlemen  could  contrive  a 
mode  of  getting  the  offenders  here.  But  what 
availed  it  to  make  laws  under  which  it  was  im- 
possible that  offenders  could  be  brought  to  trial! 

Mr.  MoKiM.said  he  was  disposed  to  pay  great 
respect  to  the  legal  knowledge  of  the  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts ;  but  he  contended  that  there 
was  no  law  in  existence  to  punish  the  accepting, 
receiving  or  usioff  clearances  focged  in  a  foreign 
country.  And  wnen  they  were  used  abroad  to  the 
prejudice  of  the  country,  the  offenders  ought  to  be 
punished  when  they  return.  The  gentkman  had 
said,  when  up  before,  that  this  law  would  be  evaded 
by  some,  that  it  would  not  operate  on  all.  This 
Mr.  McK.  said  he  readily  admitted,  for  no  laws 
could  be  enacted  sufficient  to  punish  all  culprits; 
but  it  was  consonant  with  the  essential  interests 
of  the  country  that  this  practice  should  be  pun- 
ished, and  it  was  no  reason  against  it  that  a  few 
offenders  might  escape. 

Mr.  McKiM'a  amendment  was  agreed  to,  60 
to  31. 

Mr.  Newton  remarked  that  a  bill  similar  to  the 
present  had  passed  the  House  of  Representatives 
by  a  large  majority  at  the  second  session  of  the 
tenth  Congress,  but  had  been  postponed  indefi- 
nitely by  the  Senate.  He  said  it  presented  al- 
most a  self-evident  proposition;  it  required- do 
reasoning  to  elucidate  its  provisions  or  enforce  its 
necessity.  Was  the  American  flag  prostituted,  or 
not?  Was  it  the  duty  of  Congress  to  prevent  its 
prostitution,  or  not  ?  Mr.  N.  said  tbat  the  re- 
sponse of  every  gentleman  would  be  in  the  afiir- 
mative.  This  bill  went  as  far  as  it  was  in  the 
power  of  Congress,  to  effect  that  object.  It  was 
then  their  duty,  and  he  had  no  doubt  the  Legis- 
lature would  perform  it,  to  exert  all  the  power 
which  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  had 
given  them  to.  chastise  the  prosecutors  o(  this 
trade. 

Mr.  PiCEMAN  satd  there  existed  one  objection 
to  the  section  now  under  consideration,  which  it 
must  strike  every  gentleman  in  the  House  ought 
to  prevent  the  passage  of  the  bill  in  its  present 
form.  He  said  it  went  to  the  utter  destruction 
of  the  trade  to  the  Baltic,  the  most  profitable 
pursued  by  the  United  States.  No  vessel  was 
permitted    to  go  through   the   Sound  without 
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akiog  a  license  froro  the  Gbvernmeot  of  Den- 
nark  to  proceed — and  this  license  all  nations 'had 
laid  for.  Now  he  submitted  it  to  the  gentlemen 
vhelher  they  would  pass  a  law  which  would  go 

0  the  destruction  of  the  best  trade  which  ^le  na- 
ion  enjoyed.  It  certainly  was  no  disgrace  to  the 
United  States,  to  do  that  which  all  other  nations 
)f  the  world  had  thought  proper  to  do.  This  be* 
og  a  law  without  limitationi  it  would  not  be 
nodified  or  repealed  without  the  consent  of  all 
hree  branches  of  the  Legislature,  no  matter 
lehat  injuries  should  be  found  to  flow  from  it. 
These  commercial  regulation^;  Mr.  P.  said,  often 
iroduced  embarrassment,  and  never  ought  to  be 
idopted  but  upon  urgent  necessity,  and  then  with 

1  cautious  hand ;  and  it  was  certain  that,  our 
;ommerciaI  regulations  for  several  years  past  had 
Djured  our  own  citizens  more  than  foreigners, 
f  such  a  law  was  passed,  it  ought  to  be  so  modi- 
ted  as  not  to  prevent. our  citizens  from  taking 
he  customary  license  from  Denmark  to  pass  the 
Sound. 

Mr.  Newton  said  that  this  bill  was  only  de- 
igned to  prevent  our  citizens  from  taking  a  li- 
;ense  from  one  foreign  Power,  for  instance  £ng- 
and,  to  trade  with  another  foreign  and  indepeod- 
;ot  Power,  say  France.  The  only  legal  trade 
vhich  he  knew  of  that  would  be  prevented  by 
he  bill  was  the  tTad«  from  Batavia  to' Japan, 
ivhich  did  not  amount  to  more  perhaps  than  one 
royage  a  year.  With  respect  tb-passiTig  the 
Sound,  it  was  well  known  that  all  nations  pss9' 
ng  into  the  Baltic  paid  some  duty  there.  He 
lonceived  the  bill  would  not  affect  this  trade. 

Mr.  PiCKMAN  said  that  if  the  bill  were  as  gen- 
lemen  described  it.  he  should  not  perhaps  object 
o  it.  If  it  was  only  to  prevent  our  vessels  from 
aking  licenses  from  Great  Britain  to  trade  to 
France,  it  was  much  too  vaguely  and  generally 
expressed  ;  for  the  trade  to  the  Baltic  was  clearly 
ocltfded  within  the  bill. 

Mr.  Sbeffey  thought  that  this  bill  might  do 
L  great  deal  of  mischief  by  cutting  up  the  oarry- 
ng  trade — not  the  colonial  trade,  sometimes  so 
tailed,  but  the  real  carrying  trade.  It  was  well 
mown  that  foreign  nations  regulated  their  com- 
neree,  and  that  in  many  instances  certain  foreign 
iroductions  were  only  permitted  to  be  carried  in 
heir  own  vessels,  unless  in  particular  instances 
rhere  relaxations  were  made,  which  relaxations 
nust  be  manifested  by  licenses  or  permissions. 
Jnless  therefore  gentlemen  would  cut  up  this 
rade,  which  he  had  understood  it  was  not  in- 
ended  to  surrender,  they  ought  to  pass  this  bill. 
X  did  not  appear  to  him,  either,  that  this  bill 
vould  prevent  the  evil  against  which  it  was  in- 
ended  to  guard.  It  was  the.  giving  a  neutral 
:olor  to  foreign  cargoes  which  he  understood  was 
complained  of.  This  bill  did  not  come  up  to 
hat  object,  as  there  was  no  provision  in  it  teod- 
ng  to  prevent  it  but  the  amendment  just  agreed 
o.  The  short  discussion  which  had  taken  place, 
le  said  would  tarn  the  attention  of  gentlemen  to 
he  bill ;  and  he  moved  that  the  Committee  should 
ise,  to  give  time  for  further  consideration,  before 
hey  agreed  to  ^^ssa  bill  whieh  would  cut  op  half 


the  trade  of  the  United  States.  Whether  or  not 
a  license  was  necessary  on  all  occasions  where  it 
was  used,  it  was  certain  on  some  occasions  it  was. 
Wherever  there  was  a  relaxation  by  any  nation 
in  its  navigation  Ijiws,  there  must  be  something 
like  licenses  or  permits  issued.  He  wished  to  see 
some  modification  of  the  bill,  or  some  better  de- 
finition of  the  mischief  to  be  guarded  against. 

Mr.  Nbwton  said  he  did  not  know  of  any  car- 
rying trade  intended  to  be  abandoned  by  the  bill. 
The  Committee  of  Commerce  and  Manufactures 
jn  reporting  the  bill  before  them  had  confined  them* 
selves  to  one  object,  viz:  to  prevent  the  prostitution 
of  the  American  flag.  *  Would  gentlemen  tell  him 
what  foreign  trade  there  was  from  Denmark  to 
any  port  in  the  Baltic?  Denmark  waj  herself  a 
commercial  nation)and  carried  on  heft  own  trade. 
The  trade  hence  to  Russia  was  a  direct  trade, 
and  did  not  interfere  with  the  trade  from  one 
foreign  port  to  another.  As  permits  to  trade,  he 
knew  that  licenses  had  been  given  by  nations 
having  colonies  to  favorites  to  trade  with  those 
colonies.  And  this  bill  would  not  prevent  that 
species  of  trade,  being  only  designed  to  put  an 
end  to  the  trade  in  American  vessels  to  one  in- 
dependent Power,  under  permits  from  another. 

Mr.  SBEprET  said  that  M  permits  were  given 
to  pass  into  the  Baltic  after  payment  of  the  duties, 
(his  bill  would  certainly  cut  up  that  trade.  As  to 
a  nation's  never  giving  tradiiig  licenses  or  permits 
except  to  its  colonies,  the  gentleman  was  incor- 
rect. England  had  often  given  licenses  to  im- 
port particular  articles  from  abroad.  Supposing 
that  the  importation  of  corn  to  Bngland  were 
generally  interdicted,  and  necessity  should  com- 
pel her  to  give  licenses  to  import  corn  from  the 
United  States.  Such  a  trade  would  be  interdicted 
by  this  bill.  These  crude  ideas  Mr.  8.  said  he 
threw  out  to  induce  gentlemen  to  reflect  on  the 
subject.  He  had  himself  no  enmity  to  the  bill, 
for  he  really  wished  for  a  remedy  for  the  evil  at 
which  It  was  aimed. 

Mr.  PicKMAN  said  there  was  a  trade  carried 
on  iii  the  Baltic  which  was  immensely  valu- 
ably to  the  United  States,  and  which  could  not 
be  prosecuted  without  the  consent  of  the  Danish 
Government.  Large  parcels  of  cotton  had  been 
lately  sent  to  the  Baltic  and  had  found  a  favor- 
able market,  and  the  demand  was  likely  to  in- 
crease. If  this  bill  should  cut  up  the  trade  to 
the  Baltic,  it  would  do  more  injury  to  the  trade 
of  the  United  States  than  every  other  regulation 
of  commerce  which  had  ever  been  made.  Hei 
was  confident,  he  said,  that  on  reflection  the  bill 
would  undergo  great  modification  before  passed, 
or  would  never  be  passed. 

Mr.  McKiM  said  that  if  a  doubt  existed  as  to 
an  interference  with  that  trade,  he  had  no  ob- 
jection to  the  introduction  of  an  amendment  ex- 
pressly to  exempt  it  from  the  operation  of  the  bill. 
He  siiid  that  he  as  a  merchant  had  no  know- 
ledge of  any  such  licenses  as  those  which  Mr» 
Sheffey  had  mentioned.  He  explained  what 
trade  he  wished  to  affect  by  the  bill.  England,, 
having  West  India  colonies,  was  shut  out  from 
the  Continent,  and  her  own  ports  were  filled 


1207 


HISTORY  OP  CONGRESS. 


1208 


H.  OP  R. 


Pittioui  Queitton — BemisMn  of  FoTfeiture, 


January.  181f). 


with  West  India  produce.  She  had  prohibited 
the  vessels  of  the  United  States  from  goio^  to  the 
Continent,  for  the  purpose  of  smuggling  this  pro- 
duce there  herself.  American  vessels,  however, 
were  employed  in  this  smuggling  trade^  and  fur- 
nished with  permits  to  proceed  on  iheir  voyage 
for  that  purpose.  They  then  proceeded  under  li- 
censes on  a  voyage  which  every  independent  na* 
tion  had  a  right  to  prosecute  without  license  or  per- 
mission from  any  other  Power.  This  he  was  de- 
sirous to  prevent.  As  to  the  Committee's  rising, 
he  said  he  had  no  objection  to  it,  for  he  wascon-^ 
yinced  the  more  it  was  considered  the  more  evi-* 
dent  the  necessity  of  the  measure  would  appear. 
The  Committee  then  rose.  59  to  38,  reported 
progresSj  aud  obtained  leave  to  sit  again. 

•PREVIOUS  QUESTION. 

The  House  again  went  into  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  on  the  rules  and  orders  reported  for  the 
government  of  the  House. 

Mr.  CIuincy's  motion  being  yet  under  consider- 
ation viz :  to  amend  the  rule  respecting  the  pre- 
vious question,  by  adding  to  it  substantially  as 
follows: 

"  Provided, ,  That  the  previous  question  shall  not  be 
put  until,  after  every  member  who  chooaes  to  epeak 
ekgJl  have  epoken  once  on  the  main  qttestion  .*" 

Mr.  Bassett  moved  to  strike  out  the  words  in 
italic  and  insert  ^  reammabU  debate?^ 

Mr.  Cox  supported  the  rule  and  Messrs.  Lyon 
and  Upham  opposed  it. 

Mr.  Bibb  moved  that  the  Committee  should 
rise;  not  because  he  was  opposed  to  the  rule,  but 
because  he  thought  he  could  get  at  his  object 
with  less  difficulty  another  way.  There  was  in 
existence  at  present  a  rule  which  had  existed  and 
been  enforced  until,  about  two  years  ago.  by  a 
construction  put  upon  it  by  the  House,  it  had  been 
rendered  null.  He  was  in  the  majority  on  that 
vote,  but  confessed  he  had  discovered  nis  error, 
and  had  no  doubt  that  a  majority  of  the  House 
would  now  reverse  the  decision  they  bad  then 
made  and  reinstate  the  rule  in  its  former  station. 
With  the  view  of  trying  this  question  the  first 
opportunity,  he  wished  the  Committee  to  rise. 
The  Committee  rose,  54  to  48. 

Mr.  Babsbtt  expressed  a  hope,  if  this  rule  was 
to  remain  as  it  stood  at  present,  that  all  the  old 
rules  would  be  retained,  and  the  Committee  should 
be  refused  leave  to  sit  agaiu. 

On  this  motion  debate  arose.  Messrs.  duiMCY 
«nd  Pitkin  spoke  agaainst  the  rule,  and  Messrs. 
Smilib,  Hollano,  Bibb,  and  Sootbaro,  in  sup- 
port of  it.  A  motion  for  adjournment  put  an  end 
to  the  debate. 


Tuesday,  January  16. 

Another  member,  to  wit :  from  South  Carolina, 
RiCHABD  Winn,  appeared,  and  took  his  seat  in 
the  House. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Anderson, 

Ordered,  That  the  petitions  of  the  officers  of 
the  Navy  presented  on  the  twentieth  of  February, 
one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  eight,  be  referred 


to  the  committee  appointed  on  that  part  of  the 
Message  of  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
at  the  commencement  of  the  session,  which  re- 
lates to  the  ^aval  Establishment. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  CIdincy, 

Ordered^  That  the  report  of  the  Comptroller 
of  the  Treasury,  in  relation  to  unsettled  accouots 
and  balances,  made  to  this  House  on  the  first 
ultimo,  be  referred  to  Mr.  Q^uincy,  Mr.  McMPoaa, 
Mr.  Bard,  Mr.  Lyon,  and  Mr.  Bur  well,  to  coa- 
sider  and  report  thereon  to  the  House. 

REMISSION  OF  FORrEITURE. 

Mr.  Newton,  from  the  Committee  of  Com- 
merce and  Manufactures,  made  a  report  on  the 
petition  of  Jeremiah  Reynolds,  which  was  read, 
and  referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  oa 
the  bill  fqr  the  relief  of  Harry  Caldwell  aod 
Amasa  Jackson.    The  report  is  as  follows: 

The  petitioner  states  that  he  took  on  board  of  Iiii 
vessel,  at  Cara96a,  in  September  last,  certain.  Trend. 
passengers,  with  six  slaves,  the  property  of  tbe  pai- 
sengers.  The  Frenchmen,  in  their  affidavits,  state, 
that  it  was  their  intention,  when  th^y  were  driven 
from  Cuba,  to  come  to  the  United  States,  but  that  ih^ 
were  prevented  for  want  of  an  opportunity.  In  this 
dilemma  they  embarked  for  the  town  of  St.  Domiogo, 
in  the  island  of  Hiipaniola.  That,  on  their  armal  li 
this  last  mentioned  place,  they  found  it  in  the  pones- 
sion  of  the  united  forces  of  Great  Britain  and  Spiio. 
Not  being  permitted  to  land,  they  were  compelled  to 
go  to  Curafoa.  *  At  this  last  |daoe  they  were  admitted 
to  land,  but  not  before  they  had  given  aecority  to  take 
the  first  opportunity  that  offered  for  tbe  United  Sutei. 
The  petitioner  does  not,  from  any  docnment  befine  the 
committee,  appear  to  have  been  constrained  by  the 
constituted  authorities  of  Cttra90a  to  take  on  board  of 
his  vessel  the  French  passengers  and  their  slaves.  Thi 
petitioner,  in  consequence  of  bringing  the  slaves,  the 
property  of  the  Frenchmen,  to  New  Orleans,  has  is- 
earred  heavy  penalties,  and  subjected  his  vessel  to 
forfeiture 

The  affidavits  accompanying  the  petition  weretakcB 
with  (he  knowledge  of  Philip  Grimes,  the  United 
States'  Attorney  for  the  Orleans  Territory. 

The  committee  are  of  opinion  that  the  case  of  tbe 
petitioner  is  not  embraced  by  the  provisions  of  the  ls« 
remitting  certain  penalties  and  forfeitures,  and  for  other 
purposes,  passed  the  first  session  of  the  eleventh  Con* 
gresa,  as  that  law  relates  to  voyages  direct  from  Cabi. 
Had  the  petitioner  brought  the  passengers  vrith  their 
riaves  from  Cuba,  he  would  have  incurred  neither 
penalty  nor  forfeiture.  This  case  differs  from  thoai 
which  have  been  sustained  by  Congreaa  in  this  circoffl- 
stance,  only — the  passengers,  with  their  slaves,  were, 
in  the  cases  relieved,  brought  from  Cuba ;  in  the  pres- 
ent, from  Cura9oa.  The  cause  of  this  was  not  the 
fault  of  the  French  passengers.  When  they  were  for- 
cibly expelled  from  Cuba,  no  passage  could  be  pro- 
cured  for  the  United  States ;  of  course  they  were  com- 
pelled to  seek  sbelter  in  some  other  island,  until  an 
opportunity  should  offer.  At  Cura9oa  they  were  per- 
mitted to  land,  first  giving  security  to  leave  the  island 
as  soon  as  possible.  In  this  situation  the  petitioner 
found  them,  and,  on  their  application,  took  them,  with 
their  slaves,  to  New  Orleans,  wbere  he  landed  theffl. 
From  this  view  of  the  petitioner's  case,  the  committee 
are  clearly  of  opinion  that  it  is  within  the  soope  sod 
protection  of  the  principle  on  which  relief  was  ai- 
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ended  by  the  aforementioned  law.  The  want  of  an 
isyliun  for  the  distreased  refngeea,  gave  exiatenoe  to 
hat  law. 

The  present  case  is  therefore  fkitlj  entitled  to  the 
tame  equitable  interposition  of  Congress,  as  the  French- 
nen  could  find  .no  refuge  in  any  of  the  islands,  and 
he  committee  are  convinced  that* the  same  measure  of 
astice  should  be  meted,  not  only  to  the  petitioner,  but 
ikewisc  to  the  French  passengers.  With  these  im- 
}re8Bions,  the  committee  do  not  hesitate  to  recommend 
he  adoption  of  the  following  resolution . 

Resolved,  That  the  prayA  of  the  petitioner  is  reason- 
ible  and  onght  to  be  granted. 

PREVIOUS  QUESTION. 

The  order  of  the  day  on  the  aofinished  busi- 
less  was  resumed.  The  question  still  under  con- 
lideration^whether  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
(hould  a^ain  haVe  leave  to  sit  again. 

Mr.  Dana  expressed  a  desire  of  having  the 
whole  subject  referred  to  a  select  commirteejand 
tpoke  decidedly  against  the  rule  for  the  previous 
questioD. 

Messrs.  Moselt,  SbeffeTj  Nelson,  Dana,  and 
Pitkin,  also  opposed  the  rule ;  and  Messrs.  John- 
son, Alston,  Rhea,  and  Ross,  supported  it. 

The  Committee  was  refused  leave  to  sit  acraio, 
53  to  48.  f 

The  House  then  agreed  now  to  consider  the 

rules. 

Mr.  Dawson  moved  to  strike  out  the  rule  for 
the  previous  Question,  for  the  purpose  of  ioserting 
I  rule  to  the  foliowmg  effect— That  the  previous 
{uestion  should  be  taken  on  the  demand  of  one 
fifih  of  the  members  present  and  should  be  in 
his  form,  viz:  ''Shall  the  main  question  be 
taken  ?"  And  if  determined  in  the  negative,  the 
tabject  shall  not  further  be  discussed ;  if  decided 
a  the  affirmative,  debate  shall  proceed. 

Mr.  Nelson  called  for  a  division  of  the  ques* 
ion,  so  as  to  take  it  first  on  striking  out  the  rule 
w  reported. 

Mr.  Sbepfbt  called  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on 
he  question. 

Mr.  Porter  said  that  he  should  not  have  pro- 
racted  the  debate  by  any  remarks  of  his,  did  he 
lot  conceive  that  the  rule  reported  by  the  com- 
nit  tee.  and  now  under  consideration,  had  been 
infairly  treated  by  its  opponents.  Instead  of 
neeting  it  by  argument,  it  had  only  been  declaim- 
id  against  by  the  introduction  of  popular  topics, 
vhicb  had  really  nothiog  to  do  with  its  merits, 
md  by  deaouncin^  the  motives  of  those  who 
supported  it  ar  unfriendly  to  the  liberties  of  their 
:ouDtry. 

I  will  not,  said  Mr.  P.,  yield  to  any  member  on 
his  floor  in  respect  for  that  great  Constitutional 
)rivile^e,  the  freedom  of  speech.  Aud  it  is  be- 
:ause  I  venerate  that  great  attribute  of  liberty^ 
t  is  becaiise  I  #ish  to  see  it  retain  its  proper  char- 
tcterand  influence,  that  I  am  unwilling  to  invest 
t  with  power  which  would  enable  it  to  subvert 
!very«ther  privilege  that  is  secured  to  me  by  the 
^Constitution.  To  give  to  it  the  powers  which 
lave  been  eontended  for,  would  be  to  alter  its 
character,  to  make  it  not  the  freedom,  but,  as  was 
iioperly  said  by  a  gentleman  from  North  Caro- 


lina, the  tyranny  of  speech.  And  all  the  decla- 
mation and  eloquence  which  have  been  displayed 
in  opposition  to  the  rule  have  been  fdunded  on  the 
false  assumption  that  it  was  an  abridgment  of 
the  liberty  of  speech.  It,  in  fact,  is  nothing  more 
than  a  just  and  necessary  restraint  upon  its  licen« 
tiousness. 

The  members  of  this  House,  sir,  have  an  un- 
questionable right  to  express  their  sentiments  on 
a^ny  proposition  which  shall  be  submitted  to  their 
decision ;  and  there  is  no  doubt  but  it  would  be  a 
violation  of  the  letter  as  well  as  the  spirit  of  the 
Constitution  to  deny  the  riffht  of  debate.  But, 
on  the  contrary,  there  is  still  less  doubt  that  it 
would,  be  a  most  flagrant  violation  of  the  Con- 
stitution to  clothe  this  privilege  with  forms  by 
which*  it  might  crush  the  legislative  powers  of 
thi&  House,  and  suspend  every  other  function  but 
that  of  speaking.  I  say.  sir,  it  is  the  Constitu- 
tional right  of  the  members  of  this  House  to  de- 
bate, but  it  is  also  a  Constitutional  duty  of  a 
majority  of  the  House  to  act,  and  to  act  with 
reasonable  eipedition.  We  are  bound  not  only 
to  pass  laws  for  the  general  welfare  of  the  coun- 
try, but  to  pass  them  in  time  to  meet  the  public 
exigencies.  Suppose  the  country  were  to  be  in- 
vaded by  an  enemy,  (and  this  is  an  event  not 
unlikely  to  happen  at  this  moment,)  what  would 
be  the  duty  of  this  House?  The  ansii^r  is  obvi- 
ous. It  would  be  our  duty  not  only  to  adopt 
measures  for  repelling  the  enemy,  but  to  do  it 
with  a  promptitude  suited  to  the  urgency  of  the 
occasion.  Suppose,  top,  (a  supposition  which 
ihay,  but  I  hope  never  will  be  realized  in  this 
country,)  that  there  should  be,  at  such  a  time, 
twenty  members  within  these  walls  who  were 
the  advocates  and  secret  allies  of  the  enemy,  and 
who  could  combine  to  paralyze  jhe  strength  of 
the  nation  and  to  resist  every  effort  of  the  House 
for  its  defence,  by  executing,  in  the  fullest  extent 
in  which  it  has  been  claimed,  the  freedom  of 
debate.  Must  the  majority  sit  here  day  aflter  day, 
and  week  after  week,  to  hear  these  propositions 
and  discuss  them,  and  take  no  measures  for  the 
defence  of  the  country  7  Must  we  remain  supine 
and  inactive,  and  see  our  towns  burned,  our  citi* 
zens  murdered,  the  capital  invested,  and  content 
ourselves  in  patiently  listening  to  arguments 
which  profess  to  convince  us  that  these  enormi- 
ties are  just,  and  ought  not  to  be  resisted  ?  Must 
we,  in  short,  tamely  suffer  our  throats  to  be  cut 
for  fear  of  invading  the  sanctuary. of  speech? 
Such  a  doctrine  as  tikis,  sir,  will  not  be  advocated 
on  this  floor,  and  yet  this  is  precisely  the  situa- 
tion in  which  we  might  be  placed  by  the  opera- 
tion of  ourpresent  rules,  or  rather  by  what  I  con- 
sider the  unfortunate  and  erroneous  construction 
which  has  been  put  upon  them.  It  has  been  ac- 
knowledged by  most  of  those  who  have  spoken 
upon  the  other  side  of  the  House,  that  such  is 
the  latitude  given  to  debate  by  the  present  rules 
as  to  put  it  in  the  power  of  a  very  inconsiderable 
minority  (I  certainly  do  not  speak  of  the  present 
minority)  to  obstruct  the  proceedings  of  this 
House  altogether.  And  is  there  no  danger  in 
this,  sir  1    uo  the  gentlemen  whose  fears  for  lib* 
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erty  are  so  actire  on  this  occasion,  and  whose 
sensibilities  are  so  deeply  wounded  at  the  idea  of 
confiding  a  discrimination  to  a  majority,  feel  no 
alarm  in  committing  so  fatal  a  power  to  a  mi- 
nority ? 

That  there  may  be  such  a  thing  as  an  abuse  of 
the  right  of  debate  no  one  will  deny.  That  this 
right  has  been  more  than  once  abused  we  need 
not  the  lights  of  history  to  be  informed.  It  is 
within  the  recollection  of  us  all.  Nor  will  it  be 
denied' that  there  must  be,  somewhere,  a  power  to 
prerent  the  recurrence  of  such  abuses  in  future. 
This  power  is  placed  in  the  discretion  of  a  ma- 
jority of  this  House  by  that  clause  of  the  Con- 
stitution which  authorizes  us  to  determine  the 
rules  of  our  proceedings.  It  is  very  properly 
placed  here,  sir,  in  order  that  we  may  baVe  the 
opportunity  of  ascertaining  as  far  as  possible  th6 
undefined  and  conflicting  pretensions  of  speech 
with  the  performance  of  our  great  and  imperious 
duties. 

What  then,  sir,  Is  the  rule  reported  by  the  com- 
mittee, which  has  excited  so  much  alarm  ?  It  is 
this:  that  the  previous  question  shall  be  put  at 
the  instance  of  one-fifth  of  the  members  present, 
and,  if  carried  in  the  affirmative,  shall  put  an 
end  to  all  debate  upon  the  main  question.  In 
other  words,  the  meaning  of  the  rule  is,  (for  I  do 
not  wish  no  disguise  it,)  that  the  majority  shall 
have  power  to  stop  debate  when  in  their  opinion 
it  has  been  sufficiently  extended.  This  rule  is 
said  to  be  a  violation  of  the  Constitution,  inas- 
much as  it  gives  to  the  majority  a  discretionary 
power  over  debate,  which,  however,  may  be  so 
exercised  as  wholly  to  prevent  debate  on  any 
question,  and  in  that  way  to  abridge  the  Consti- 
tutional freedom  of  speech.  If  the  delegation  of 
a  discretionary  power  be  a  violation  of  the  Con- 
stitution, becatise  that  discretion  may  be  abused, 
then  the  Constitution  has  violated  its  own  prin- 
ciples, for  I  need  not  inform  the  House  that  every 
article  of  the  Constitution  gives  discretionary 
power,  and  that  every  such  power  is  liable  to  be 
abuseu.  It  is  not  the  rule,  out  the  Constitution 
which  gives  to  a  majority  .of  this  House  a  dis- 
cretionary power  over  debate^  and  the  rule  only 
describes  the  manner  in  which  this  discretion 
shall  be  exercised.  But,  sir,  the  Constitution  has 
not  given,  nor  does  this  rule,  which  is  a  mere  con- 
firmation of  the  power  vested  by  the  Constitution, 
give  to  this  House  a  right  to  prevent  debate  alto- 
gether. It  merely  gives  a  discretionary  power, 
which  must  exist  somewhere,  to  decide  when 
debate  has  been  sufficiently  protracted.  And  this 
AS  not  an  arbitrary,  capricious  discretion,  but  a  dis; 
cretion  to  be  exercised  under  the  oaths  we  have 
taken  to  support  the  Constitution,  which  Consti- 
tution enjoins  on  us  the  twofold  obligation  to 
piiss  laws  for  the  benefit  of  the  country,  and  to 
pass  them  in  such  manner  as  shall  not  violate  the 
just  freedom  of  speech.  The  great  and  funda* 
omental  mistake  through  the  whole  of  this  discus* 
sion  has  been  in  considering  this  rule  as  delega- 
ting to  the  majority  of  the  House  a  power  to  be 
exercised  ad  /t6t/ttm,  for  the  purpose  of  suppress- 
ing debate  altogether,  when  no  such  power  is 


given.  The  rule,  in  fact,  creates  no  new  power 
but  merely  prescribes  a  practical  mode  oi  exer- 
cising a  power  previously  delegated  by  the  Con- 
stitufion ;  and  in  the  exercise  of  ibis  power  under 
the  rule  we  are  not  absolved  from  the  limitation 
and  restrictions  to;Brhich  the  original  power  vested 
by  the  Constitution  was  subject. 

I  shall  not  contend  that  because  the  Coqstitotioa 
has  confided  to  this  House  a  discretionary  power 
over  debate,  we  are  therefore  authorized  to  trans- 
fer the  exercise  of  thi%  discretion  to  any  other 
body.  We  certainly  are  not,  because  this  dis- 
cretion is  intrusted  to  the  House  in  consequence, 
if  I  may  so  say,  of  a  personal  confidence  reposed 
in  the  members  as  such,  and  which  they  alone 
are  to  exercise.  If,  then,  we  are  to  make  a  rak 
authorizing  the  Speaker,  for  instance,  or  any 
number  of  members  less  than  a  majority,  to  sus- 
pend debate,  whenever  they  might  think  proper, 
this  would  be  violating  the  Constitation,  beeaase 
it  would  be  creating  a  new  power,  or,  which  is 
the  same  thing,  reposing  a  discretion  where  it 
was  not  authorized  by  the  Constitution*  But, 
inasmuch  as  the  proposed  rule  confides  this  dis- 
cretion* to.a  majority  of  the  House,  which,  tech- 
nically spl^aking,  is  the  House,  it  places  the  power 
precisely  where  the  Constitution  had  placed  ir. 
and  therefore,  being  in  con  for  mi  or  with  the  Con- 
stitution, cannot  be  a  violation  of  it. 

I  presume  it  will  not  be  contended  that  the 
power  given  to  the  House  in  relation  to  the  sub- 
ject is  a  mere  power  to  make  rules,  but  that  these 
rules  must  be  so  made  as  to  be  certain  and  posi- 
tive JQ  their  operations,  and  preclude  the  exercise 
of  any  future  discretion  in  the  application  of  them. 
Stich  a  principle  once  assumed  must  be  carried 
through.  If  we  can  have  no  discretion  over  one 
subject,  so  never  can  we  over  another,  and  the 
application  of  the  principle  would  go  to  overthrow 
a  great  part  of  the  roles  by  which  this  House,  as 
well  as  every  other  similar  body,  has  always  been 
governed.  It  would  take  away  the  discretion  of 
the  Housp  as  to  the  times  of  its  daily  meeting  and 
adjournment.  It  would  take  away  our  discretion 
as  to  the  priority  of  subjects  on  which  we  may  act 
It  would  take  away  our  discretion  as  to  the  causes 
for  which  a  member  may  be  expelled,  because  all 
these  dtscretions  might  be  abused.  I  say,  there- 
fore, sir,  that  the  rule  cannot  be  unconstitutional 
on  the  gfx>Hod  of  its  adopting  a  principle  which 
has  been  recognised  by  the  immemorial  usage  of 
this  House. 

But,  sir,  I  confess  that  the  objection  which  has 
been  made  to  the  unconstitutionality  of  the  pro- 
posed rule  is,  so  far  as  it  goes,  a  fair  objection  to 
Its  expediency,  to  wit :  that  it  places  a  power  io 
the  hands. of  the  majority  which  may,  on  the 
spur  of  the  occasion,  and  in  a  bad  temper,  be  ex- 
ercised indiscreetly  and  oppressively  on  the  mi- 
nority. It  is  better  that  our  rights  should  be  de- 
fined than  contingent,  and  if  a  rule  can  be  devised 
by  which  the  rights  of  the  minority  to  ^nake 
speeches  can  be  put  out  of  the  power  of  the  ma- 
jority, and  which  rule  shall  not  at  the  same  time 
invest  the  minority  with  a  power  lo  prevent  the 
majority  from  the  performance  of  their  Constita- 
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tional  duties,  this  is  the  very  rule  which  I  would 
wish  to  see  adopted,  and  would  support  with  all 
(ny  heart.  But,  sir,  such  a  rule  is  impracticable; 
it  is  not  in  the  nature  of  the  subject.  I  defy  you 
Dr  any  other  member  of  this  body  to  form  a  stand- 
ird  rule  by  the  application  of  which  to  any  future 
debate  you  can  determine  whether  that  debate  be 
reasonably  or  unreasonably  conducted.  'The  sub- 
ject is  intangible.  Ic  is  not  to  be^  controlled  by 
[)re-estabitshed  rules.  The  liberty  and  licentious- 
less  of  speech  have  been  happily  compared  to  the 
colors  01  a  changeable  silk,  in  which  you  may 
jistioctly  perceive  that  there  are  two  colors,  but 
foa  can  neither  tell  where  the  on*  begins  or  the 
)tber  ends.  You  cannot  mark  by  any  permaneol 
ule  the  boundaries  between  liberty  and  licen* 
iousness,  like  the  colors  of  the  silk,  which*  do 
lot  depend  upon  any  intrinsic  dtfferenee  in  the 
exture  er  dyes  of  the  chfierent  parts  of  the  cloth, 
)ut  which  are  accidental  effects  of  the  light  and 
(bade  and  positioYi.  So  the  character  of  debate,  as 
A  liberty  and  licentiousness,  cannot  be  determined 
)y  the  nature  of  the  subject  adopted,  nor  by  the 
lumber  or  length  of  the  speeches  which  ma^  be 
nade;  but  it  will  depend  on  the  accidents  of  time, 
ilace,  and  circumstances.  That  which  at  a  time 
jfimmioent  pressure  and  peril,  such  as  I  have  be- 
ore  alluded  to,  requiring  the  immediate  interpo- 
dtioQ  of  the  legislative  powers  of  this  House, 
night  be  deemed  th^  most  insufferable  abuse  of 
he  liberty  of  speech,  might,  at  another  time  and 
)D  another  occasion,  be  considered  as  perfectly 
easonable  and  proper.  As  the  subject,  then,  is  in 
is  oatuxe  wholly  unsusceptible  of  regulation,  it 
Dust  be  left  to  the  sound  discretion  of  the  House, 
0  be  exercised  in  each  particular  case. 

The  amendment  of  the  rule  proposed  by  the 
^poileman  from  Massachusetts  (Mr.  CIuincy)  af^ 
ords  as  strong  an  argument  as  could  possibly  be 
idduced  against  the  practicability  of  reducing  the 
towers  of  the  House,  in  relation  to  this,  to  any 
ixed  laws.  His  amendment  proposes  to  limit 
he  power  of  the  majority  as  to  taking  the  pre- 
'ious  question,  by  providinsr  that  it  shall  not  be 
>Qt  until  every  member  shall  have  had  an  oppor- 
unity  to  speak  once  to  the  main  question.  I 
onfess  that  this  amendment  is  plausible,  and  it 
troald  even  be  unexceptionable  could  any  provi- 
ioQ  of  this  nature  be  so,  because  it  restricts  the 
ights  of  the  minority,  or  in  other  words- the  free- 
om  of  debate — as  far  as  they  can  be  restricted  by 
oy  general  rule.  The  right  to  speak  at  all,  neces* 
arily  includes  the  right  to  speak  once;  and  as  we 
ao  make  no  discrimination  between  the  privilege 
fthe  different  members,  a  rule  permitting  each 
member  to  speak  only  once  would  be  as  rigid  a 
imitation  of  the  liberty  of  speech  as  could  be  im- 
osed;  and  yet  a  rule,  even  with  this  limitation, 
/ouid  be  putting  the  majority  completely  in  the. 
ower  of  the  minority.  Let  us  see  what  would 
e  the  effect  of  such  an  amendment. 

The  present  minority,  as  the  gentlemen  have 
een  pleased  to  call  themselves,  consists  of  some- 
iiQg  more  than  forty  members.  Among  these  it 
|enis  to  be  ascertained,  if  my  colleague  (Mr. 
rAR0£if ibb)  ia  correct  ia  his  eatimatei  that  there 


are  at  least  thirty,  each  of  whom  can  speak  sensi- 
bly on  any  subject  for  three  hours  together.  It 
is  not,  however,  to  be  presumed  that  every  mi* 
nority  will  be  blessed  with  such  extraordinary 
powers  of  speech.  Not,  therefore,  to  take  an  ex- 
treme case,  we  will  suppose  that  these  thirtr 
members,  instead  of  three  hours,  could  only  speak 
three  minutes  sensibly  on  any  question.  $up- 
pose  the^e  members,  with  these  inconsiderable 
means,  should  enter  into  a  combination — but  I  am 
now  following  out  the  course  marked  out  by  the 
opponents  of  the  rule,  and  am  arguing  not  what 
will  be  the  probable  use,  but  what  may  be  the 
possible  abuse  of  power— reach  minority  mail 
would  then  occupy  three  rainuteswith  his  maiii 
speech.  But  suppose  that  during  the  speech  he 
snould,  by  way  of  protracting  the  debate,  or  by 
way  of  episode,  (if  an  episode  be  a  proper  ap- 
pendage of  a  speech,)  make  lonly  two  motions 
for  an  adjournment,  and  back  these  motions  by 
a  call  for  the  ayes  and  noes,  which  he  would 
have  a  ri^ht  to  do,  by  ao  express  provision  of. 
the  Constitution,  a  provisioQ  of  which  the  gen- 
tlemen seem  peculiarly  tenacious  on  questions  of 
adjournment;  the  speech  then,  with  its  episodes, 
would  occupy  about  one  hour,  and  the  whole 
thirty  speeches  would  consume  thirty  hours,  or 
one  week  of  the  time  of  this  Hbuse.  When  the 
main  question  should  thus  have  been  fully  and  con- 
stitutionally discussed,  according  to  the  idea  of  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts,  an  amendment 
to  the  main  proposition  might  be  offered,  which 
would  bring  a  new  question  before  the  House, 
and  in  which  the  gentlemen  might  repeat  their 
former  speeches,  and  consume  another  week — for 
I  take  it  to  be  well  settled,  from  what  has  passed 
in  the.Hous^  to-day,  that  you  are'  not  to  ques- 
tion the  logic  of  any  member,  but  that  he  is  at 
liberty  to  deliver  any  speech  upon  any  subject, 
provided  he  apprizes  you  that  it  is  to  be  applied 
to  the  subject  under  debate.  In  this  way  amend- 
m«nts  might  be  proposed  so  long  as  the  subject 
^ould  be  capable  of  amendments,  and  after  tnis, 
questions  for  adjournment, for  indefinite  postpone- 
ment, for  postponement  to  a  particular  day,  and 
to  another  particular  day,  might  be  multiplied  to 
such  an  extent  as  effect-ually  to  prostrate  the  pow* 
ers  of  a  majority  over  the  licentiousness  of  de- 
bate. It  is  true,  sir,  that  the  case  which  I  have 
put  is  hypothetical,  but  it  is  so  only  in  the  extent 
to  which  I  have  carried  it ;  for  we  have  seen  all 
these  arts  of  procrastination  practised  with  the 
most  perfect  success,  and  they  have  been  carried  ' 
so  far  as  wholly  to  prevent  the  passage  of  a  law, 
only  because  the  majority  have  not  thought  it 
proper  to  exereise  their  power  to  such  an  extent. 
The  only  question,  then,  that  remains  is.  will 
it  be  better  to  make  a  rule  to  invest  the  minority 
with  a  power  which  they  may  abuse  so  as  to  sub- 
vert all  law  and  place  the  country  in  a  state  of 
anarchy,  or  will  it  be  preferable  to  invest  the  ma- 
jority with  a  power  which  they  may  misuse  so  far 
as  to  prevent  the  liberty  of  debate  in  this  House  ? 
I  confess  I  find  no  difficulty  in  the  choice.  A 
dumb  legislature,  as  much  as  it  has  been  bur- 
lesqued, would  be  infinitely  preferable  in  my 
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miad  tQ  a  mere  talking  assembly.  The  one,  it  is 
trae,  might  alarm  our  fears,  but  it  would,  as  a 
legislature  ought  to  do,  command  our  respect. 
The  other  would  only  excite  our  contempt. 

I  shall  therefore  vote  for  the  original  rule,  because 
I  think  it  the  only  practicable  one  in  relation  to 
this  subject,  and  because  I  have  no  apprehen- 
sions that  the  majority  will  abuse  this  more  than 
any  other  discretionary  power  given  to  them  by 
the  Constitution.  And  1  shall  vote  against  all  the 
amendments  which  have  been  proposed,  as  un- 
constitutional, inasmuch  as  they  divest  this  House 
of  the  power  to  perform  its  Constitu-tional  duties. 

Further  debate  took  place.  Messrs.  Njblson 
and  Pitkin  supported  the  motion,  and  Mr.  Bas- 
8ETT  opposed  It.  An  adjournment  again  put  an 
end  to  the  debate. 


Wednesday,  January  17. 

A  new  member,  to  wit:  David  S.  Gaaland, 
returned  to  serve  as  a  member  of  this  House  for 
the  State  of  Virginia,  ia  the  place  of  Wilson 
Carey  Nicholas,  resigned,  appeared,  produced  his 
credential?,  was  qualified,  and  took  his  seat. 

Mr.  Poindbxteb,  from  the  committee  appointed 
on  the  fir>t  of  December  last,  presented  a  bill  ex- 
tending th^  right  of  sa£frage  to  the  citizens  of 
Madison  county,  in  the  Mississippi  Territory; 
which  was  read  twice  and  committed  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  on  Monday  next. 

Mr.  Johnson,-  from  the  Committee  of  Claims, 
presented  a  bill  for  the  relief  of  Isaac  Briggs ; 
which  was  read  twice  and  committed  t&  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  on  Wednesday  next. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole,  on  the  bill  for  the  relitf  of  Harry 
Caldwell  and  Aciiasa  Jackson. 

[This  bill  is  to  release  the  brig  Joseph  Ricket- 
son,  seized  under  the  act  prohibiting  the  imforta- 
tion  of  slaves,  for  having,  on  the  25th  day  of 
July  last,  taken  on  board  three  refugees  from  Cu- 
ba, with  their  domestic  slaves,  six  in  number,  and 
landed  them  at  New  Orleans.] 

This  bill  was  amended  so  as  to  include  similar 
cases  of  Levin  Jones  and  James  Reynolds;  and, 
thus  amended,  reported  by* the  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  and  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third 
reading. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole,  on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  John  N. 
Stout.  [This  bill  authorizes  the  settlement  of 
'the  claim  of  Mr.  Stout  as  keeper  of  the  district 
jail  in  Kentucky,  for  certain  services.]  The  bill 
WAS  gone  through,  reported  to  the  House,  and 
ordered  to  be  engrossea  for  a  third  reading. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole,  on  the  bill  authorizing  the  removal  of 
slaves  fjrom  one  part  of  the  District  of  Columbia 
to  another.  The  bill  being  gone  through  without 
objection,  was  reported  to  the  House,  and  ordered 
to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading. 

Mr.  Newton  reported  a  bill  **for  the  benefit  of 
American  seamen.'' 

[This  bill  provides  that  no  vessels  shall  here- 
after enjoy  the  benefits  and  privileges  appertain- 


ing to  vessels  of  the  United  States,  unless  the 
mate,  as  well  as  the  captain,  and  the  mariners  or 

crew  of  the  vessel,  or  at  least of  them  shall 

be  citizens  of  the  United  States.] 

The  bill  was  twice  read,  and  referred  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole. 

DANIEL  BRADLEY. 

Mr.  Johnson,  from  the  Committee  of  Claimi, 
made  a  report  on  the  petition  of  Daniel  Bradley, 
referred  on  the  fifteenth  instant;  which  was  read, 
and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table.  The  report  is  as 
follows : 

That  it  is  staled  by  the  petitioner,  that  he»  in  1798, 
was  ordered  with  a  detachment  out  of  the  4tfa  United 
l^tates'  regiment  under  his  command  to  remove  in- 
traders  from  lands  claimed  bj  the  Cherokee  Indtans; 
that,  becoming  obnoxious  to  those  whom  he  removed, 
some  of  the  party  privatelj  took  fiom  him  a^  vmlaabb 
horse  which  the  petitioner  had  with  him,  and  whick 
he  considered  necessary  to  perform  hie  dnty»  carried 
said  horse  to  a  private  place  on  Cumberland  moantain, 
and  shot  him ;  and  conclades  by  praying  compensation 
for  the  valae  of  said  horse.  The  GqjDmiftee  ha^e  no 
evidence  independent  of  the  petition  as  to  the  fiurts  in 
this  case;  ana  assuming  the  ground  that  the  facts  are 
true,  no  compensation  ought  to  be  granted,  for  it  does 
not  appear  that  it  was  made  the  duty  of  the  petitioner 
to  have  a  horse  in  the  discharge  of  his  duty  as  an  offi> 
cer ;  nor  does  it  appear,  if  that  were  the  case,  that  the 
Government  was  to  find  him  a  horse.  The  committee, 
therefore,  recommend  the  foUowing  resolution : 

Resolved^  That  the  prayer  of  the  petition  ou^ht  not 
to  be  granted. 

CONTINGENT  EXPENSES. 

Mr.  Bub  WELL  offered  the  following  resolution: 

Besoked,  That -the  Committee  of  Acoovmla  be  in- 
structed to  inquire  into  the  manner  in  which  the  con- 
tract with  the  Cierk  for  supplying  this  House  with 
stationerjr  has  been  executed ;  and,  ^eo,  the  ezpedieney 
of  changing  the  present  mode  of  supplying  the  mem- 
bers  so  far  as  to  furnish,  at  the  commencement  of 
every  future  session,  to  each  member  a  ijoantity  of 
stationery  not  exceeding dollars  in  valae. 

After  debate,  the  first  clause  of  the  resolution 
was  agreed  to  without  a  division ;  and  the  second 
clause  was  agreed  to  by  yeas  and  nays — 111  to  8. 

.The  unfinished  business  of  yesterday  was  post- 
poned till  to-morrow — 59  to  47. 

FOREIGN  LICENSES  TO  TRADE. 

The  House  resolved  itself  injto  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole,  on  the  bill  to  deprive,  in  certain  cases, 
vessels  of  their  American  character,  dbc. 

Mr.  FisK  said,  as  he  was  in  favor  of  the  bill, 
and  the  principal  objection  which  had  been  made 
to  it  was  that  it  could  not  be  enforced;  to  meet 
that  objection  he  thought  proper  to  offer  the  fol- 
lowing amendment  as  a  new  section  to  the  bill: 

^  And  be  it  further  enacted.  That,  lor  the  pnipose  of 
enforcing  obedience  to  this  act,  the  President  of  the 
United  States  shall  be,  and  hereby  is,  authorized  to 
employ  such  portion  of  the  Navy  of  the  United  States 
as  he  shall  deem  necessary,  which  force,  so  to  be  e4n- 
ployed,  shall  act  in  conformity  to  instructions  to  be 
furnished  to  Ihe  commanders  by  the  President,  direct- 
ing them  to  examine  and  send  into  the  neareat  port  ia 
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he  United  States  for  adjudication  and  paniahment 
Jiose  detected  in  ▼iolattng  this  act." 

The  Committee  then  rose,  reported  prog^ress) 
ind  obtained  leave  to  »it  again ;  and  Mr.  Fisk's 
imendmeDt  was  ordered  to  be  printed. 

WEST  POINT. 

Mr.  Gold,  after  some  remarks  on  the  state  of 
the  public  property,  and  the  doubts  existing  as  to 
Lhe  boundary  lioe  of  the  public  land  at  West 
Point,  on  the  subject  of  which  suits  had  been,  or 
were  about  to  be,  brought  by  claimants,  offered 
the  following  resolution,  which  was  adopted: 

Resolved,  That  a  committee  be  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  state  of  the  public  Arsenal  at  West  Point,  in 
ihe  State  of  New  York,  and  the  condition  of  the  pub- 
ic property  there  deposited,  and  to  consider  of  the 
means  necessary  for  the  security  and  preservation 
Jiereof ;  and,  also,  to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of 
providing  by  law  for  ascertaining  and  settling  the  con- 
jt>Torted  boundary  of  the  public  land  at  said  place, 
ind  that  they  have  leave  to  report  by  bill  or  otherwise. 

Mr.  FiSK  ro5e  to  offer  a  resolution  in  some  degree 
:onoected  with  the  subject  embraced  by  the  reso- 
lution submitted  hf  his  colleague.  It  was  well 
cnown  that  this  fortification  had  been,  and  might 
t>e  again,  a  very  important  station.  It  was  now 
>ut  of  repair,  and  might  be  put  into  a  state  of 
'epair  with  a  small  sum  of  money.  For  the  pur- 
>ose  of  inquiring  into  this  desirable  object,  he 
;ubmitted  the  following  resolution : 

Reaohedy  That  the  committee  appointed  on  so  much 
>f  the  Message  of  the  President  of  the  United  States 
IS  relates  to  our  fortifications  be  instructed  to  inquire 
nto  the  expediency  of  repairing  the  fortifications  at 
EVest  Point,  and  that  they  have  leave  to  report  by  bill 
»r  otherwise. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

DETACHMENT  OF  MILITIA. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee  of 
he  Whole  on  the  bill  authorizing  a  detachment 
\f  the  militia  of  the  United  States. 

[This  bill  provides  for  a  detachment  of  100,000 
nilitia,  to  be  ready  to  march  at  a  moment's  warn- 
ng,  but  not  to  serve  a  longer  time  than  six  months 
ifier  they  arrive  at  the  place  of  rendezvous. 
iTolunteers  may  be  accepted.] 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Tallmadoe,  the  blank  for 
he  sum  to  be  appropriated  and  held  in  readiness 
o  carry  into  effect  the  intention  of  the  bill,  when 
necessary,  was^lled  with  one  million  of  dollars. 

And,  the  bill  being  gone  through,  the  Commit- 
ee  rose,  reported  progress,  and  obtained  leave  to 
it  again. 

The  reason  why  the  Committee  did  not  report 
he  bill  to  the  House,  was  a  suggestion,  by  Mr. 
3ana,  of  a  wish  to  obtain  information  on  the 
naoner  in  which  the  former  acts  of  a  similar 
lature  had  been  carried  into  effect.  For  which 
lurpose,  Mr.  D.  moved  a  resolution  calling  upon 
he  Secretary  of  War  for  information  of  the  man- 
ler  in  which  the  late  laws  authorizing  detach- 
nents  of  the  militia  of  the  United  States  had 
>een  executed.  But,  before  a  question  was  taken 
m  the  resolution,  the  House  adjourned. 
llthCoN.2dS£ss.— 39 


Thursday,  January  18. 

Mr.  Love,  from  the  Committee  for  the  District 
of  Columbia,  presented  a  bill  to  amend  an  act,  en- 
titled '^An  act  for  the  establishment  of  a  turnpike 
company  in  the  county  of  Alexandria,  in  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia;"  which  was  read  twice  and 
committed  o  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  Tues- 
day next. 

A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Dana,  to  rescind 
the  vote  taken  yesterday  upon  a  resolution  pro- 
posed hy  him;  and  the  question  being  takea 
thereon,  it  was  resolved  in  the  affirmative. 

A  motion  was  then  made  by  Mr.  Dana,  that 
the  House  do  come  to  the  following  resolution : 

Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  for  the  Department  of 
War  be  directed  to  lay  before  this  House  a  general 
account  of  the  returns  of  the  respective  quotas  of  the 
two  last  detachments  of  one  hundred  thousand  militia, 
including  volunteers, 'required  of  the  several  States  and 
Territories '  by  the  President  of  the  United  States,  in 
pursuance  of  the  law  respecting  such  detachments. 

And  the  question  thereon  being  taken  it  was 
resolved  in  the  affirmative. 

An  engrossed  bill  for  the  relief  of  Harry  Cald- 
well and  Amasa  Jackson,  and  others,  was  read 
the  third  time. 

Resolved^  That  the  said  bill  do  pass,  and  that 
the  title  be,  ''An  act  for  the  relief  or  Harry  Cald- 
well and  Amasa  Jackson,  Jeremiah  Reynolds 
and  Levin  Jones." 

An  engrossed  bill  for  the  relief  of  John  Ni  Stout 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

An  engrossed  bill  to  authorize  the  removal  of 
slaves  from  one  part  of  the  District  of  Columbia 
to  another  was  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

PATENT  RIGHTS. 

Mr.  Bacon  reported  a  bill  for  the  encourage- 
ment of  learning  and  promotion  of  the  useful  arts. 

[This  bill  extends  the  privilege  of  obtaining  a 
patent  for  any  newinvention  or  discovery,  to  any 
person  residing  within  the  United  States,  whe- 
ther a  citizen  or  not.  The  former  laws  on  that 
subject  restricted  this  privilege  to  citizens  of  the 
United  States,  or  to  persons  who  had  resided  two 
years  therein.  In  lieu  of  the  present  term  of  four- 
teen years,  for  wjbich  patents  are  granted,  the  bill 
provides  that  an  inventor,  upon  paying  thirty 
dollars,  may  receive  a  patent  right  to  his  invention 
for  a  term  of  seven  years,  at  the  expiration  of 
which  time,  upon  paying  sixty  dollars,  he  may 
renew  his  patent  for  a  second  term  of  seven  years, 
and  after  that  upon  paying  ninety  dollars  may 
renew  it  for  a  third  term  of  seven  years ;  and  au 
former  patentees  for  a  term  of  fourteen  years  un- 
der the  present  laws,  may  renew  their  patents  for 
one  term  of  seven  years.  That  the  damages  to 
be  recovered  by  patentees  for  violations  of  patent 
rights  shall  in  no  case  be  less  than  three  times 
the  price  at  which  the  right  to  use  the  invention 
patented  has  been  usually  sold  by  the  patentee. 
That  the  Secretary  of  Slate  may,  with  the  con- 
currence of  the  Secretaries  of  the  Treasury,  War, 
or  Navy  Departments,  or  any  two  of  them,  refuse 
altogether  to  issue  a  patent  to  any  person  claim- 
ing It.   That  the  Secretary  of  State  shall  publish 
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aDDually,  in  a  newspaper  printed  at  the  seat  of 
Government,  a  list  of  all  patents  granted  the  pre- 
ceding year,  to  whom  and  for  what  purpose. 
That  the  President  of  the  United  States  be  au- 
thorized to  cause  to  be  built  a  suitable  building  for 
the  reception  and  preservation  of  the  books,  map, 
charts,  models,  and  designs,  of  the  authors  and  in- 
yentors,  which  may  be  deposited  therein  asreeablv 
to  the  provisions  of  the  bill.  The  residue  of  the  bill 
is  an  adoption  of  most  of  the  principles  of  the  for- 
mer patent  Iaws,witbsomevariance  in  the  details; 
and  repeals  all  former  laws  on  the  subject  after 
the  30th  of  September  next,  when  this  act  is  to 
take  effect.] 

The  bill  was  twice  read)  and  referred  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole. 

INSTRUCTIONS  TO  ARMED  VESSELS. 

Mr.  Dana  observed,  that  instructions  had  been 
issued  at  various  times  for  the  conduct  of  our 
armed  vessels.  He  supposed  that  it  might  be 
convenient  to  gentlemen  to  have  a  collection  of 
them,  whatever  they  may  have  been,  that  they 
might  have  a  whole  vfew  of  the  subject.  He 
was  aware  that  instructions  have  been  given,  per- 
haps by  all  the  different  Administration!^,  which 
it  might  be  thought  proper  should  not  be  com- 
municated; and  had  therefore  made  an  exception 
as  to  such.  He  said  he  had  drawn  the  resolution 
in  such  a  manner  as  to  be  perfectly  impartial  in 
respect  to  former  Administrations,  and  strictly 
respectful  as  respected  the  present  President  of 
the  United  States. 

The  following  is  the  resolution  offered  by  Mr. 
Dana,  which  was  agreed  to: 

Beaolved,  That  the  President  of  the  United  States 
be  requested  to  cause  to  be  laid  before  the  House, 
copies  of  the  orders  or  instructions  issued  under  the  pre- 
•ent  or  any  former  Administration,  with  respect  to  for- 
eign armed  ships  or  Tessels,  of  whatever  description,  be- 
ing within  the  waters  of  the  United  States,  excepting 
euch  parts  as  may,  in  his  judgment,  be  improper  for 
communication. 

Messrs.  Dana  and  Garland  were  appointed  to 
wait  on  the  President  of  the  United  States  with 
the  resolution. 

AMERICAN  NAVIGATION  ACT. 

The  House  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
report  of  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  bill 
concerning  commercial  intercourse  with  Great 
Britain  and  France,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  amendments  reported  by  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  under  consideration. 

A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Livermore  to  strike 
out  several  sections  of  the  bill. 

The  Speaker  decided  that  such  a  motion  could 
not  be  made,  until  the  amendments,  reported  by 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  were  decided  on. 

Mr.  Livermore  appealed  from  this  decision  ; 
which  was  reversed  by  the  House,  65  to  48. 

Mr.  Livermore  then  moved  to  strike  out  the 
fifth  section. 

Mr.  Haven  said,  that  since  he  had  been  a  mem- 
ber of  that  honorable  House  he  had  taken  no  ac- 
tive part  in  the  discussion  of  the  various  and  im- 


portant subjects  which  had  been  presented  foe 
consideration ;  that  be  had  listened  with  aitention 
to  sentlemen  better  qualified  and  moreacco^iomed 
to  debate  than  himself,  and  had  been  satisfied  ia 
giving  a  silent  vote.  But  on  this  motion  be 
trusted  he  should  be  excused,  while  he  deviated 
from  the  rule  he  bad  pre>cribed  to  l:iaiself,  asd 
attempted  to  offer  a  few  thoughts  on  tiie  bill  un- 
der consideration. 

From  the  observations  which  had  fallen  from 
gentlemen  from  every  part  of  the  House,  while 
the  bill  was  under  consideration  in  Committee  of 
the  Whole,  there  appeared,  said  Mr.  H.,  to  be  but 
one  sentiment  as  to  the  propriety  of  passing  the 
first  and  second  sections,  which  interdict  the  en- 
trance into  our  ports  and  harbors  of  the  public 
armed  vessels  of  Great  Britain  and  France,  the 
two  great  l>elligerent  Powers.  There  appeared 
also  to  be  no  difference  in  sentiment  as  to  the  pro- 
priety of  the  eleventh  section,  which  repeals  the 
present  non-intercourse  system — at  leau  he  bad 
not  heard  any  gentleman  advocate  the  coDiinusnee 
of  that  system ;  all  were  convinced  of  its  total  in- 
efficacy,  either  as  a  system  of  coercion  or  retalia- 
tion. It  was  therefore  on  the  other  sections  of  the 
bill  on  which  gentlemen  differed  in  opinion,  as  to 
the  effect  which  their  opention  would  produce 
both  on  ourselves  and  the  belligerents. 

It  is  urged,  observed  Mr.  H.,  by  those  who  advo- 
cated the  passage  of  this  bill,  that  its  tendt^ocj 
will  be  to  give  to  American  shipping  the  exclu- 
sive privilege  of  transporting  to  market  all  oar 
im()ortant  exports,  and  also  ofbriosing  into  the 
United  States  the  manufactures  and  proUuciioas 
of  other  countries  which  we  receive  in  exchange. 
In  short,  that  to  American  shipping  would  be  ex- 
clusively confined,  so  far  as  respects  Great  Britain 
and  France,  the  whole  of  our  export  and  import 
trade.  Such  a  state  of  things  was  truly  desirable, 
it  was  consonant  to  the  feelings  and  wishes  of 
every  true  American.  And.  sir,  could  I  be  coa- 
vinced  that  the  passage  of  this  bill  would  have 
the  remotest  tendency  to  produce  such  a  state  of 
things,  and  leave  us  at  the  same  time  in  the  full 
enjoyment  of  commerce,  I  would  most  cheerfully 
give  the  bill  my  hearty  support.  Bui,  while  we 
are  about  to  enact  laws  which  verj  materially 
affect  other  commercial  countries,  it  is  the  part 
of  wisdom  to  inquire,  what  will  probably  be  the 
operation  on  them,  and  whether  the  reaction  on 
ourselves  will  not  be  ultimately  injurious.  There 
are  usually  two  sides  to  a  bargain,  and  in  this 
point  of  view  most  commercial  regulations  should 
ne  considered.  What  will  be  the  effect  of  this 
law  on  Great  Britain,  unquestionably  the  greatest 
commercial  Power  in  the  world?  She  will  find 
her  commercial  flag  interdicted  an  entrance  in- 
to our  ports  and  harbors,  and  the  accustomed 
rights  of  hospitality  almost  denied  her.  What 
conduct  should  we  naturally  expect  she  will  por> 
sue  on  such  an  occasion  ?  Will  it  not  be,  that 
your  flag  will  be  excluded  from  her  ports  and 
harbors?  But  gentlemen  say,  we  have  nothing 
to  fear  from  this,  that  the  great  importance  of  our 
exports  to  her,  the  necessity  of  her  having  a  sup- 
ply of  our  raw  materials  for  the  prosperity  of  her 
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nanofacture8,and  ber  great  anxiety  for  disposing 
>f  her  manufactures,  will  present  arguments  suf- 
Iciently  cogent  to  induce  her  not  to  adopt  such 
I  measure^  This  may  be  true,  and  I  am  willing 
:o  accord  in  sentiment  with  those  who  beliere 
that  American  shipping  will  not  be  interdicted 
an  entrance  into  mitish  ports;  but  that  some 
measures  of  retaliation  will  be  adopted  I  haye  no 
doubt.  We  cannot  expect  that  Britain  will  sur- 
render to  us  this  exclnsire  commerce,  if  by  new 
regulations,  she  can  give  further  encouragement 
to  her  own  narigation,  and  at  the  same  time  not 
prevent  a  supply  of  our  raw  materials,  nor  restrict 
the  exportation  of  her  manufactures,  we  may  be 
issured  she  will  adopt  them.  And  that  this  object 
can  be  effected  by  additional  duties  on  imports  in 
American  vessels,  and  by  an  increase  of  tonnage 
duly  will  be  evident  to  the  mind  of  every  gentle- 
oaan  who  reflects  on  the  subject.  And  what  sir. 
arill  be  the  consequence  of  such  a  measure  ?  Will 
it  not  bring  about  the  rery  state  of  things  which 
Bve  now  so  much  deplore?  Will  it  not  give  to 
GSreat  Britain  the  carrying  trade  of  our  produce? 
The  direct  trade  I  do  not  mean,  (for  her  vessels 
will  be  excluded  our  ports,)  but  the  circuituous 
trade,  the  trade  which,  by  the  operation  of  our 
Qon-intercourse  system,  she  at  this  time  monopo- 
lizes. To  exemplify  ray  idea,  should  a  new  coun- 
tervailing duty  of  three  pence  per  pound  be  laid  on 
sotton  when  imported  into  Great  Britain  in  Amer- 
ican vessels,  and  should  be  admitted  free  of  duty 
in  British  bottoms,  this  duty  will  be  more  than 
?quivalent  to  an  ordinary  freight  across  the  At- 
lantic ;  and  the  consequence  will  be,  that  the  South- 
ern planter  will  find  a  better  market  for  his  cot- 
ion  in  Amelia  island  than  in  Great  Britain ;  and 
t>y  the  bill  he  is  not  prohibited  from  exporting 
tiis  cotton  where  he  pleases.  Thus,  sir,  though 
>ar  import  trade  from  Great  Britain  in  American 
bottoms  may  continue  uninterrupted,  yet  our  ex- 
port trade,  so  far  as  respects  the  transporting  of 
>or  produce  to  its  ultimate  market,  a  trade  of  in- 
initely  greater  ipagnitude^iil  be  whollv  cut  up. 
Again,  sir,  in  regard  to  France,  the  otner  great 
)elligerent — what  will  probably  be  the  operation 
>f  this  bill  so  far  as  respects  that  Power  ?  At  pre- 
lent,  in  consequence  or  the  British  Orders  in  Coun- 
:il  and  the  Berlin  and  Milan  decrees,  all  direct  trade 
nrith  France  is  suspended— it  is  too  haxardous 
0  be  undertaken.  But  an  indirect  trade  with 
ler  to  a  very  considerable  extent  is  carried  on — 
arge  quantities  of  American  produce  find  their 
9vay  into  France,  throug^h  some  ports  in  the  North 
){  £lurope  through  Spain,  and  ports  in  the  Medi- 
erranean  not  included  in  the  British  Orders  in 
Douncil,  and  we  receive  in  return  French  wines, 
brandies,  dec.  Now,  sir,  by  this  bill  all  this  trade 
Bvill  be  annihilated.  We  may  indeei  get  our  po- 
luce  into  France  in  this  indirect  mode,  but  it  is 
9vell  known  the  means  of  payment  for  this  pro- 
luce  is  afforded  by  the  exchange  of  their  produce 
n  return,  ^hich  it  is  impossible  to  import  direct 
*rom  Fraaee  dtting  the  operation  of  tbe  Orders 
ID  Council,  and  by  the  bill  we  are  prahibited  from 
JD porting  directly-^thas  producing  in  eflfect  so 
:ar  as  respects  Fraoee  absolute  non*interooiirse. 


Now,  sir,  I  would  humbly  ask  of  gentlemen  why 
are  we  to  abandon  all  this  trade— cvt  bonol  In 
the  few  observations  made  I  have  confined  my- 
self to  viewing  the  subject  in  a  commercial  light  j 
and  not  having  heard  any  reasons  assigned  which 
satisfy  my  mind  as  to  the  necessity  or  expediency 
of  the  measure,  I  feel  obliged  to  give  my  vote  for 
striking  out  the  section. 

When  Mr.  Haven  concluded,  the  question  was 
taken  on  striking  out  the  5ih  section,  and  nega- 
tived—yeas 50,  nays  72.  as  follows : 

YiAs — William  Anderson,  Ezekiel  Bacon,  Daniel 
Blaisdell,  James  Breckenridge,  John  Campbell,  John 
C.  Chamberlain,  William  Chamberlin,  Epaphroditns 
Champion,  Martin  Chittenden,  John  Clopton,  Samnel 
W.  Dana,  John  Davenport,  jun.,  William  Ely,  James 
Emott,  Barent  Oardenier,  David  8.  Gariand,  Charles 
Goldsborotigh  Wm.  Hale,  Nathaniel  A.  Haven,  Jona> 
than  H.  Habbard,  Richard  Jackson,  jr.,  Robert  Jenkins* 
Philip  B.  Key,  Edward  8t  Loo  Livermore,  Robert  Le 
Roy  Livingston,  Matthew  Lyon,  Vincent  Matthews* 
Archibald  McBryde,  William  Milnor,  Jonathan  O. 
Mosely,  Benjamin  Pickman,  jr.,  Timothy  Pitkin,  jr., 
John  Porter,  Elisha  R.  Potter,  Josiah  Quincy,  Erastus 
Root,  John  Ross,  Adam  Seybert,  John  Sunley,  Wil- 
liam Stedman,  James  Stephenson,  Lewis  B.  Sturges, 
Samuel  Taggart,  Benjamin  Tallmadg^,  Jabez  Upham, 
Nicholas  Van  Dyke,  Killian  K.  Van  Rensselaer,  Laban 
Wheaton,  Ezekiel  Whitman,  and  James  Wilson. 

Nats — ^Lemuel  J.  Alston,  Willis  Alston,  jr.,  David 
Bard,  William  W.  Bibb,  Adam  Boyd,  John  Brown, 
Robert  Brown,  William  A.  Burwell,  William  Butler, 
Joseph  Calhoun,  Matthew  Clay,  Howdl  Cobb,  James 
Cox,  William  Crawford,  Henry  Crist,  Richard  Cutts, 
John  Dawson,  Joseph  Desha,  John  W.  Eppes,  William 
Findley,  Jonathan  Fisk,  Bar»llai  Gannett,  Gideon 
Gardner,  Thomas  Gholson,  jr.,  Edwin  Gray,  WUliam 
Helms,  James  Holland,  Benjamin  Howard,  John  G« 
Jackson,  Richard  M.  Johnson,  Walter  Jones,  Thomas 
Kenan,  William  Kennedy,  Aaron  Lyle,  Nathaniel 
Macon,  Robert  Marion,  Samuel  McKee,  Alexander 
McKim,  Pleasant  M.  Miller,  John  Montgomery,  Nicho- 
las R.  Moore,  Thomas  Moore,  Jeremiah  Morrow,  Gur* 
don  8.  Mumford,  Roger  Nelson,  Thomas  Newbold, 
Thomas  Newton,  Peter  B.  Porter,  John  Rhea  of  Ten- 
nessee, Matthias  Richards,  John  Roane,  Ebenezer  Sage, 
Ebenexer  Seaver,  Samuel  Shaw,  Daniel  Shefiey,  Den- 
nis Smelt,  John  SmiUe,  George  Smith,  John  Smith, 
Samuel  Smith,  Henry  Southard,  Richard  Stanford, 
Jacob  Swoope,  John  Taylor,  John  Thompson,  Uri 
Tracy,  George  M.  Troup,  Charles  Tomer,  jr.,  Archi- 
bald Van  Horn,  Robert  Weakley,  Robert  WhitehUl* 
and  Robert  Witherspoon. 

Several  amendments  made  to  the  bill  in  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  were  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Macon  moved  to  strike  out  of  the  clause 
limiting  the  domtion  of  the  bill  till  the  end  of  the 
next  session  of  Congress  the  word  "next"  and 
insert  the  word  ^  present,"  so  as  to  limit  the  bill 
to  the  end  of  tbe  present  session. 

Mr.  Pitkin  expressed  his  astonishment  at  such 
a  motion.  Could  any  object  be  answered  by 
excluding  foreign  ships,  &c..  for  two  or  three 
months?  Were  gentlemen  afraid  that  the  Brit- 
ish Parliament  should  hear  of  the  bill  and  coun- 
tervail its  provisions  by  that  time  1  If  that  was 
the  object,  he  wished  it  to  be  stated. 

Mr.  Rbba,  of  Tennessee,  moved  to  strika  on 
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the  whole  of  the  clause  of  limitation.  He  could 
not  see  what  reason  there  could  be  for  limiting 
the  existence  of  the  law  even  to  the  next  session 
of  Congress.  He  required  the  yeas  and  nays  on 
his  motion. 

Mr.  LivERMORB  regretted  exceedingly  that  any 
opposition  should  be  made  to  the  motion  of  the 
gentleman  from  North  Carolina,  for  certainly  the 
sooner  there  was  an  end  to  the  bill  the  better. 

Mr.  Macon  said  that  the  bill  had  grown  out 
of  the  present  situation  of  the  United  States,  and 
was  only  Intended  to  meet  that  situation.  It  never 
was  intended  to  make  this  a  permanent  regu- 
lation ;  for,  after  the  present  state  of  things  was 
done  away,  there  would  be  no  necessity  Tor  the 
bill.  He  could  see  no  good  to  be  answered  by 
striking  out  the  limitation,  because  no  one  had 
an  idea  of  its  remaining  in  force  afte/  our  dis- 
putes with  the  belligerents  were  settled.  Before 
the  end  of  this  session,  which  probably  would  be 
a  pretty  long  one^  Congress  would  have  bad  ex- 
perience of  the  bill.  Ifit  was  found  to  be  inju- 
rious, it  might  be  suffered  to  expire;  if  beneficial, 
it  might  be  re-enacted.  Before  the  end  of  the 
session,  also,  we  should  hear  from  England  and 
France,  and  it  would  be  known  what  course  they 
would  take.  If  we  were  to  have  war,  the  bill 
would  be  useless. 

Mr.  Sheffey  observed,  that  striking  out  this 
clause  would  not  continue  the  law  after  the  bel- 
ligerents should  have  revoked  their  edicts  against 
our  neutral  rights ;  for  there  was  an  express  pro- 
vision in  the  bill  that  whenever  they  were  so  re- 
voked the  President  should  rescind  the  law  as 
to  the  Power  relaxing  its  decrees.  It  was  a  bill 
to  be  in  force  until  the  relations  with  the  bellig- 
ereots  were  changed,  either  by  actual  war,  by  a 
revocation  of  their  edicts,  or  by  new  legislation. 
There  could  then  be  no  reason  for  its  limitation. 
Was  it  the  object  of  gentlemen,  he  asked,  that 
this  bill  should  expire  before  one  of  these  chans[es 
took  place?  If  gentlemen  were  not  satisfied 
that  the  bill  was  proper  to  be  continued  in  force 
till  a  change  in  our  relations,  this  acting  exper- 
imentally was  improper.  Now,  Mr.  S.  said, 
either  England  and  France  would  continue  their 
decrees,  or  they  would  not.  If  they  did  continue 
them,  this  bill  would  operate.  Would  gentlemen 
give  them  a  right  freely  to  enter  our  waters  as 
ToDg  as  they  continued  their  edicts  ?  He  presumed 
not.  Either  England  would  countervail  the  pro- 
visions of  the  bill,  or  she  would  not  ?  If  she  did, 
it  would  become  a  new  subject  of  legislation. 
The  course  hereafter  to  be  pursued  by  us  would 
depend  on  her  own  conduct.  By  limiting  the 
bill  as  proposed,  they  would  throw  out  to  the 
world  the  idea  that  they  were  afraid  of  the  experi- 
ment, and  therefore  bad  limited  its  duration.  It 
would  show  that  the  whole  bill  was  a  mere  experi- 
ment ;  and  therefore  Mr.  S.  said,  he  should  vote 
for  strikini?  out  the  clause  altogether. 

Mr.  QuiNCY  said  that  the  observations  made  by 
the  gentleman  from  Virginia  offered  the  bill  in  a 
new  shape.  He  did  not  recollect  that  any  gen- 
tleman had  before  advocated  this  bill  as  a  mode 
of  €oercing  Qreat  Britain  and  France,  or  that 


any  gentleman  had  suggested  even  that  it  would 
be  an  inducement  to  the  belligerents  to  repeal 
their  edicts. 

Mr.  Sheffet  said  that  the  gentleman  had  cer- 
tainly mistaken  him.  He  had  not  supported  the 
bill  as  a  measure  of  coercion,  but  had  bottomed  his 
support  of  it  on  this.  The  United  States  had 
received  at  the  hands  of  the  belligerents  nothiog 
but  illiberality  and  injustice.  Should  we  thea 
share  our  commerce  with  them  ?  He  had  not 
supported  it  as  a  measure  of  coercion,  bat  as  a 
measure  of  expediency  and  justice  to  oar  own 
citizens. 

Mr.  Q^uiNCT  said  he  should  know  better  how 
to  vote  on  the  bill  if  gentleman  would  explain 
what  they  meant  by  the  provisions  of  it.  Mr. 
QL,  went  into  an  argument  of  some  length  to 
show  that  the  bill  could  not  operate  as  a  measure 
of  coercion,  nor  even  as  an  inducement  to  the  hel- 
ligerents  to  rescind  their  decrees;  nor  as  a  ben- 
efit to  the  mercantile  interest  of  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  Rhea,  of  Tennessee,  spoke  in  reply. 

Mr.  Gabdbnier  spoke  at  some  length  in  expla- 
nation of  the  reasons  why  he  should  vote  for  the 
bill.  Before  he  concluded  his  remarks,  the  Hottse 
adjourned. 


Frioay,  January  19. 

Mr.  Love,  from  the  Committee  for  the  District 
of  Columbia,  presented  a  bill  to  authorize  a  jail 
to  be  built  in  the  county  of  Alexandria;  which 
was  read  twice,  and  committed  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  on  Wednesday  next. 

Mr.  Van  Horn  presented  a  petition  of  sundry 
inhabitants  of  Alexandria  county,  in  the  District 
of  Columbia,  stating  the  many  inconveniences  to 
which  they  are  exposed  in  consequence  of  the 
defects  in  the  law  applicable  to  the  collection  of 
promissory  notes;  the  law  which  protects  real 
estate  from  the  liability  to  the  payment  of  debts; 
the  law  which  provides  that  executions  shall  not 
issue  from  one  county  to  another;  the  law  for 
the  relief  of  insolvent  debtors;  and  the  lawre- 
lating'to  interest  upon  bonds,  notes,  and  accounts ; 
and  praying  that  such  amendments  maybe  made 
in  the  said  acts  as  are  therein  suggested,  or  such 
others  as  to  the  wisdom  of  Congress^shall  appear 
advisable  and  expedient. — Referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee for  the  District  of  Columbia. 

A  motion  was  made  bv  Mr.  Jennings  that  the 
House  do  come  to  the  following  resolution: 

Resolved,  That  the .  committee  to  whom  were  re- 
ferred petitions  of  the  citizens  of  the  Indiana  TeniUny, 
5 raying  for  an  extension  of  their  right  of  soffimge,  be 
irected  to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  anthoriziag 
and  directing  the  Executive  authorities  of  the  aevenl 
States  and  Territories  of  the  United  States,  respectiTe^ 
ly,  to  deliver,  upon  demand,  any  person  or  persons 
who  shall  have  been  charged  with  any  crime  ta 
crimes,  and  who  shall  have  fled  from  the  Territory  of 
Indiana,  in  which  they  shall  have  been  charged,  and  wlfco 
shall  be  found  in  any  of  the  States,  or  in  an  j  other 
Territory  of  the  United  States,  to  the  Executive  of  the 
Indiana  Territory,  to  be  removed  into  the  nid 
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toiy  for  trial ;  and  that  the  laid  committee  have  le«re 
to  report  thereon  by  bill  or  otherwise. 

The  resolution  was  read,  and  the  farther  con- 
sideration thereof  postponed  .until  Tuesday  next. 

Mr.  Newton  reported  a  bill  ^'  to  prevent  the 
issuing  of  sea-letters  except  to  certain  vessels." 
The  following  is  the  bill : 

**  Be  it  enacted,  4^,  That  in  future  no  aea-letter  or 
other  document  certifying  or  proving  any  ship  or  ves- 
sel to  be  the  property  of  a  citizen  or  cittxeni  of  the 
United  States,  shall  be  issued,  except  to  vessels  enti- 
tled to  be  registered— any  law  or  laws  heretofore 
passed  to  the  contrary,  notwithstanding." 

CONVOY  AND  ARMING. 

Mr.  BuRWELL  rose  to  submit  to  the  considera* 
tion  of  the  House  the  propositions  of  which  he 
had  given  notice  a  few  days  ago.  He  should  not 
DOW  enter  into  a  discussion  of  them,  but  wished 
them  to  lie  on  the  table  and  be  printed.  He  said, 
be  should,  if  he  had  an  opportunitv,  make  a  mo- 
tion to  recommit  the  bill  now  beiore  the  House 
respecting  commercial  intercourse,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  ascertaining  whether  it  was  the  disposi- 
tion of  the  House  to  incorporate  these  proposi- 
ions  in  that  bill,  or  to  make  them  the  subject  of 
I  distinct  proposition. 

Mr.  B.  said,  it  had  always  appeared  to  him, 
iioce  the  abandonment  of  the  embargo,  that  fur- 
her  commercial  restrictions  would  be  unavailiog, 
Ele  had  hoped  the  reasonable  course  of  the  Gov- 
•roment  would  have  insured  a  respect  to  our 
ights,  but  he  now  found  the  relations  between 
he  two  countries  to  be  yet  unchanged.  He  said, 
le  had  declared  some  days  since,  that  he  was  de- 
tided  ly  against  war,  if  it  was  possible  to  avoid 
t,  and  he  was  of  the  same  opinion  still.  He  would 
lot,  if  it  could  be  avoided,  engage  in  a  contest 
vith  either  or  both  of  the  belligerents^  or  connect 
he  nation  with  either  of  them.  At  the  same  time, 
lowever,  he  was  equally  con6rmed  in  the  opin- 
sn  that  the  time  had  arrived  when  it  became 
be  duty  of  the  United  States  to  maintain  by 
orce,  if  necessary,  their  right  to  carry  on  com- 
lerce  to  every  country  which  will  receive  it  on 
lir  and  honorable  terms.  The  object  of  the  reso- 
jtion  he  was  about  to  submit,  was,  to  obtain  a 
ecision  of  the  House,  whether  they  would  em- 
loy  our  naval  force  to  convoy  our  trade  to  those 
ations  not  having  in  force  decrees  against  our 
onimerce,and  whether  they  would  permit  asso- 
iations  among  our  merchants  for  the  purpose  of 
rming  and  defending  themselves  in  their  trade  to 
ny  foreign  nation.  At  the  same  time^  Mr.  B.  said, 
.  'w^as  proper  to  declare  it  as  his  opinion,  taking  a 
ie  w  or  the  uncertain  situation  of  affairs,  and  hav- 
i^  reference  to  the  late  negotiation,  and  the  pos- 
ble  course  which  may  be  pursued  by  the  British 
rovernment  in  relation  to  this  country,  that  it 
'^as  a  duty  which  they  owed  to  themselves  and  to 
le  nation  to  place  the  country  in  the  best  state 
f  defence.  With  that  view,  he  said,  he  would 
3-operate  in  any  system  which  might  be  digested 
>r  preparing  for  war.  He  again  declared  that 
Tvas  not  bis  object  to  promote  a  war  system, 
[is  object  was  merely  aefensive,  as  it  contem- 


plated nothing  more  than  to  defend  those  rights 
of  the  United  States  which  were  not  questioned 
in  this  House  or  elsewhere  by  any  AmericaOi 
whatever  his  political  opinion.  Whenever  the 
nation  was  called  upon  to  take  this  course,  he 
hoped  it  would  be  able  to  defend  its  rights.  In 
presentin^r  this  proposition  to  the  House,  he  had 
merely  offered  nis  view,  which  it  would  be  pre- 
sumption in  him  to  say  was  entirely  correct ;  but 
it  was  the  result  of  his  mature  consideration.  Mr. 
B.  then  read  the  following  resolution: 

lUeolved,  That  the  President  of  the  United  States 
be  required  immediately  to  employ  the  public  armed 
▼essels  for  the  purpose  of.convoying  and  protecting  th» 
ships  and  vessels,  the  property  of  citizens  of  the  Uni- 
ted States,  laden  with  gooda  of  their  growth,  produce,  cnr 
manufacture,  and  not  contraband  of  war,  in  their  trad* 
to  and  from  ports  open  for  their  reception  by  the  reg- 
ulations of  the  Government  under  whose  jurisdiction 
they  are  situated,  and  not  being  actually  blockaded  or 
invested  by  a  competent  force  :  Provided,  such  Gov- 
ernment shall  not  have  in  force  edicts  or  decrees  against 
neutral  commerce ;  and  that  the  owners  and  crews  of 
merchant  vessels  owned,  laden,  or  destined  as  afore- 
said, be  permitted  to  assodiate  and  arm  for  their  d^ 
fence  against  illegal  captare  and  molestation,  under 
such  regulations  as  shall  be  prescribed  by  law." 

Mr.  B.  said,  there  were  two  other  views  of  this 
subject,  which  he  had  nut  touched  upon.  It 
would  be  hereafter  for  the  House  to  decide  whe- 
ther it  would  be  proper  to  permit  the  public  ves- 
sels of  the  United  States  to  recapture  vessels 
taken  under  orders  and  decrees ;  and  whether  it 
would  be  proper  to  authorize  the  merchants  to 
associate  and  arm,  and  to  permit  them  to  capture 
any  vessel  by  which  they  may  be  attacked. 

Mr.  Dana  suggested  the  propriety  of  the  vari- 
ation of  a  word  in  the  resolution,  which  was 
more  peremptory  than  the  style  generally  used 
when  speaking  of  the  President  of  the  United 
States.  Heads  of  Departments  were  required, 
but  the  President  was  generally  requested  or  an- 
thorized  to  do  any  act.    Mr.  D.  said,  he  was 

flad  that  it  was  brought  forward ;  that  a  speci- 
ed  proposition  was  presented  which  the  House 
could  really  understand,  and  which  seemed  to  be 
approaching  somewhat  to  serious  business. 

Mr.  BoBWELL  said,  he  had  no  objection  to  the 
modification  suggested,  but  he  thought  the  es- 
pre.«sion  ''request"  was  confined  to  calling  upon 
the  President  for  information,  a  case  in  which  it 
was  at  his  option  to  comply  or  not. 

The  resolution  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table 
and  to  be  printed. 

AMERICAN  NAVIGATION  ACT. 

The  House  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
bill  concerning  commercial  intercourse  with 
Qreat  Britain  and  France,  and  for  other  purposes^ 

Mr.  Rhba's  motion  to  strike  out  the  limittag 
clause  yet  under  consideration. 

Mr.  Stdroes.— Not  being  a  merchant,  and  as 
the  honorable  gentleman  from  New  Hampshire 
(Mr,  Haven)  did  yesterday,  in  a  very  able  and 
lucid  manner,  in  my  opinion,  point  out  what 
would  be  the  operation  of  the  particular  pro  vis- 
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ioDs'of  this  biilf  and  the  probable  results,  I  shall 
cooBne  my  self  to  the  ^^eneral  principle. 

It  may  properly  be  viewed  in  two  respects  :  1. 
As  a  commercial  regulatioo.  as  a  pacific  com- 
mercial regulation  merely.  2.  As  a  coercive, 
hostile  mea.<ure,  intended  to  compel  our  enemy 
to  do  us  justice  for  the  injuries  she  has  heretofore 
inflicted,  and  a  preventive  against  future  injuries. 
This  bill  has  been  called  a  navit^ation  act.  With 
much  parade  it  has  been  termed  the  American 
Navigation  Act. 

Sir,  I  never  had  a  rery  high  opinion  of  naviga- 
tion acts.  I  very  much  doubt  wlyether  any  na- 
tion which  has  adopted  them  has  ever  derived 
any  real  commercial  advantages  from  them.  The 

freat  error  of  legislation  in  this  respect  has  been, 
apprehend,  that  they  have  done  too  much  ;  they 
have  been  too  much  disposed  to  meddle  in  a  con- 
cern they  had  nothing  to  do  with.  If  Legisla- 
tures would  be  contented  with  giving  protection 
to  the  citizen  in  the  enjoyment  of  his  rights,  they 
would  do  (generally  speaking)  as  much  as  they 
ough.t  to  do.  Leave  it  to  the  iogeouity  of  the 
citizen,  and  his  own  aense  of  interest  how  to  di* 
rect  his  industry;  his  advantage  wottld  thereby 
be  much  better  promoted,  and  of  coarse  muco 
greater  would  be  the  advantage  of  the  commu- 
nity to  which  he  belongs. 

Our  attention  is  very  often  called  to  the  famous 
XMivigation  act  of  Qreat  Britain.  If  any  com- 
in«rcial  benefits  have  ever  been  experienced  by 
that  nation  from  that  law,  they  have  been  acci- 
dental. It  is  certain  that  that  measure  did  not 
originate  in  any  cool,  wise  considerations  or  cal- 
culati«)ns  of  commercial  advantages.  Every  gen- 
tleman here  present  must  know  the  circumstances 
under  which  it  was  adopted.  It  was  enacted 
during  the  usurpation  of  Cromwell — a  time  of 
£action*-and  was  dictated  by  a  spirit  of  animos- 
ity towards  their  neighbors,  the  Dutch,  and  with 
whom  the  English  Commonwealth,  so  called, 
soon  afiur  engaged  in  a  most  cruel  and  unjust 
war.  It  is  even  at  this  time,  and  has  ever  been 
problematical  in  the  opinion  of  the  best  writers 
upon  political  economy,  whether  that  measure 
has  not,  in  a  commercial  view,  proved  injurious 
to  the  English.  Being  a  naval  power,  that  it 
may  have  contributed  to  their  defence,  will  not 
be  denied.  But  such  an  object  or  such  effects 
are  not  contemplated  or  wished  for  by  the  friends 
of  the  bill  now  under  consideration. 

The  celebrated  Adam  Smith,  in  his*' Inquiry 
into  the  Nature  and  Causes  of  the  Wealth  of 
Nations,"  speaking  of  those  cases  in  which  it 
will  generally  be  advantageous  to  lay  some  bur- 
den upon  foreign  for  the  encouragement  of  do- 
mestic industry,  says: 

'^The  first  is,  when  tome  particular  sort  of  industry 
IS  necessary  for  the  defence  of  the  country.  The  de- 
Imce  of  Great  Britain,  for  example,  depends  very 
much  upon  the  number  of  its  sailors  and  shipping. 
The  act  of  navigation,  therefore,  very  properly  endeav- 
ors to  give  the  sailors  and  shipping  of  Great  Britain 
the  monopoly  of  the  trade  of  their  own  country,  in 
some  esses  by  absolute  prohibitions,  snd  in  others,  bv 
heavy  burdens  upon  the  shipping  of  foreign  countries.'' 


And  after  mentioning  the  principal  dispositions 
of  their  navigation  act.  and  which  contains  set- 
eral  of  the  principles  of  the  bill  now  under  con- 
sideration, which  are  mostly  objectionable  in  my 
mind,  he  proceeds  to  say : 

"  When  the  act  of  navigation  was  made*  though 
Englsnd  snd  Holland  were  not  actually  at  war,  the 
most  violent  animosity  subsisted  between  the  two  na- 
tions. It  had  begun  during  the  govemmient  of  the  Long 
Parliament,  whidi  first  framed  this  act,  and  it  broke 
out  soon  aher  in  the  Dutch  wars  during  that  of  the 
Protector  snd  of  Charles  the  Second.  It  is  not  zm- 
possible,  therefore,  that  some  of  the  regolatioos  of  this 
famous  act  may  have  proceeded  from,  national  animos* 
ity.  I^hey  are  as  wise,  however,  as  if  they  had  aO 
been  dictated  by  the  most  deliberate  wisdom.  Nation- 
al animosity,  at  that  particular  time,  aimed  at  the  Tery 
same  object  which  the  most  deliberate  wisdom  wooU 
have  recommended — the  diminution  of  the  ii»vml  poiM 
er  of  Holland,  the  only  naval  power  whieh  eocdd  ea* 
danger  the  security  of  England.*' 

*<  The  act  of  navigation  is  not  iavorable  to  fiireign 
commerce,  or  to  the  growth  of  that  opulenee  which 
can  arise  from  it  The  interest  of  a  nation  ia  its  eom- 
mercial  relations  to  foreign  nations  is,  like  tliat  of  a 
merchant  with  regard  to  the  different  people  wkh 
whom  he  deals,  to  buy  as  cheap  and  sell  as  dear  as  pos- 
sible. But  it  will  be  most  likely  to  buy  cheap,  when  by 
the  most  perfect  freedom  of  trade  it  encourages  afl 
nations  to  bring  to  it  the  goods  which  it  has  occasion 
to  purchase ;  and  for  the  same  reason  it  will  be  most 
likely  to  sell  dear,  when  its  msrkets  are  thas  filled 
with  the  greatest  number  of  buyers.  The  act  of  nav- 
igation, it  is  true,  leys  no  burden  upon  foreign  ships 
that  come  to  export  the  produce  of  British  tndostry. 
Even  the  ancient  alien's  duty,  which  used  to  be  paid 
upon  all  goods  exported  as  well  as  imported,  has,  fay 
several  subsequent  acts,  been  taken  off  fin>m  the  greater 
part  of  the  articles  of  exportation.  But  if  foretgncfs, 
either  by  prohibitions  or  high  duties,  are  hiadered  fma 
coming  tosell,  they  cannot  always  afod  to  oome  to  buy; 
because  coming  without  a  cargo,  they  must  lose  tbs 
freight  from  their  own  country  to  Great  Britain.  By 
diminishing  the  number  of  sellen,  therefore,  we  neces- 
sarily diminish  that  of  buyers,  and  are  thus  likely  not 
only  to  buy  foreign  goods  dearer,  hut  to  sell  our  owa 
cheaper  than  if  there  was  a  more  perfect  freedom  of 
trade.  As  defence,  however,  ii  of  much  greater  im- 
portance than  opulence,  the  act  of  nsTigation  is  per- 
haps the  wisest  of  all  the  commercial  regulations  of 
England." 

These  are  the  lessons  6f  wisdom  and  of  com- 
mon sense;  and  if  legislators  would  study  them, 
reflect  and  practise  upon  them  more  than  they 
have  done,  the  citizen  in  his  commercial  enter- 
prises would  probably  prosper  in  a  higher  degree, 
and  the  Government  itself  experience  less  diffi- 
culties. Our  commerce  has  been  uncommonly 
prosperous.  Experiments  of  this  kind  are  highly 
dangerous.  Supposing  there  is  a  possibility  that 
the  measure  proposed  if  adopted  may  prove  ben- 
eficial. Will  any  gentleman  have  the  confidence 
(o  say  he  is  certain  it  will  prove  so  ?  And  can 
any  one  think  it  wise  and  discreet  upon  a  mere 
possibility  or  conjecture  to  hazard  an  experiment 
of  this  kind  upon  so  important'a  subject? 

Sir,  we  are  young  and  inexperienced.  We  are 
about  to  compete  in  a  commercial  warfare,  with 
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ao  old  and  experienced  oation— *with  adepts  in 
this  science.  It  cannot  be  considered  as  deroga- 
tory to  the  sagacity  of  our  Councils  to  doubt 
whether  our  skill  is  equal  upon  subjects  of  this 
kind  to  that  of  our  eoeniy.  But  grant  that  there 
is  nothing  in  this  circumstance  against  us.  Our 
enemy  has  a  power  to  enforce  her  regulations 
which  we  have  not,  and  this  certainly  must  give 
her  ao  important  superiority.  Our  commerce 
has  heretofore  prospered,  not  owing  to  the  regu- 
lations of  the  Gk>v^rnment.  bat  to  the  free  unem- 
barrassed enterprises  of  the  merchant.  Every 
judicious  and  candid  merchant  will  tell  you  that 
the  check  our  trade  has  received,  has  in  a  great 
measure  been  caused  by  our  own  unwise  inter- 
ference. 

A  gentleman  from  Virginia  (Mr.  Bdbwgll) 
the  other  day  informed  us,  that  the  operation  of 
the  provisions  of  this  law  would  almost  solely  be 
in  favor  of  the  Northern  shipping  interest;  and 
be  expressed  his  surprise  to  hear  objections  from 
that  part  of  the  Union.*  It  does  so  in  appearance, 
and  that  is  all;  it  is  only  appearance. 

That  genileman  will  pardon  me  when  I  say  I 
do  not,  and  cannot  thank  him  for  the  boon  he 
teo<lers  to  us.  I  seriously  believe  that  the  bill,  if 
it  shall  pass,  will  nearly  destroy  the  whole  com- 
merce of  the  country.  Our  commerce  being  de- 
stroyed, the  discriminations  it  proposes  will  afford 
a  miserable  compensation  to  any  portion  of  the 
community.  If  that  gentleman  and  others  are 
willing  to  benefit  us,  we  request  them  to  take  off 
and  keep  off  the  shackles;  let  us  have  a  free 
trade  ;  permit  us  to  be  freemen ;  for  such  a  boon 
we  will  sincerely  thank  them.  If  it  is  thought 
inexpedient  to  protect  our  conimerce,  at  least 
leave  it  to  shift  tor  itself. 

If  Great  Britain  should  accept  the  gauntlet 
we  proposfe  to  throw  to  her,  and  she  should  retal- 
iate by  countervailing  regulations,  can  any  man 
in  his  senses  doubt  who  will  be  the  greatest  losers 
in  the  contest?  It  is  unnecessary  to  be  precise 
io  stating  the  amount  of  our  products  exported 
to  her  and  her  dominions,  or  the  amount  of  her 
manufactures  into  this  country  ;  suffice  it  that  I 
am  correct  in  stating  that  the  greatest  proportion 
of  our  domestic  produce  goes  to  her  markets,  and 
a  very  trifling  part,  comparatively,  of  her  pro- 
ducts and  manufactures  comes  to  ours. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  hitherto  considered  the 
bill  as  merely  a  commercial  regulation.  I  will 
now  view  it,  secondly,  in  another  anpect,  viz:  as 
a  hostile,  coercive  measure,  intended  to  compel 
our  eneiay  to  do  us  justice  for  the  injuries  we 
have  received  from  her. 

1  shall  not  deny  upon  this  occasion  that  the 
injuries  we  have  received  from  her  have  been 
many  and  great;  that  strictly,  according  to  the 
farmer  practices  and  usages  of  nations,  we  have 
bad  just  causes  of  war.  Bat  still  I  must  be  al- 
lowed to  say  that  our  Government  has  not  been 
immaculate — they  have  not  been  faultless.  But, 
allowing  our  injuries  to  have  been  ever  so  enor- 
mous, will  any  one,  after  our  long  and  sad  experi- 
ence, say  that  this  is  the  way  to  avenge  them? 
Wiii  it  not  be  making  bad  still  worse  1    Can  this 


possibly  be  an  effectual  remedy  for  our  just  com- 
plaints? Sir,  it  is  a  continuation  of  a  system  of 
errors,  which  originated  in  an  error  four  years 
ago,  and  it  is  like  all  other  errors  committed  by 
an  individual  or  a  community,  which,  if  unre- 
tracted.  will  always  progress  and  increase  so  as 
to  involve  their  authors  in  difficulties  greater  and 
greater.  We  ought  to  have  the  magnanimity  at 
least  to  stop  and  reflect.  The  sooner  certainly? 
the  better. 

It  is  candidly  confessed  by  the  gentleman  from' 
Virginia,  (Mr.  Bdrwbll.)  that  the  injurious  ef^ 
fects  predicted  of  the  non-intercourse  act  have 
been  verified;  that  it  has  operated  detrimen- 
tally to  our  own  country,  and  beneficially  to  our 
enemy;  that  the  grower  of  his  products  has 
greatly  suffered  in  the  depression  of  his  price, 
and  that  the  price  of  every  article  imported  has 
been  much  enhanced. 

Will  not  that  gentleman  be  also  so  candid  as 
to  acknowledge  that  the  evils  predicted  from  the 
partial  n on- importation  law  which  passed  in 
1805--6  have  been  verifled  7  That  gentleman  was 
not  a  member  of  Congress  at  that  time,  but  we 
that  were  then  members,  know  that  it  was  then 
foretold  no  good  could  possibly  come  from  it; 
that  its  only  tendency  would  be  to  increase  the 
irritation  and  widen  the  breach  between  the  two 
countries. 

Will  not  that  gentleman  be  also  so  candid  as 
to  acknowledge  that  the  evils  predicted  to  arise 
from  the  embargo  have  been  verified? — that 
sovereign  remedy  for  all  our  diseases — a  measure 
which  was  to  bring  Great  Britain  to  our  feet,  by 
depriving  her  of  the  necessaries  of  life,  and  the 
raw  materials  so  indispensable  to  her  as  a  manu- 
facturing nation !  But,  sir.  I  forbear  to  dwell 
upon  this  delicate  topic.  I  know  it  is  calculated 
to  excite  unpleasant  sensations. 

And  will  not  gentlemen  be  so  candid  as  at 
least  to  ponder  and  hesitate  before  they  say  with 
too  much  confidence  that  the  evils  predicted 
from  the  measure  now  proposed,  if  adopted,  will 
not  also  be  verified? 

I  entreat  every  gentleman  to  candidly  and  se- 
riously ask  himself  this  question :  If  the  embargo 
could  not  so  distress  our  enemy  as  to  bring  her  to 
terms,  is  there  a  possibility  that  this  measure 
will? 

I  oblect  to  the  proposed  measure,  as  its  effectt 
are  calculated  to  degrade  the  Amencan  character 
still  more  than  it  is.  You  cannot  maintain  your 
honor  and  dignity  by  this  system  of  railing  and 
scoldinff.  If  it  is  the  wish  and  intention,  by  mea- 
sures of  this  kind,  to  provoke  and  produce  war. 
it  would  be  much  more  manly  and  magnani- 
mous to  prepare  ourselves  ana  declare  it.  It 
would  have  a  tendency  to  command  the  respect 
of  our  citizens,  and  the  respect,  and,  if  possible, 
the  fear  of  our  enemy.  But  let  it  be  understood 
that  I  am  not  for  war.  I  think  it  both  unneces- 
sary and  inexpedient.  But  we  must  do  something. 
This  is  frequently  said  in  private  conversation. 
This  is  a  principle  (as  it  is  understood  by  those 
who  say  it)  I  do  not  subscribe  to.  Sir,  I  had 
rather  do  nothing  than  do  something  which  is 
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worse  than  nothiog.  If  I  find  myself  sick,  if  I 
caoDot  get  a  medicine  which  will  be  salutary.  I 
will  not  take  poison  or  any  other  prescription 
which  will  have  do  other  effect  but  to  increase 
xxiy  disorder. 

It  is  also  said,  a  further  attempt  is  to  be  made 
at  negotiation,  and  the  President  must  have  some- 
thing in  his  hands  to  aid  him  in  it.  This  has 
always  been  the  plea  ;  it  was  at  the  time  of  pass- 
ing the  partial  non-importation  law;  of  the  em- 
bargo; of  the  non-intercourse.  Such  kind  of 
weapons  will  not  answer;  their  inefficacy  has 
been  tested  by  too  much  experience.  But  it  is 
asked  what  will  you  do  ?  You  Federalists,  you 
minority  men,  are  forever  objecting,  opposing, 
and  for  pulling  down.  I  confess  this  character 
pretty  justly  belongs  to  us.  We  are  opposers  and 
objectors;  your  system  ought  to  be  opposed  and 
objected  to.  If  it  is  not  destroyed,  we  seriously 
believe  that  ruin  will  ensue.  The  remedy  is  to 
pull  down  the  building  you  have  erected  ;  re- 
move the  rubbish;  make  the  way  clear  once 
more ;  its  foundation  is  in  the  sand ;  the  longer 
it  is  continued,  the  more  tottering  it  will  become, 
the  more  dangerous  its  fall ;  for  it  will  assuredly 
fall.  Our  cause  is  not  yet  desperate.  I  humbly 
trust  that  Heaven  has  in  store  many  blessings  to 
be  showered  down  upon  this  once  favored  land, 
whenever  we  will  in  earnest,  and  as  honest  and 
skilful  workmen,  endeavor  to  help  ourselves. 
Sir,  as  the  amendment  now  under  consideration 
proposes  to  make  this  a  permanent  law,  I  shall 
vote  against  it.  And,  if  adopted,  I  shall  vote 
against  every  section  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  CuTTS  said  that  foUowinff  the  example  of 
other  gentlemen,  he  should,  on  tnis  question,  ex- 
press his  opinion  on  the  principles  contained  in 
the  bill  now  before  the  House;  in  doing  this  he 
felt  some  diffidence,  as  his  sentiments  on  the  ope- 
ration of  this  bill  were  so  different  from  those 
expressed  yesterday  by  a  gentleman  from  New 
Hampshire ;  however,  he  would  proceed.  When 
the  embargo  was  given  up,  the  non-intercourse 
was  substituted  as  a  measure  of  coercion — of 
commercial  restriction — and  as  a  kind  of  protest 
against  the  British  Orders  in  Council  and  French 
decrees.  Experience  has  proved  that  the  law 
cannot  be  executed ;  it  has  been  evaded  in  almost 
every  direction ;  its  continuance  seems  to  be 
given  up  by  all  parties.  He  had  another  and  very 
serious  objection  to  its  continuance:  its  operation 
is  partial,  it  bears  particularly  hard  upon  that 
|>art  of  the  country  which  he  had  the  honor  to 
represent ;  the  exports  of  that  part  of  the  country 
being  principally  confined  to  lumber,  which  was 
a  bulky  and  cheap  article,  being  wanted  almost 
exclusively  in  British  ports ;  that  it  would  not 
bear  the  circuitous  transportation ;  of  course  the 
non- intercourse  was  almost  as  effectual  as  an  em- 
bargo upon  that  part  of  the  country. 

In  relinquishing  the  non-intercourse,  he  viewed 
the  principles  contained  in  the  present  bill  as 
forming  a  system  more  energetic  than  those  con- 
tained in  the  non-intercourse  law.  They  could 
be  carried  into  execution.  Gentlemen  object  to 
the  third  section  of  this  bill;  if  retained,  Great 


Britain  will  lay  countervailing  doties ;  she  has 
already  done  it  by  her  act  of  Parliament  of  last 
winter,  laying  additional  and  discriminating  da- 
ties,  wnich  were  first  pro|)osed  as  a  transit  duty, 
afterwards  modified  and  made  permanent  by  said 
act.  It  is  true  the  operation  of  these  discrimint- 
ting  duties  has  not  yet  been  felt  in  this  country. 
The  embargo,  non-intercourse,  and  the  disavowal 
of  the  arrangement  with  Mr.  Erskine,  have  pre- 
vented British  ships  from  coming  here  and  enjoy- 
ing the  whole  carrying  trade  of  this  country.  If 
the  third  section  of  this  bill,  which  he  considered 
as  among  its  best  features, and  the  only  safeguard 
against  British  monopoly,  together  with  all  the 
commercial  restrictions,  were  stricken  oat  as  ad- 
vocated by  the  opponents  of  the  bill,  he  would 
ask  gentlemen  what  would  be  the  practical  oper- 
ation as  it  respected  American  vessels.  In  his 
opinion  it  would  operate  in  the  following  man- 
ner: For  instance,  take  the  article  of  cotton. 
The  act  of  Parliament  lays  a  duty  of  3^  pence 
per  pound  on  cotton  when- imported  in  an  Amer- 
ican vessel,  and  two  pence  one-^ixteenlh  when 
imported  in  a  British  vessel ;  throw  away  the 
fraction,  and  say  that  the  difference  is  a  penny 
per  pound ;  even  this  small  sum  will  amount  to 
a  complete  exclusion  of  American  vessels  from 
the  carrying  trade.  A  penny  and  a  half  per  pound 
for  cotton  may  be  considered  as  a  peace  freight 
Suppose  a  British  and  an  American  vessel  of 
equal  burden — say  three  hundred  ions — should 
load  in  one  of  our  Southern  ports  with  that  arti- 
cle at  one  and  a  half  penny  per  pound,  and  go  to 
a  British  port,  such  a  vessel  would  probably  make 
about  nine  thousand  dollars  freight;  the  cotton 
on  board  the  American  vessel  having  to  pay  the 
additional  duty,  which  at  one  penny  per  pound 
would  amount  to  six  thousand  dollars,  would 
leave  only  three  thousand  dollars  for  tbe  charter 
of  the  ship  and  disbursements,  while  the  British 
ship  not  Laving  the  .same  duties  to  pav  would 
make  a  net  freight  of  nine  thousand  dollars.  It 
is  not  to  be  presumed  that  any  merchant  will 
ship  on  board  an  American  vessel  under  soch 
circumstances,  while  a  British  vessel  was  to  be 
had ;  of  course  ours  must  lay  by  the  wharves 
until  all  the  British  are  employed. 

Gentlemen  seem  to  intimate  that  there  is  no 
danger  of  British  vessels  coming  to  this  country, 
and  entering  into  competition  with  ours.  There 
can  be  no  competition  where  the  balance  is  so 
much  in  their  favor,  and  they  infer  this  from  tbe 
documents  laid  on  our  tables,  staling  the  small 
amount  of  foreign  tonnage  employed  in  the  Amer- 
ican trade.  Are  there  uo  causes  for  this  small 
amount  of  tonnag^e?  The  embargo,  non-inter- 
course, and  the  disavowal  of  Mr.  Erskine's  ar- 
rangement, together  with  the  immense  employ- 
ment Great  Britain  has  given  of  late  to  her  sur- 
plus tonnage  in  the  transport  service,  is  the  true 
cause  of  so  few  coming  here.  Has  not  the  char- 
ter of  her  merchant  ships  risen  from  about  six- 
teen to  twenty-seven  shillings  per  ton  charter  for 
tbe  transport  service  ?  While  under  such  pay  they 
had  no  cause  to  seek  other  employment.  He 
begged  gentlemen  to  turn  their  attention  to  whai 
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night  be  the  slate  of  thiogSj  provided  that  all 
he  commercial  restrictions  shoald  be  stricken 
>ot  of  this  bill,  and  that  the  ships  of  Great  Brit- 
lin  should  be  excluded  from  Spaio,  Portugal, 
LDd  the  Baltic;  that  the  transport  service  should 
»e  given  up — will  not  an  opening  be  presented  to 
hem  in  this  country?  Will  they  not  flock  here 
iDiler  the  advantages  of  their  discriminating  du- 
ies,  and  take  the  whole  carrying  trade  ?  What 
ben  will  follow  ?  Our  ships,  thrown  out  of  the 
carrying  trade,  mast  lay  at  the  wharves,  or  re- 
urn  to  the  lumber  basiness,  and  by  their  number 
overstock  the  markets. 

Sir,  are  gentlemen  under  no  apprehension  that, 
f  they  should  do  away  all  commercial  restric- 
icns,  and  submit  to  the  discriminating  duties  of 
jrreat  Britain  and  her  Orders  in  Council,  that 
he  Continental  Powers  will  not  consider  this  as 
ibandoning  the  commercial  rights  of  this  eoun- 
ry,  for  which  we  have  been  so  long  contending, 
tnd  exclude  us  from  their  ports,  as  having  sob- 
nitted  to  all  the  British  impositions?  What 
hen  will  be  our  situation  ?  He  believed  it  was 
L  well-acknowledged  fact,  that  if  the  American 
:ornnierce  was  excluded  from  the  Continent,  the 
rade  to  England  would  not  be  worth  a  rush. 
Take  for  instance  the  article  of  tobacco ;  this 
;ouDtry  produces  about  80,000  hogsheads  annu- 
illy,  and  there  is  supposed  to  be  a  crop  and  a  half 
>n  hand  ;  Qreat  Britain  consumes  annually  about 
2,000  hogsheads.  Prohibit  the  exportation  of 
bis  article  to  the  Continent,  it  would  pour  into 
jrreat  Britain  in  such  quantities  as  to  fflut  the 
aarket,  and  thereby  reduce  the  price  below  the 
reigbt  and  charges.  So  of  cotton  and  many 
»ther  articles. 

Sir,  Great  Britain  has  laid  discriminating  du- 
ies,  and  issued  her  Orders  in  Council  interdicting 
•ur  going  to  friendly  ports.  What  does  the  pro- 
isioD  in  the  third  section  of  this  bill  say  ?  For 
hese  acts  your  vessels  shall  not  be  permitted  to 
nter  our  ports,  thereby  completely  putting  lo 
est  the  discriminating  duties  so  far  as  they  re- 
pect  this  country.  He  considered  the  exclusion 
if  British  merchant  vessels  as  the  roost  effectual 
nd  energetic  measure  that  could  be  adopted,  it 
7as  a  measure  that  could  be  executed;  if  we 
an  not  prevent  the  smuggling  of  goods,  we  can 
Teveot  the  smuggling  of  ships  into  our  ports. 

Mr.  Speaker,  gentlemen  seem  to  be  very  much 
larmed,  lest  Qreat  Britain  should  countervail 
y  shutting  her  ports  to  our  vessels.  This  may 
r  may  not  take  place.  If  she  can  employ  her 
bippiog  in  any  other  trade  she  will  not  shut  her 
lorts  to  us,  but  consider  the  relaxation  as  benefi- 
Jal  to  her,  as  it  will  give  her  the  raw  materials, 
be  expenditure  of  much,  money  in  her  ports, 
nd  takeaway  her  manufactures.  If  she  cannot 
tberwise  employ  her  shipping,  and  the  third  sec- 
ion  remains  in  the  bill,  then  it  will  have  its  ef- 
ectuai  operation  upon  her — the  strongest  meas- 
ire  that  we  can  adopt  against  her  shipping  inter- 
sc.  If  the  restrictions  in  the  bill  are  stricken 
.ut,  it  is  immaterial  to  the  ship* holders  of  this 
ountry  whether  she  shuts  her  ports  to  us,  and 
be  re  by  compels  our  vessels  to  [ay  at  the  wharves, 


or  whether  she  sends  such  a  quantity  of  shipping 
to  this  country  under  the  advantage  of  her  dis- 
criminating duties  as  to  take  the  whole  carrying 
trade  to  herself,  the  result  \s  the  same. 

Mr.  C.  observed,  that  if  British  ships  should  be 
adinitted  freely  into  our  ports  with  their  present 
advantages,  it  would  drive  ours  out  of  the  mar* 
ket.  They  would  be  obliged  to  lay  at  the  wharves, 
or  to  seeK  enij)loyment  in  the  smuggling  trade 
abroad,  by  taking  British  licenses  and  forged 
papers.  He  deprecated  this  as  one  of  the  worst 
of  evils ;  it  was  ruinous  to  our  national  charac- 
ter; mubh  of  our  present  commercial  embarrass- 
ment arose  from  this  source.  He  wished  as  far 
as  possible  to  retain  the  honest  carrying  trade  of 
the  country.  He  wanted  no  advantage;  only 
put  us  upon  an  equal  footing  with  other  nations, 
and  he  believed  we  could  enter  into  a  successful 
competition. 

He  was  utterly  astonished  to  hear  gentlemea 
from  the  Northern  States  oppose  the  bill,  who 
profess  themselves  friendly  to  commerce,  especi- 
ally some  gentlemen,  who  have  declared  that 
they  did  not  believe  that  Great  Britain  would  re- 
taliate by  shutting  her  ports.  If  she  does  not  shut 
her  ports,  what  more  could  the  Northern  ship- 
holders  ask?  The  Southern  members  are  dis- 
posed to  give  by  this  bill  to  the  Northern  ship* 
holders  the  exclusive  privilege  of  carrying  their 
produce  to  market — a  complete  monopoly.  In 
this  he  presumed  they  would  find  their  account 
in  so  doing.    At  present  the  freiffht  from  the 

Sorts  of  the  United  States  to  Amelia  was  about 
alf  a  penny  per  pound  ;  from  Amelia  to  a  Brit- 
ish port  four  pence,  so  that  the  whole  freight 
amounts  to  four  pence  half  penny  sterling  per 
pound.  If  this  bill  should  pass  it  will  have  a 
tendency  to  reduce  the  price  of  freight  very 
much — ^say  one^half— in  which  event  the  North- 
ern tonnage  will  find  good  employment,  and  the 
Southern  produce  carried  to  market  for  one-half 
the  present  cost.  At  all  events  there  will  be  a 
competition  between  the  British  vessels  at  Ame- 
lia and  the  American  in  our  own  ports. 

As  to  the  limitation  of  the  bill,  he  was  decided- 
Iv  of  the  opinion  that  it  ought  to  be  limited  to 
toe  next  session  of  Congress.  Yet  he  was  almost 
afraid  to  vote  against  the  present  motion  lest  the 
motion  made  by  the  gentleman  who  introduced 
this  bill  should  obtain.  The  limitation  of  the 
bill  to  the  end  of  this  session  of  Congress  would, 
in  his  opinion,  destroy  the  bill ;  it  would  render 
it  completely  nugatory.  He  hoped  the  bill  would 
pass  in  its  present  form,  and  be  limited  to  the 
next  session  of  Congress. 

Mr.  Root  said  he  was  in  favor  of  the  limita- 
tion proposed  to  the  bill  by  the  gentleman  from 
North  Carolina,  (Mr.  Macon,)  because  the  fifth 
section  of  the  bill  would  not  go  into  operation  till 
the  15th  of  April,  and  if  it  were  to  expire  with  the 
end  of  the  present  session  of  Congress,  it  would 
probably  never  be  in  force.  He  wished  any  course 
to  be  taken  which  would  defeat  the  operation  of 
that  odious  feature  in  the  bill.  There  were  other 
sections  which  he  deemed  valuable ;  but  the  fifth 
section  was  one  of  the  most  disgusting  ever  pre- 
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sented  to  his  view.  The  reason  assigned,  said 
Mr.  Rm  for  this  provision  of  interdicting^  the  im- 
portation of  any  produce  other  than  from  the  port 
or  place  where  it  is  g^rown  or  manafactured,  is, 
that  it  is  designed  to  break  up  this  British  carry- 
ing trade  to  and  from  Amelia  island  and,  perhaps, 
Halifax.  But  will  gentlemen  reflect  for  a  mo- 
ment upon,  the  cause  of  this  sudden  growth  of 
Amelia  island  into  notice?  But  a  year  ago,  and 
Amelia  island  was  scarcely  heard  of.  You  have 
brought  it  into  notice  by  your  laws,  and  are  now 
about  to  pass  a  law  to  take  away  its  consequence. 
Repeal  the  non-intercourse,  remove  the  cause, 
and  Amelia  island  will  be  no  longer  of  any  im- 
portance. Take  away  the  non^intercourse,  and 
would  our  merchants  pursue  this  circuitous  course? 
Certainly  not,  sir.  The  operation  of  the  fifth 
section,  if  really  carried  into  effect,  would  break 
up  the  trade  to  Amelia  island,  but  whither  would, 
it  transfer  it  ?  The  importance  of  Amelia  island 
would  be  immediately  transferred  across  the  At- 
lantic; Great  Britain  will  become  the  depot  for 
all  our  produce,  and  the  British  the  carriers  of  it. 
Your  merchants  will  make  their  shipments  di* 
rectly  to  Great  Britain,  and  she  will  have  the  ex- 
clusive carriage  of  our  commerce  ;  for,  as  long  as 
the  British  Orders  in  Council  and  Napoleon's 
folly  continue,  we  shall  certainly  not  be  able  to 
carry  our  produce  to  the  Continent.  We  shall 
ship  it  to  Great  Britain,  and  her  licensed  smug- 
glers will  carry  it  to  Holland,  and  to  ports  in 
other  parts  of  the  Continent.  It  appears  to  me 
that  this  will  be  more  injurious  to  toe  American 
character,  than  the  letting  this  little  island  grow 
into  importance. 

To  be  sure,  my  colleague  (Mr.  Gardgnier)  has 
told  us  that  the  operation  of  this  bill  will  be  a 
complete  non-intercourse  with  France  and  a  free 
intercourse  with  Great  Britain,  and  therefore  he 
likes  it.  Having  the  same  views  with  him  of  its 
operation,  I  dislike  it.  The  same  cause  induces 
him  to  approve  it.  It  appears  to  me  that  Great 
Britain,  with  all  her  crimes  upon  her  head,  is 
one  of  the  most  favored  nations  on  earth.  She 
has  issued  orders,  which  she  enforces  by  an  im- 
mense navy,  and  the  Emperor  of  France,  by  se- 
questering our  vessels  and  cargoes  when  they  go 
there,  aids  in  enforcing  these  orders;  and.  as  if 
that  was  not  sufficient,  it  appears  to  me  that  you 
are  about  to  lend  your  assistance  also.  It  appears 
to  me  that,  under  the  fifth  section  of  this  bill,  the 
produce  of  France  cannot  be  got  here.  You  may 
get  your  produce  there.  There  may  be  some 
spot,  perhaps,  in  the  North  of  Europe,  or  some 
little  spot  between  the  Elbe  and  Dardanelles 
through  which  we  can  get  our  produce  to  France; 
but  still  we  cannot  receive  hers  in  return.  This 
will,  in  a  great  measure,  prevent  shipments  thith- 
er, inasmuch  as  our  merchants  cannot  there  pro- 
cure return  cargoes.  They  must  go  to  Great 
Britain  for  them.  You  are  about,  with  what 
feeble  might  you  have,  to  enforce  the  British  or- 
der in  aid  of  her  immense  navy  and  the  power  of 
Napoleon.  I  have  another  objection  to  the  pas- 
sage of  the  fifth  section.  It  appears  to  me  tnat, 
however  often  Great  Britain  may  violate  the  per-  I 


mancnt  articles  of  the  Treaty  of  London,  com- 
monly called  Jay's  Treaty,  we  had  rather  avoid 
the  infringement  of  those  articles.    I  believe  it  is 
better  that  we  should  stand  on  high  ground  ;  that, 
if  ever  the  happy  time  shall  arrive,  either  before 
or  after  war,  (for  now  a  war  is  waged  on  one 
side  only,)  when  we  shall  come  to  an  amicable 
adjustment  of  differences,  there  will  be  no  pre- 
tence which  Great  Britain  can  allege  for  the  vio- 
lation of  the  ten  permanent  articles  of  the  treaty. 
If  we  were  to  violate  one  article  of  it,  our  future 
negotiators  would  probably  have  to  recede  a  lit- 
tle.   We  know  the  pretences  which  w^ere  form- 
erly alleged  for  not  carrving  into  effect  the  Treaty 
of  Peace,  because  the  United  States,  it  was  said, 
had  violated  one  article,  and  therefore  they  would 
not  carry  into  effect  that  relative  to  the  delivery 
of  the  Western  posts.    The  third  article  of  Jay's 
Treaty,  now  in  existence,  provides  that   there 
shall  be  forever  an  interchange  of  trade  by  inland 
navigation,  and  otherwise,  between  the  Provinces 
of  His  Britannic  Majesty  and  the  United  States, 
and  that  it  shall  not  be  prohibited,  except  in  arti- 
cles altogether  prohibited  in  the  Atlantic  ports. 
Now,  by  this  section,  sir,  we  admit  British  goods 
by  the  Atlantic  ports,  and  prohibit  their  importa- 
tion through  Canada.    This  provision  is  a  direct 
infringement  of  this  treaty.    Conceiving,  then, 
that  this  bill,  if  passed  into  a  law,  will  be  a  direct 
infringemei)t  ot  Jay's  Treaty,  I  am  therefore  oa- 
willing  that  the  bill  should  be  passed  into  a  law. 
The  non-intercourse  law,  it  is  said,  is  worse 
than  nothing,  because  it  is  not  carried  into  effect, 
or  is  evaded.    If  that  law  be  evaded,  how  are  we 
to  carry  this  into  effect  ?  Will  yoar  custom-honse 
officers  be  able  to  ascertain,  with  precision,  whe- 
ther a  piece  of  cloth  be  manufactured  in  Germany 
or  Holland,  whether,  in  the  Empire  of  "PraDce  or 
the  Kingdom  of  Denmark?    Or,  if  Spain  should 
not  be  considered  as  a  dependency  of  France,  are 
its  fruits,  wines,  &c.,  always  distingnisbable  from 
those  of  France?    Nothing  more  is  necessary. 
than  for  vessels  to  take  an  mvoice  from  the  port 
whence  they  ship  their  goods,  and  they  will  be 
naturalized  in  less  time  than  citizens.     The  mer- 
chant makes  an  oath  that  he  has  no  donbc  the 
hill  of  ladioj^  is  correct.    Custom-house  oaths  are 
already  sufficiently  cheap.    I  am  told  they  can 
be  purchased  for  two-and-six pence  each.     They 
will  soon  be  worthless,  as  the  bill  is  inviting  our 
citizens  to  make  false  oaths,  or  cover  their  traffic 
in  some  way  falselv  at  the  custom- houses.    It  will 
be  as  easily  evadea  as  the  non  intercourse.    It  i3 
not  forgotten,  when  clearances  were  given  for 
St.  Bartholomews,  that  that  became  the  roost  pro- 
ductive island  in  the  world.    How  much  Jamai- 
ca rum,  sugar,  coffee,  dbc,  was  imported  as  the 
produce  of  St.  Bartholomews?     Pass  this  bill, 
and  would  not  St.  Sebastian's,  on  the  Bay  of  Bis- 
cay, very  soon  produce  the  best  French  wines? 
I  presume  it  would.    The  provisions  of  the  bill 
will  soon  be  evaded,  and  it  will  only  beao  iodoce- 
meot  to  our  citizens  to  become  more  corrupt  than 
at  present.    What  good  is  to  be  derived  from  the 
provision  of  the  fifth  section?    Is  it  for  the  ad- 
vantage of  your  merchants  that  they  shoold  have 
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D  return  with  half  a  freight,  or  none  at  all  ?  If 
he^  could  possibly  run  ioto  some  nook,  and  sell 
beir  produce  for  a  French  market,  instead  of 
riaginfir  back  goods,  they  would  have  to  go  lo 
xreat  Britain  and  get  a  cargo.  Your  merchants 
vill  not  thank  you  for  such  a  provision.  If  it  is 
o  be  of  no  advantage  to  the  Government,  if  no 
e venue  is  to  be  derived  from  it,  and  the  mer- 
hants  are  cursing  you  for  passing  it,  do  not,  for 
ieaven's  sake,  let  us  sanction  it. 

I  wish,  if  we  are  to  repeal  the  non-intercourse, 
nd  to  have  something  in  lieu  of  it,  that  we  should 
lave  something  more  substantial  and  efficient 
ban  this  bill.  If  not  for  commercial  benefit,  it 
nust  be  designed  for  coercion.  It  may  be  a  fee* 
tie  coercion  to  France,  because  it  will  be  a  com- 
dete  non  intercourse  with  her.  But  (be  Empe- 
or  himself  will  not  yield  to  your  wishes  for  the 
xclusion  of  intercourse ;  because,  on  your  com- 
ag  ioto  his  ports,  he  subjects  your  vessels,  if  not 
o  confiscation,  to  sequestration.  I  dislike  this 
nawkish  dish,  I  wish  it  higher  seasoned.  I  am 
lot  for  coming  down  by  degrees;  I  am  not  for 
ecediog,  as  Great  Britain  aggresses  and  advances. 
[  do  not  know  but  this  bill,  with  this  clause  in  it, 
9  fated  lo  pass  this  House ;  but  I  really  hope  that 
he  provision  proposed  by  the  gentleman  from 
iTirginia,  (Mr.  boawKLi*,)  this  morning,  for  con- 
voy and  arming,  will  be  incorporated  into  this  or 
ome  other  bill.  If  we  are  to  protect  commerce, 
et  it  be,  in  some  way,  to  benefit  ourselves  or  ope- 
ate  on  our  enemies.  Will  this  operate  oa  Great 
Britain  ?  No,  sir ;  it  will  not  even  irritate  her  so 
ts  to  induce  her  to  pass  countervailing  acts.  She 
vili  thank  you  for  it ;  it  is  making  her  the  car- 
ier  of  everything  but  the  little  she  wants  for  her 
>wn  consumption.  With  this  view  of  the  sub- 
ect,  I  hope  the  motion  for  i|iakio(|r  the  bill  unlim- 
ted,  will  not  pass.  I  wish  it  to  expire  before  it 
ao  come  into  operation,  and,  therefore,  shall  vote 
o  limit  it  to  the  end  of  the  present  session. 

Mr.  Sawyer. — It  was  my  intention  to  offer  an 
imeodment  to  this  bill,  by  way  of  a  new  section, 
llowing  the  President  to  grant  convoys;  but  as 
be  gentleman  from  Virginia  f  Mr.  Bubwell)  has 
irought  that  forward  as  a  distinct  proposition, 
eaviDg  this  bill  upon  its  original  ground,  I  must 
till  continue  my  opposition  to  it.  This  bill,  as 
t  DOW  stands,  is  a  remedy  we  have  tried  in  va- 
ious  shapes  already,  but  still  the  disease  gains 
ipoD  us.  First,  we  tried  it  in  the  shape  of  a  non- 
mportation  act;  then,  in  that  of  an  embargo. 
.«a»t  session  the  non-intercourse  was  to  do  won- 
lers,  and  now  this  bill  is  to  be  a  perfect  panacea, 
jrentlemen,  in  the*course  of  a  few  months,  have 
^ot  heartily  tired  of  the  non-intercourse,  (I  wish 
bey  may  not  as  soon  get  tired  of  this,)  and  have 
»een  as  violent  against  it  as  tbey  were  formerly 
Q  favor  of  it.  Why,  forsooth,  say  they,  the  peo- 
ple will  not  mind  it.  Well,  if  our  own  citizens 
vill  not  obey  an  act  of  their  Crovernroent,  is  it 
ikely  that  foreign  nations  will  t  I  wish  I  may 
ie  mistaken,  but  I  fear  Great  Britain  will  retal* 
ate  on  us  in  a  way  that  will  make  all  her  former 
icts  lenity  in  comparison.  We  to  ezciode  her 
(hips,  and  expect  she  will  admit  ours !    The  gen- 


tleman from  Virginia  (Mr.  Shefpby)  said,  Eng- 
land has  adopted  this  discriminating  policy  fur 
^ears.  and  it  is  one  of  the  sources  of  her  prosper- 
ity. True,  but  she  had  some  way  of  enforcing  ir, 
ot  silencing  all  opposition  to  it.  If  she  encoun- 
tered any  French  decrees  or  Orders  in  Conncil. 
she  did  not  oppose  them  as  we  do.  She  found 
the  ocean  free  for  her  ships,  or  she  made  it  so. 
Had  any  nation  dared  to  impose  tribute  on  her, 
or  subject  her  ships  to  a  license,  she  would  not 
have  met  them  with  bills  and  resolutions.  She 
would  not  have  submitted  to  such  conditions, 
and  she  would  have  shown  her  resolution,  not 
by  words,  but  by  actions.  Witness  her  con- 
duct towards  the  Dutch  during  the  last  cen- 
tury, and  the  Northern  Powers.  She  was  not 
satisfied  with  mere  reports  of  committees.  To 
be  sure,  some  reports  were  made  by  her,  but  they 
were  those  of  cannon.  Well,  in  consequence  of 
her  refusing  to  live  upon  the  mere  offals  of  trade, 
she  obtained  the  choice  bit.  Let  us  beware  of 
the  consequences  of  a  c^trary  conduct  in  us.  I 
wished  this  subject  postponed,  in  order  that  we 
might  adopt  some  of  those  maxims  ourselves.  I 
wish  to  make  her  feel,  as  well  as  hear,  our  re- 
solves. I  wish  the  lightning  and  thunder  to  burst 
upon  her  together.  If  they  do  not  accompany 
each  other,  they  have  no  power.  Besides,  I  am 
afraid,  if  this  bill  pass  before  we  adopt  any  vigor- 
ous measures,  it  will  be  used  as  an  argument 
against  their  adoption.  It  will  be  said  that  we 
have  gone  upon  the  system  of  trade  upon  any 
term8,and  it  would  be  inconsistent  with  that  idea 
to  adopt  warlike  measurest*  In  my  opinion,  those 
acts  that  are  intended  to  have  a  bearing  upon 
foreign  nations,  as  well  as  those  of  an  internal 
nature,  ought  to  have  some  penalty  or  sanction 
annexed  to  them  to  secure  them  from  violation; 
and  I  believe  the  want  of  this  sanction  is  one  of 
the  causes  why  all  our  former  acts  of  this  kind 
have  been  nugatory.  What  will  be  the  effect  of 
this  act  without  some  such  penalty  7  You  have 
seeii  it  in  the  past.  Great  Britain  will  wait  till 
our  House  adjourns  before  she  attempts  to  coun- 
tervail us,  and  then  seeing  we  are  btill  playing 
the  old  game  into  her  bands,  that  we  can  do  no- 
thing decisively  for  several  months,  that  her  north- 
ern colonies  are  safe,  her  West  India  trade  un- 
molested, and  ours  unprotected,  she  will  then, 
UDuder  some  plea  of  necessity,  issue  new  orders, 
under  the  cover  of  which  she  will  reap  another 
rich  harvest  of  plunder  from  our  merchants,  and 
all  this  without  the  open  appearance  of  war.  Gen- 
tlemen are  willing  to  ur^e  her  into  a  declaratioo 
first,  but  not  to  declare  it  themselves.  There  is 
no  necessity  of  our  declaring  it ;  we  can  play  her 
own  artillery  on  her ;  we  can  easily  carry  it  on, 
as  she  does,  under  the  cover  of  commercial  poli- 
cy ;  and  if  we  have  not  yet  had  cause  enough  to 
adopt  such  pretexts,  I  should  like  to  know  when 
we  shall.  We  have  only  to  gild  the  pill,  by 
calling  it  an  order,  a  retaliatory  measure,  a  defen- 
sive system,  and  we  may  rob  and  steal,  and  mur- 
der and  impress,  as  much  as  we  please,  and  still 
it  is  DO  war.  We  could  surely  authorize  our 
public  siiips  to  convoy  our  marchantmen  in  their 
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lawful  trade,  and  to  recapture  such  as  were  ille- 

?aliy  taken  ;  tbosef  for  iostaoce,  which  she  seizes 
or  merely  having  certificates  of  origin  signed  by 
French  Consuls,  though  bound  to  ports  prrmitied 
by  her  orders.    We  could  aid  her  in  carrying  into 
effect  some  of  her  own  regulations  against  trading 
to  enemies'  ports,  by  capturing,  in  turn,  such  of 
•her  ships  as  we  might  nod  yiulating  those  regu- 
lations.  .We  could,  on  a  small  sli  p  of  paper,  block- 
ade the  world,  and  capture  everything  that  pre- 
sumed to  violate  our  sovereign  will.    We  could 
take  compassion  on  her  territories,  her  money  in 
the  funds,  her  debts,  and  graciously  undertake 
the  care  of  them  for  her.    We  could  do  all  this, 
and  more,  and  still  it  would  be  no  war.    As  long 
as  the  manner  is   modern  and  fashionable,  the 
matter  ought  to  be  disregarded.    We  really  talk 
about  commerce  as  if  the  whole  world  was  open 
to  use,  whereas,  there  is  not  a  single  port  in  it 
that  we  can  calculate  on  with  the  least  certainty. 
We  have  conceded  so  much  that  we  are  obliged 
to  ask  as  a  favor  what  we  ought  to  demand  as  a 
right,  this,  too,  from  a  nation  that  has  it  not  in 
her  power  to  prevent  our  enforcing  it,  in  a  single 
instance,  if  we  would  act  with  proper  spirit.   Tell 
it  not  in  Gath,  that  at  the  very  time  Great  Britain 
is  driven  from  the  continent  of  Europe,  the  whole 
civilized  world  leagued  against  her,  and  she  upon 
her  last  prop,  the  independent  States  of  America 
should  meanly  surrender  her  last  rights  to  her, 
and  yield  the  ocean  without  a  struggle.    The 
little  island  of  England,  in  its  last  agonies,  like 
the  combatant  in  the  Olympic  games,  has  but 
barely  time  to  give  us  a  convulsive  squeeze,  make 
us  cry  out,  quarters,  and  expire.    She  deserves 
the  crown,  though  she  falls  Co-morrow.  Can  we 
pretend  to  claim  the  privileges  of  neutrals  after 
this  1    Cau  we  expect  France  to  show  us  any 
respect  when  we  have  so  little  for  ourselves?    I 
should  not  be  surprised  to  bear  the  whole  North 
of  Europe,  and  the  South,  too,  was  shut  against 
us.    A  nation  that  will  surrender  its  rights  to  a 
solitary  Power  for  the  mercenary  views  of  a- piti- 
ful and  sinking  trade,  deserves  to  be  spurned  from 
the  presence  of  every  nation  on  earth.    I  really 
am  atVaid  that  the  French  Emperor  will,  before 
long,  convene  a  general  Congress,  in  which  the 
principles  of  the  armed  neutrality  will  be  adopted, 
and  we  not  suffered  to  participate  in  them. 

The  gentleman  from  North  Carolina  (Mr. Ma- 
con) has  laid  great  stress  upon  the  first  Message 
of  the  President,  but  entirely  overlooked  the  sec- 
ond. In  his  Message  of  the  20th  of  November, 
after  giving  us  a  summarv  view  of  our  foreign 
relatione,  and  the  refusal  ot  Great  Britain  to  fulfil 
the  agreement  of  her  Minister  Plenipotentiary, 
with  becoming  delicacy  he  leaves  to  us  the  adop- 
tion of  such  measures  as  the  occasion  called  for. 
But  the  second  Message  speaks  more  than  the 
mere  language  it  contains.  It  clearly  shows  that 
the  President  was  not  satisfied  with  the  course 
we  were  pursuing ;  for,  if  he  had  thought  this 
bill  equal  to  the  occasion,  why  recommend  other 
measures?  He  waited  until  he  saw  we  were 
about  to  surrender  the  rights  of  the  country.  He 
saw  this  ominous  bill  stalking  through  the  liouse^ 


and  his  delicacy  gave  way  to  the  impulse  of  his 
feelings  and  his  well-grounded  appreheosions,  or 
he  would  have  continued  aloof  upon  the  original 
ffround  of  modest  reserve.    It  was  then  he  came 
forward,  and  recommended  such    measures  is 
would  alone  save  our  honor  and  vindicate  oor 
rights.    And  I  can  truly  say,  be  was  the  oracle  of 
the  popular  sentiment;  he' gave  a  just  directioa 
to  the  popular  will,  and  spoke  the  genuine  senti- 
ments of  an  American.    If  each  one  of  us  would 
act  with  a  similar  spirit,  the  nation's  honor  might 
yet  be  saved,  and  her  rights  secured  on  a  broad 
and  solid  foundation.    But  the  moment  this  bill 
is  passed  in  its  present  shape,  they  are  bartered 
away.    It  is  a  release  to  Great  Britain  of  all  the 
stipulations  conceded  to  us  in  the  bill  of  rights; 
it  is  the  most  absolute  and  unconditional  submis- 
sion to  her  sovereign  will,  and  against  it  I  do  most 
solemnly  protest.    But  the  gentleman  says,  we 
ought  to  be  doing  something,  our  citizens  are 
daily  violating  the  non-intercourse  act ;  the  priee 
of  our  produce  is  low,  and  foreign  goods  exorbi- 
tantly high.    The  gentleman  talks  as  if  it  wis 
really  in  our  power  to  will  a  thing,  and  it  shoold 
be  done ;  as  if  all  foreign  ports  were  open  to  as 
and  wailing  to  hail  our  welcome  ships.     Do  yoo 
really  believe  this  bill  will  raise  the  price  of  oar 
produce,  or  diminish  that  of  foreign  goods  ?  Is  it 
a  magic  wand  which  is  to  annihilate  all  orders 
and  decrees,  disarm  cruisers,  dissolve  proclama> 
tions  of  blockade,  and  restore  us  to  the  full  and 
free  enjoy inent  of  the  ocean  ?  And  cannot  we  ea- 
force  obedience  to  our  own  laws ;  must  we  afford 
to  foreign  nations  the  di^raceful  sight  of  bein^ 
obliged  to  repeal  our  laws  as  fast  as  we  pass  them, 
because  we  have  not  honesty  enough  in  the  coun- 
try to  obey,  nor  power  enough  to  enforce  obedi- 
ence?   It  will  be  a  blasting  erideuce  of  the  low 
and  humiliating  dej^ree  to  which  we  are  sunk 
by  the  corruption  of  mercantile  avarice.     What 
will  the  nations  of  Europe  think  of  us  when  they 
see  our  ships  skulking  about  their  shores,  endea- 
voring to  find  out  9ome  solitary  port  into  which 
we  can  beg  admittance?    If  the  miserable  ren>- 
nant  of  trade,  which  we  can  thus  obtain,  will 
raise  the  price  of  our  produce,  I  am  wofolly  mis- 
taken.   It  is  only  in  proportion  as  our  foreign 
market  is  extended,  that  our  produce  will  rise  in 
ralue ;  not  in  proportion  to  the  solemn  mockery, 
or  the  studied   phraseology  of  our  commercial 
acts.    And,  as  our  foreign  market  has  contracted 
in  proportion  as  we  have  yielded  to  the  unjust 
pretensions  of  belligerents,  it  can  only  be  enlarged 
by  a  contrary  line  of  conduct.    But  we  bare  ne- 
glected to  use  our  most  ordinary  privileges  so  loo«^. 
that  we  are  now  really  afraid  to  employ  theuL 
We  are  even  afraid  to  convoir  our  own  ships,  to 
let  them  arm,  in  their  lawful  defence,  measures 
that  any  Government  of  Europe  would  look  upoo 
as  matters  of  course.    There  is  scarcely  telling 
the  time  when,  or  the  nation  that  has  not  extend- 
ed this  common  right  to  its  citizens.    Great  Brit- 
ain has  done  it  from  time  immemorial.    Are  we 
afraid  of  provoking  war,  by  allowing  this  univer- 
sal right  to  our  citizens.    If  it  does,  I,  for  one, 
am  willing  to  meet  it.    But,  inasmuch  as  this 
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»ill,  without  some  amendmeDt  of  this  kind,  with- 
luc  some  salvo  of  our  honor,  or  some  protestation 
igaiost  the  unjust  claim  of  foreign  nations,  would 
>e  pusillanimous  submission  and  acquiescence  un* 
ler  those  claims  I  trust  there  never  will  be  a 
aa  jority  in  this  House  found  to  give  it  their  sane- 
ioD,  until  such  an  amendment  be  received. 

Mr.  Potter. — I  hope  this  motion,  which  is  to 
uake  this  bill  permanent,  will  not  prevail,  and 
hat  we  shall  adopt  the  amendment  proposed  by 
he  gentleman  who  reported  this  bill,  limiting  the 
luration  of  the  law  to  the  end  of  the  present  ses- 
doD.  Then,  if  it  pass,  it  will  immediately  re- 
ieve  the  country  from  the  operation  of  the  pres- 
ent non-intercourse,  and  give  the  present  intended 
estrictive  system  an  opportunity  of  dying  a  nat- 
iral  death. 

It  has  really  appeared  to  me,  from  the  com- 
nencement  or  this  debate  on  this  bill,  that  we 
ire  legislating  entirely  for'  the  very  arch-mer- 
chants and  the  great  capitalists,  and  that  the 
(real  agricultural  interests  are  hardly  thought  of, 
md  that  the  farmers  had  hardly  a  single  solitary 
riend  in  this  House. 

Being  a  farmer  myself,  and  my  estate  being 
mncipally  in  land,  I  must  claim  the  indulgence 
>f  the  House  while  I  state  the  operation  of  the 
nrhole  of  the  restrictive  system  on  that  class  of 
people. 

When  the  embargo  was  first  laid  it  raised  the 
prices  of  all  foreign  produce  and  merchandise  in 
he  hands  and  possession  of  the  merchants  from 
wenty  to  fifty  per  cent.,  and  it  reduced  the  price 
>f  the  produce  of  the  farmer  much  in  the  same 
)roportioa ;  a  farmer  being  obliged  to  buy  of  the 
nerchants  the  necessaries  of  life  at  their  own 
)rice.  The  merchants,  owning  the  floating  capital 
>f  the  country,'and  having  the  management  of 
he  finances,  by  stopping  new  discounts,  checking 
n  notes  already  due,  and  collecting  their  own 
lebts,  could  purchase  the  produce  of  the  farmer 
It  his  own  price,  and  sell  his  goods  in  the  same 
Kray ;  and  by  the  time  the  merchant  had  sold  off 
lis  merchandise  at  great  profit  and  had  possessed 
limself  of  the  produce  of  the  farmer,  the  embargo 
s  then  taken  off  and  the  merchant  given  an  im- 
nediate  opportunity  to  ship  the  produce  thus 
purchased  to  very  great  profit.  Then  the  settle- 
nent  with  Mr.  Erskine  gave  them  another  op- 
portunity to  import  foreign  produce  and  mer- 
chandise to  very  great  advantage;  but  no  sooner 
lad  they  done  this  than  the  dismissal  of  Mr. 
Fackson  took  place,  which  gave  them  another 
>pportunity  to  put  an  enormous  profit  on  their 
ast  importations,  and  another  opportunity  to  de- 
press the  price  of  the  produce  of  this  country, 
ind  to  purchase  it  again  very  low.  And  now, 
IS  soon  as  they  have  got  this  year's  crop  ready  to 
»bip,  the  non-intercourse  is  to  be  repealed,  which 
Bvill  give  them  another  chance  to  ship  the  hard 
*arnings  of  the  farmer  to  very  great  profit,  and 
igain  to  import  more  foreign  merchandise  to  sell  at 
Lheir  own  price;  and  by  the  time  the  merchants 
;an  make  one  voyage  under  the  contemplated 
law,  the  English  wih  retaliate,  which  will  again 


raise  their  goods  in  their  hands.  The  poor  friend- 
less farmers,  doomed  by  these  laws  to  slavery 
and  poverty,  go  to  work  and  raise  another  crop, 
and  by  the  time  the  merchant  has  bought  it 
again  very  cheap,  the  farmers  and  common  peo- 
ple will  be  so  oppressed  and  distressed  by  this 
svstem,  that  Congress  will  be  compelled  to  repeal 
the  embargo  law.  But  the  merchant  will  have 
again  sold  his  merchandise,  and  have  another 
opportunity  of  shipping  the  hard  earnings  of  the 
farmer  for  another  year.  Thus,  sir,  you  are 
enabling  the  rich  merchant  and  great  capitalist — 
who  already  have  too  much  money  for  their  own 
benefit  or  for  (he  good  of  the  public,  who  are 
pressing  this  system  because  it  operates  delu- 
sively in  their  favor,  who  are  very  rich  already 
and  whose  avarice  increases  with  their  wealth— 
to  enrich  themselves  beyond  all  former  examples 
from  a  class  of  people  who  I  presume  will  not  be 
silent  under  their  sufferings  much  longer. 

This,  sir,  is  the  true  operation  of  the  system, 
and  many  people  would  say  that  these  merchants, 
whose  business  it  is  to  buy  cheap  and  sell  deer,  are 
not  so  much  to  blame  for  taking  these  advantages 
of  the  times,  as  the  Government  is  for  giving  them 
an  opportunity  to  do  it,  and  the  people  for  continu* 
ing  men  in  power  who  thus  oppress  them.  - 

Notwithstanding  all  your  restrictions  and  pro- 
hibitions, all  our  surplus  produce  has  found  its 
way  to  a  foreign  market  to  great  advantage  after  it 
has  been  bought  of  the  growers  of  it  for  a  very 
small  price,  and  English  goods  have  found  their 
way  into  this  ccAntry  without  paying  anything 
towards  the  support  of  Government,  and  the  mer- 
chants' capital  in  the  United  States  is  now  as 
great  as  ever  it  was.  It  has  only  changed  from 
the  correct  merchants,  who  have  been  against 
this  system,  and  the  farmers,  to  those  of  great  capi- 
tal, who,  while  they  have  pretended  to  be  in  favor 
of  this  system,  have  been  trading  all  the  time 
and  have  made  immense  fortunes  by  it.  We  all 
agree  that  the  non^intercourse,  that  passed  this 
House  without  a  friend  or  advocate,  and  has  not 
at  this  time  any  gentleman  willing  to  own  he 
had  anything  to  do  with  it,  ought  to  be  repealed. 
It  permits  the  exportation  of  our  produce  to 
neutral  ports  and  prohibits  the  importation  of 
British  goods.  But,  sir,  they  find  their  way  into 
this  country.  The  duty  is  a  sufficient  risk,  and 
if  Bonaparte,  with  his  decrees,  with  his  armies, 
with  all  his  powers  and  severity,  cannot  keep 
British  goods  out  of  bis  dominions,  from  clothing 
his  army,  nor  even  off  his  own  back,  I  believe, 
with  sucn  an  extent  of  seacoast  and  boundary  as 
we  have,  together  with  the  manners  and  habits 
of  the  people  of  this  country,  with  such  other  in- 
ducements as  they  have  in  point  of  interest,  that 
it  is  in  vain  for  us  to  attempt  to  keep  them  out 
of  this  country.  Why  should  we  suffer  all  these 
privations  and  restrictions  ?  Or  why  punish  our- 
selves? For,  while  we  are  complaining  about 
the  decrees  and  orders  of  France  and  England, 
and  while  Great  Britain  is  preventing  us  from 
trading  with  France,  and  France  doing  all  she 
can  to  prevent  us  from  trading  with  England, 
and  they  at  war  with  one  another  and  ail  the 
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world,  they  are,  when  it  suits  their  interests,  very 
cordially  trading  with  each  other. 

It  is  pretended  by  some  gentlemen  that  the  ex- 
clusion of  British  ships  is  to  be  of  great  advan- 
tage to  the  American  ship-owners,  because  then 
our  iihips  will  have  the  exclu>ive  right  to  carry 
our  produce  to  market;  and  it  has  been  said  by 
the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  (Mr.  Cutts) 
that  the  difference  in  the  freight  of  an  English  or 
American  ship  of  three  hundred  tons,  would  be 
about  six  thousand  dollars  in  favor  of  the  English, 
in  consequence  of  the  difference  of  duties.  Sup- 
pose this  is  correct.  Excluding  British  ships 
would  not  lower  the  duty  on  cotton  exported  in 
American  ships;  it  would  be  more  likely  to  raise 
it.  If  the  statement  made  by  the  gentleman 
be  correct,  what  is  the  inference  to  be  drawn — 
that  the  American  ship-owner  does  not  make  so 
much  profit,  but  the  planters  get  a  better  price? 
But,  sir,  the  Eastern  ship-owners  except  those 
who  are  in  favor  of  this  restrictive  system,  and 
wbo  monopolize  almost  our  whole  trade,  and 
who  have  round  their  account  in  it,  say  this  is 
not  correct,  and  they  do  not  want  this  discrimina- 
tion. It  would  seem,  by  the  observations  of  the 
gentleman,  that  the  farmer  had  no  interest  in 
this  business,  and  that  the  question  was  not  how 
much  money  should  be  made  out  of  them,  but 
who  should  make  it,  the  American  or  English 
ship-owner.  As  the  planter  or  farmer  does  not 
freighter  ship  his  own  produce,  if  the  English 
ships  are  admited,  the  competition  will  be  the 
greater  and  our  produce  must  #iise  in  price.  If 
you  exclude  British  ships  there  will  be  no  com- 
petition, and  the  price  of  cotton  will  be  reduced 
aearly  to  the  amount  of  duty. 

It  really  appears  a  mystery  to  me,  and  for  my 
life  I  cannot  see  into  the  motives  of  the  Southern 
gentlemen  wishing  to  confer  what  they  call  a 
great  favor  on  Eastern  ship-holders,  that  they 
|;enerally  protest  against,  and  say  they  do  not  want 
It,  when  its  whole  operation  is  so  manifestly 
against  their  own  interests.  It  is  a  kind  of  mag* 
aanimity  that  I  cannot  comprehend. 

It  is  time  for  the  Southern  planter  and  Eastern 
farmer  to  consider  themselves  as  one  ^reat  family, 
and,  having  one  common  interest,  to  look  out  for 
themselves.  Let  us  therefore  take  off  these  re- 
strictions, and  relieve  ourselves  from  the  specula- 
tion of  the  large  capitalist  and  merchant,  who  are 
in  favor  of  this  system,  because  it  operates  ex- 
clusively to  their  own  advantage.  Let  us  have 
commerce  free.  The  interest  of  the  farmer  and 
merchant  is  inseparable  when  coinmeroe  is  un- 
restrained :  the  merchants  are  agents  for  the  farm- 
ers. If  this  sVstem  was  once  abolished,  the  correct 
merchant,  of  moderate  capital,  will  again  resume 
his  business.  There  will  then  be  a  competition 
in  the  market  for  the  produce  of  this  country. 
The  farmer  also  will  receive  a  valuable  con- 
sideration for  his  hard  earnings,  and  be  relieved 
in  some  measure  from  his  embarrassments,  occa- 
sioned by  the  present  system. 

We  are  making  a  law,  and  Qreat  Britain  can 
control  its  operation.    We  are  making  an  instru  I 
OMnt  for  them  to  set  to  music  at  oar  expense.  I 


Gentlemen  say  that  Great  Britain  will  not  pass 
countervailing  orders.  It  is  in  vain  to  think  that 
she  will  not  retaliate  in  some  way  or  other.  If 
you  and  I,  Mr.  Speaker,  were  oeigbbors,  I  shonld 
visit  you  with  a  very  ill  grace  after  I  had  myself 
shut  my  door  upon  you.  There  is  oo  better  urty 
to  judge  of  this  business  than  to  suppose  Great 
Britain  should  pass  such  a  law  to  iDteriiict  oar 
vessels  from  her  ports,  while  our  ports  were  open 
to  her  vessels.  What  would  be  the  feelings  of  every 
American  on  such  an  occasion  ?  I  believe  there 
would  be  but  one  opinion  on  the  subject ;  and,  for 
my  own  part,  if  one  of  her  vessels  slioald  enter 
our  ports  under  such  circumstances,  if  she  could 
not  be  got  rid  of  in  any  other  way,  I  would  be 
oue  to  go  on  board  a  gunboat,  as  much  as  I  detest 
them,  to  endeavor  to  serve  her  as  the  French 
served  our  floating  colonies  when  they  met  them 
pursuing  their  lawful  business  on  that  element  of 
which  they  are  so  desirous  of  establishing  the 
freedom. 

What  can  the  object  of  this  bill  be  ?  Can  it  be 
further  to  punish  ourselves  by  reducing  the  peo- 
ple of  the  United  States  to  greater  misery  and 
distress  than  they  have  already  experienced  ?  Or 
can  it  be  to  produce  retaliation,  on  the  part  of 
Great  Britain,  so  that  we  shall  have  a  complete 
embargo  aod  non-intercourse  operatinar  almost  ex- 
clusively upon  ourselves? — for  Great  Britain  will 
supply  herself  by  the  repeal  of  the  n  on- inter  course, 
in  a  short  time,  with  everything  she  may  waot 
from  this  country  for  many  years  to  come.  Or 
can  it  be  the  object  of  our  Government,  by  this 
law,  to  bring  on  a  very  unpleasant  state  of  things 
between  Great  Britain  and  this  country  that  will 
lead  to  war,  or  that  they  may  have  this  miserable 
weapon  in  their  own  bands,  to  dispose  of  in  a 
future  ne^tiation ;  that  the  people  may  be  told, 
that  notwithstanding  all  their  sufferings  under  iht 
whole  of  this  restrictive  system  for  three  yean 
past,  it  has  been  the  means  of  bringing  about  a 
settlement  ?  I  hope  not.  The  embargo  and  aoo- 
iotercourse  were  put  into  their  hands  for  that  pur- 
pose, and  have  been  offered  to  be  relinquished,  if 
the  British  orders  should  be  rescinded.  But  they 
have  answered  no  other  purpose  than  to  give  the 
rich  an  opportunity  to  speculate  on  the  poor ;  and 
this  will  answer  as  little  purpose  abroad,  and  much 
the  same  at  home. 

Much  has  been  said  respecting  the  British  Of^ 
ders  in  Council  operating  against  us ;  but  if  they 
were  rescinded,  by  agreement  with  this  eoontry, 
we  could  not  send  a  single  vessel  to  any  port  that 
we  could  not  if  our  restrictions  were  repealed  The 
very  consent  of  the  English  would  be  a  sufficieat 
cause  of  sequestration,  at  least  with  the  French. 
I  may  have  been  wrong  in  saying  that  we  would 
not  carry  our  property  to  France;  but,  sir,  for 
many  years  past,  I  never  have  heard  of  the  return 
of  an  y  that  has  been  carried  there.  1 1  is  like  dea  th 
and  the  grave,  from  whence  there  is  no  return. 
This  has  been  the  case  with  all  our  property  that 
has  been  carried  to  France  for  many  years,  and  I 
presume  it  would  be  the  same  with  any  more  that 
we  may  hereafter  send  there. 

I  entreat  gentlemen  to  take  things  as  they  are 
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ind  not  as  they  ought  to  be;  and  let  us  do  the 
>est  we  can  io  the  situation  we  are  io.  Let  us 
}ot  punish  ourselves  because  we  have  been  injured 
3y  France  and  Engiand,  who  have  been  governed 
Q  their  conduct  towards  us  by  their  own  ambi- 
:ion  and  interest,  and  not  by  a  sense  of  justice. 
Let  us  therefore  reject  this  motioo  tending  to 
nake  this  law  peroianent,  and  adopt  the  amend- 
nent  made  by  the  ffentleman  from  North  Caro- 
ioa,  (Mr.MACON^  bv  which  noeans  we  shall  get 
rid  of  our  present  embarrassments, and,  at  the  end 
)f  this  session,  of  the  whole  of  this  system.  With 
:bat  view,  I  shall  vote  against  the  amendment 
ioder  consideration. 

I  hav«  represented  the  oppressionsof  the  whole 
if  this  system  on  my  constituents,  not  that  I  sup- 
I>ose  it  would  influence  this  decision,  but  because 
[  consider  it  my  indispensable  duty  so  to  do,  that 
;he  interest  of  the  farmer  might  be  brought  into 
riew  before  this  House,  in  hopes  that  the  time  is 
lot  far  distant  when  the  merits  and  sufferings  of 
:hat  class  of  people  will  be  a  little  more  attended 
:o  than  they  have  been  fur  many  years  past. 

Mr.  LivcRMORB  opposed  the  principle  of  the 
^ill,  and  Mr.  Macon  supported  it. 

Mr.  Key  was  proceeding  to  debate  the  princi- 
ple of  the  bill,  when — 

Mr.  Sheffey,  after  protesting  against  the  prac- 
:ice  prevailog  in  the  House  of  debating  the  prin- 
ciple of  a  bill,  on  a  motion  to  amend,  and  express- 
Dg^  his  regret  at  being  impelled  by  his  duty  to 
It  tempt  to  put  a  stop  to  it,  required  the  decision 
>f  the  Speaker,  on  the  question  whether,  on  a  mo- 
ion  to  amend  a  particular  section,  it  was  in  or- 
]er  to  debate  the  general  provisions  of  the  bill. 
VI r.  S-  reduced  his  particular  objection  to  Mr. 
Sby's  argument  to  writing  as  follows: 

**  That  he  thought  the  gentlammn  from  Maryland 
mi  of  order,  becaase  he  says  his  object  is  to  show  that 
here  are  features  in  the  bill  which  ought  not  to  be 
idopted,  and  consequently  that  the  bill  ought  not  to 
*e  uolimitedi  and,  therefore,  the  amendment  ought  not 
o  prevail." 

The  Sfeakbr  decided  that  Mr,.  Kay  was  aot  in 
irder. 

Mr*  Kby  appealed  from  this  decision,  whfch 
praB  confirmed  by  the  House,  without  debate — 
^eas  68,  nays  46. 

Mr.  Pitkin  spoke  against  the  motion. 

The  question  on  Mr.  Rhea's  motion,  to  strike 
>ut  the  clause  of  limitation,  was  deciaed  in  the 
legative— yeas  26,  nays  102,  as  follows : 

YxAS — Lemuel  J.  Alston,  Willis  Alston,  jon.,  Da- 
id  Bard,  Joseph  Calhoun,  Matthew  Clay,  Howell 
;obb,  Willism  Crawford,  John  Dawson,  Joseph  Deshs, 
ohn  W .  Eppes,  Barent  Oardenier,  David  8.  Garland, 
i^dwin  Gray,  Benjamin  Howard,  Mathew  Lyon,  Alex- 
nder  McKim,  Thomas  Moore,  Roger  Nelson,  John 
Ihea  of  Tennessee,  Samuel  Shaw,  Daniel  Sheffey, 
ohn  Smilie,  Henry  Southard,  John  Taylor,  Robert 
iVflakley,  and  Robert  Wbitehill. 

I^ATS — William  Anderson,  Eaakiel  Bacon,  Burwell 
)aasett,  Wm.  W.  Bibb,  Daniel  BlaisdeU,Adam  Boyd, 
amea  Breckenridge,  John  Brown,  Robert  Brown, 
William  A.  Burif ell,  William  Butler,  John  Campbell. 
ohn  C  Chamberlain,  WiUiam  Chamberlin,  Bpaphro- 


dittts  Champion,  Martin  Chittenden,  John  Cloptoo, 
James  Cox,  Henry  Crist,  Richard  Cutts,  Samuel  W. 
Dana,  John  Davenport,  jun.,  William  £ly,  James 
Emott,  William  Findley,  Jonsthan  Fisk,  Bazailiai 
Gannett,  Gideon  Gardner,  Thomas  Gholson,  jun., 
Charles  Goldsborough,  Thomas  R.  Gold,  William 
Hale,  Nathaniel  A.  Haven,  Daniel  Heister,  William 
Helms,  James  Holland,  Jonathan  H.  Hubbard,  Jacob 
Hufty,  Richard  Jackson,  jun.,  Robert  Jenkins,  Wal- 
ter Jones,  Thomas  Kenan,  William  Kennedy,  Philip 
B.  Key,  Joseph  Lewis,  jun.,  Edward  St.  Loe  Liveiw 
more,  Robert  Le  Roy  Livingston,  Aaron  Lyle,  Na- 
thaniel Macon,  Robert  Marion,  Vincent  Matthews, 
Archibald  McBryde,  Samuel  McKee,  Pleasant  M. 
Miller,  William  Milnor,  John  Montgomery,  Nicholas 
R.  Moore,  Jeremiah  Morrow,  Jonathan  O.  Mosely, 
Gordon  S.  Mumford,  Thomas  Newbold,  Thomas  New- 
ton, Benjamin  Pidunan,  jun.,  Timothy  Pitkin,  jun., 
John  Porter,  Peter  B.  Porter,  Elisha  R.  Potter,  Jo- 
aiah  Qntncy,  John  Rea  of ^  Pennsylvania,  Matthias, 
Richards,  John  Roane,  Eraatus  Root,  John  Rosa,  Ebe» 
neser  Sage,  Thomas  Sammons,  Lemuel  Sawyer,  Ebe»* 
nezer  Seaver,  Adam  Seybert,  Dennis  Smelt,  George 
Smith,  John  Smith,  Samuel  Smith,  Richard  Stanford, 
John  Stanley,  William  Stedman,  James  Stephenson, 
Lewis  B.  Sturges,  Jacob  Swoope,  Samuel  Taggart, 
Benjamin  Talimadge,  John  Thompson,  Uri  Tracy, 
Charles  Turner,  jun.,  Jabez  Upham,  Nicholas  Van 
Dyke,  Archibald  Van  Horn,  Killian  K.  Van  Rensse- 
laer, Laban  Wheaton,  Ezekiel  Whitman,  James  Wi^ 
son,  Richard  Winn,  and  Robert  Witherspoon. 

Mr.  Macon's  motion  to  limit  the  bill  to  the  end 
of  the  present  session,  by  striking  out  the  word 
'*  next,"  and  inserting  '^  present,"  now  recurred. 

Mr.  Fisk  and  Mr.  Southard  opposed,  and 
Mr.  Macon  and  Mr.  Livermore  supported  the 
motion;  which  was  decided  in  the  negative — yeas 
54,  nays  71,  as  follows: 

YxAs— Wm.  Anderson,  Esekiel  Baoon,  David  Bard, 
Daniel  Blaisdell,  James  Breckenridge,  John  Camp- 
bell, John  C.  Chamberlain,  William  Chamberlin,  Epa- 
phroditus  Chanipion,  Martin  Chittenden,  John  Clop- 
ton,  Samuel  W.  Dana,  John  Davenport,  junior,  William 
Ely,  James  Emott,  David  8.  Garland,  Charles  Golds- 
borough,  Thomas  R.  Gold,  Edwin  Gray,  William  Hale, 
Nathaniel  A.  Haven,  Jonathan  H.  Hubbard,  Richard 
Jackson,  jun.,  William  Kennedy,  Philip  B.  Key,  Jo- 
seph Jewis,  jun.,  Edward  St  Loe  Livermore,  Robert 
Le  Roy  Livingston,  Nathaniel  Macon,  Vincent  Mat- 
thews, Archib^d  McBryde,  William  Milnor,  Jonathan 
O.  Mosely,  Benjamin  Pickman,  jun.,  Timothy  Pitkin, 
jun.,  John  Porter,  Eli^a  R.  Potter,  Josiah  Quincy, 
Erastus  Root,  John  Ross,  Adam  Seybert,  John  Stan- 
ley, William  Stedman,  James  Stephenson,  Lewis  B. 
Sturges,  Jacob  Swoope,  Samuel  Tsggart,  Benjamin 
Talimadge,  Jabea  Upham,  Nicholas  Van  Dyke,  Archi- 
bald Van  Horn,  Killian  K.  Van  Rensselaer,  Laban 
Wheaton,  and  Ezekiel  Whitman. 

NATs^Lemuel  J.  Alston,  Willis  Alston,  jr.,  Bur- 
well  Bassett,  William  W.  Bibb,  Adam  Boyd,  John 
Brown,  William  A.  Burwell,  William  Butler,  Joseph 
Calhoun,  Matthew  Clay,  Howell  Cobb,  James  Cox, 
William  Crawford,  Henry  Crist,  Richard  CutU,  John 
Dawson,  Joseph  Deaha,  John  W.  Eppes,  William 
Findley,  Jonathan  Fisk,  Baraillai  Gannett,  Barent 
Gardenier,  Gideon  Gardner,  Thomas  Gholson,  jr., 
Daniel  Heister,  William  Helms,  James  Holland,  Ben- 
jamin Howard,  Jacob  Hufty,  Robert  Jenkins,  Walter 
Jones«  Thomas  Kenan,  Matthew  Lyon,  Aaron  Lyle, 
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Robert  Marion,  Samuel  McKee,  Alexander  McKim, 
John  Montgomery,  Nicholas  R.  Moore,  Thomaa  Moore, 
Jeremiah  Morrow,  Gordon  8.  Mumford,  Roger  Nelson, 
Thomas  Newbold,  Thomas  Newton,  Peter  B.  Porter, 
John  Rea  of  Pennsylvania,  John  Rhea  of  Tennessee, 
Matthias  Richards,  John  Roane,  Ebenezer  Sage,  Tho- 
mas Sammons,  Samuel  Shaw,  Daniel  Shefley,  Dennis 
Smelt,  John  Smilie,  George  Smith,  John  Smith,  Sam- 
uel Smith,  Henry  Southard,  Richard  Stanford,  John 
Taylor,  John  Thompson,  Uri  Tracy,  George  M.  Troup, 
Charles  Turner,  jun.,  Robert  Weakley,  Robert  White- 
hiU,  Richard  Winn,  and  Robert  Witherspoon. 

Mr.  Johnson,  after  some  remarks  on  the  pre- 
sent desultory  mode  of  doing  business,  laid  on 
the  tabie^  for  consideration,  the  following  reso- 
lution: 

•*  Resolved,  That  the  following  be  added  to  the  stand- 
ing rules  and  orders  of  the  House  : 

**  l*hat  Friday,  in  each  week,  be  set  apart  for  the 
eonsideration  of  reports  and  bills  originating  from  pe 
titions«" 


» 


Saturday,  January  20. 

Mr.  Eppes,  from  the  Coraraitteeof  Ways  and 
Means,  presented  a  bill  making  appropriations 
for  the  support  of  the  Military  Estabiishment  of 
the  United  States,  for  the  year  1810;  which  was 
read  twice,  and  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  on  Wednesday  next. 

Mr.  Eppes,  from  the  same  committee,  presented 
a  bill  making  appropriations  for  the  support  of 
the  Navy  of  the  united  States,  fcr  the  year  1810; 
which  was  read  twice,  and  committed  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  on  Thursdiy  next. 

Mr.  Eppes,  from  the  same  conmittee,  also  pre- 
sented a  bill  making  appropriations  for  the  sup- 
port of  Government,  during  the  year  1810 ;  which 
wa's  read  twice,  and  committed  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  on  Tuesday  next. 

Mr.  Van  Horn  presented  a  petition  of  Rebecca 
Hodgson,  William  B.  Hodgson. and  Joseph  Hodg- 
son, of  the  city  of  Washington,  widow  and  or- 
phan children  of  Joseph  Hodgson,  deceased,  pray- 
iDg  to  be  compensated  for  the  loss  of  a  house  sit- 
uated in  said  city,  which  was  consumed  by  fire 
whilst  in  the  occupancy  of  the  United  States  as 
an  office  for  the  War  Department. — Referred  to 
the  Committee  of  Claims. 

AMERICAN  NAVIGATION  ACT. 

The  House  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
bill  concerninff  commercial  intercourse  with  Great 
Britain  and  France,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  LivERMORE  moved  the  following  as  an 
amendment  to  the  bill :  *'And  be  it  further  enacted, 
That  the  operation  of  the  3d,  4th.  5th,  6th,  7th, 

and  8th  sections  be  suspended  until  after  the 

day  of  •^—  next." 

The  blank  Mr.  L.  proposed  to  fill  with  the  first 
day  of  January  next. 

The  reasons  urged  by  Mr.  Livermorb  for  the 
motion  were,  that  vessels  of  Great  Britain  and 
France  which  had  sailed  into  our  ports  under  ex- 

f»ectation  of  being  hospitably  admitted,  would  be 
iable  to  forfeiture  immediately  on  their  arrival 
in  our  ports,  which  would  be  an  act  of  great  in- 


ji>s(ice.  For  instance,  a  British  vessel  migBt  have 
sailed  from  some  part  of  the  world  for  a  port  of  the 
United  States,  under  the  arrangement  of  April, 
without  a  knowledge  of  its  bavins  been  disavowed; 
that  another  section  of  the  bill  would  do  equal 
injustice  to  our  own  citizens  by  making  it  penal 
after  the  15th  day  of  April  to  import  British  or 
French  produce  indirectly — for  instance,  although 
such  trade  is  not  now  legal  (admitting  the  non- 
intercourse  to  be  in  force  as  to  Great  Britato, 
which  however  Mr.  L.  denied)  yet  a  vessel  might 
have  sailed  on  a  voyage  beyond  the  Cape  of  Good 
Hope  between  the  period  of  the  arrangement  and 
that  of  its  disavowal,  and  might  on  its  recorn 
bring  a  cargo  of  such  interdict^  products.  The 
intention  facing  innocent  in  both  these  cases.it 
would  be  the  greatest  injustice  that  the  vessels 
should  be  subject  to  forfeiture. 

It  was  said  in  reply,  by  Mr.  Sbefpbt,  that  the 
eases  supposed  could  scarcely  happen  ;  that  time 
sufficient  had  elapsed  between  the  disavowal  and 
the  present  time  to  coverall  prohable  cases  of 
foreign  vessels  arriving;  that  it  was  very  impro- 
bable that  a  case  should  occur  in  which  our  own 
citizens  could  suffer,  for  it  was  by  no  meant  an 
usual  mode  of  conveyance  to  import  the  manufac- 
tures of  Great  Britain  eircuitously,  through  ports 
beyond  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope ;  that  the  doctrine 
on  which  the  gentleman  grounded  his  motion  was. 
that  it  was  proper  to  legislate  on  exceptions  in- 
stead of  on  a  general  rule ;  that  even  if  these  sog- 
posed  cases  should  occur,  the  same  power  was  bf 
another  section  vested  in  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  in  relation  to  this  bill,  which  he  now 
possesses  in  relation  to  the  non-intercourse  law, 
viz  :  to  remit  penalties,  when  in  his  opinion  in- 
nocently incurred.  Mr.  S.  further  remarked,  that 
if  any  amendment  were  necessary  to  the  bill, 
it  certainly  was  not  such  a  one  as  that  now  under 
consideration,  which  went  to  destroy  the  prioci- 

Ele  of  the  bill  by  suspending  its  operation  till  the 
rst  of  January,  1811,  when  by  its  own  limitaiioa 
it  was  to  expire  the  3d  of  March,  1811. 

Mr.  Livebmorb's  amendment  was  negatived, 
ayes  24. 

Mr.  Mumford  observed,  that  this  was  a  very 
important  bill,  which  he  believed  had  not  beea 
published  in  any  of  the  papers  north  of  the  Sus- 
quehanna; and,  bavins  been  detained  from  the 
seat  of  Government,  till  within  a  few  days,  by  a 
severe  dispensation  of  Divine  Providence,  be  bad 
not  himself  had  tin^e  maturely  to  consider  it.  I 
consider  it,  said  he,  a  momentous  question ;  a  sub- 
ject of  great  importance,  involving  some  of  the 
best  interests  ot  this  nation.  There  are  nttoy 
features  of  the  bill  to  which  I  have  not  much  ob- 
jection. It  appears  to  contain  three  principles; 
the  first,  to  exclude  foreign  armed  ships  from  our 
waters,  has  a  bearing  on  the  affair  of  the  Chesa- 
peake ;  an  outrage  which  1  can  scarcely  think  of 
with  patience,  and  which,  in  my  opinion,  was 
tantimount  to  a  declaration  of  war ;  and,  could  I 
have  had  my  way,  I  would  have  driven  them 
from  our  own  waters  at  every  hazard.  The  sec- 
ond is  on  the  principle  of  a  navigation  act,  which 
I  should  like  to  see  enlarged  upon,  and  made  a 
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lermaoeot  system.  I  should  wish  to  see  some 
urther  proYision  io  the  bill  to  meet  the  counter- 
railiog  law  which  will  most  likely  be  passed  by 
}reat  Britain.  As  to  the  eleventh  section,  which 
epeals  the  non-intercourse  law  altogether,  I  can- 
lot  give  my  assent  to  it.  I  have  insurmountable 
)bjections,  sir.  What  are  we  to  do?  Did  we 
lot,  in  the  last  winter  session,  enter  our  most 
olemn  protest  against  the  decrees  of  France  and 
jreat  Britain;  and,  after  serious  debates  of  days 
ind  weeks,  this  House  did  most  solemnly  resolve, 
ly  one  hundred  and  twenty-one  votes  to  two,  that 
hey  would  not  submit  to  the  obnoxious  decrees  of 
be  belligerents?  And  wherein  does  your  situa- 
ion  differ  now  from  your  position  then,  but  in  the 
iggravation  of  accumulated  insults  and  wrongs? 
3jr  repealing  the  non-intercourse  altogether,  you 
abmit  to  those  very  orders  and  decrees.  I  should 
irefer  to  have  the  non-intercourse  continued  and 
loforced  without  further  provision  in  the  law. 
K\{  this  talk  about  not  executing  our  laws  is  an 
Dadmissible  doctrine.  I  hope  never  to  hear  it 
epeated  again.  This  is  a  Government  of  laws ; 
lod  if  a  law  be  once  surrendered,  under  an  idea 
\i  our  not  being  able  to  execute  it,  there  will 
oon  be  an  end  of  representative  government.  I 
are  not  about  the  clamor  that  you  cannot  exe- 
iQ(e  your  laws.  Employ  all  the  military  and 
laval'  force  of  the  nation  to  execute  them.  If 
'00  do  not  make  your  laws  respected,  your  re- 
publican form  of  government  will  receive  such  a 
hock  as  will  shake  it  to  its  very  centre,  and  may 
iTeotually  terminate  in  a  military  despotism. 

What  will  be  the  effect  of  the  dismissal  of  Mr. 
Jackson,  I  cannot  say ;  but,  from  the  best  infor- 
nation  I  can  obtain,  a  war  with  us  appears  to 
lave  become  more  popular  in  Great  Britain,  and 
doubt  very  much,  indeed,  whether  the  Ministry 
lave  not  contrived  to  make  it  a  popular  project. 
t  is  very  popular  with  the  navy,  and  they  rule 
Hogland  much  in  the  same  way  as  the  military 
ale  France.  It  is  a  common  saying  with  them 
bat  no  other  commerce  is  now  to  be  seen  on  the 
cean  but  the  American  stripes;  and  they  with 
ifficulty  restrain  their  inclination  to  seize  it  un- 
er  some  frivolous  pretext.  Sir,  if  you  renew 
our  intercourse  direct  with  Great  Britain,  what 
rill  be  the  consequence  ?  Will  you  supply  your 
Qemy  with  the  very  means  of  destroying  you  ? 
leotlemen  say  that  the  non-intercourse  was  of 
0  effect.  What  is  the  fact?  Let  us  examine 
lat  argument,  the  best  of  all  others.  The  mo- 
lent  the  President's  proclamation  renewing  the 
OQ-intercourse  was  known  in  Great  Britain,  cot- 
}n  rose  from  eleven  to  twenty-four  pence  ster- 
Qg)  per  pound,  more  than  double  the  price  that 
•  was  when  the  trade  was  direct;  naval  stores 
ave  considerably  more  than  doubled  in  price, 
od  other  articles  in  proportion.  A  British  ves- 
!l  arrived  in  the  port  of  New  York  during  the 
Uerval  of  a  direct  trade,  with  a  damaged  cargo, 
rhich  sailed  from  England  before  supplies  ar- 
ved.  When  the  captain  was  asked  how  the 
oods  happened  to  be  damaged,  his  reply  was 
because  he  could  not,  at  that  time,  get  sufficient 
ir  and  pitch  for  the  necessary  repairs  of  bis  vea- 
llthCoN.2dSKss. 


sel."  And  I  have  been  informed  it  could  not  be 
had,  at  one  particular  period,  under  eight  or  ten 
guineas  per  barrel.  Ir  the  non-intercourse  had 
been  properly  enforced,  it  would  have  had  a  seri- 
ous effect  on  them.  The  partial  operation  of  this 
bill  will  carry  the  great  bulk  of  our  produce  to 
Great  Britain  only,  and  you,  will  injure  the  fair 
direct  trade  to  the  Continent,  which  has  become 
very  lucrative  for  our  own  products.  However 
we  may  differ  in  opinion  on  the  indirect  trade, 
yet  I  do  hope  the  nation  will  consent  to  foster, 
protect,  and  defend  the  commerce  arising  out  of 
the  productions  of  our  own  soil.  If  gentlemen 
do  not  choose  to  defend  the  carriage  of  sugar  and 
coffee,  let  the  merchants  take  that  risk  themselves ; 
but  I  think  it  is  high  time  that  we  should  protect 
the  productions  of  our  own  country,  carried  by 
our  own  ciiizens,  in  our  own  vessels.  If  it  shall 
be  determined  that  we  will  not  protect  this  direct 
trade,  we  may  as  well  give  up  all  commerce  at 
once,  and  adopt  some  other  system.    I  would  sug- 

§est  this  course:  that  the  President  of  the  United 
itates  should  be  authorized  to  cause  the  armed 
vessels  to  assemble  at,  and  convoy  from  the  ports 
of  the  United  States,  American  vessels  loaded 
with  the  prod  ucts  of  our  own  soil,  manned  by 
citizens  of  our  own  country.  Proot  before  a  ma- 
gistrate that  the  whole  are  bona  fide  the  property 
of  citizens  of  the  United  States  shall  be  exhib- 
ited to  the  respective  collectors  of  the  customs, 
to  examine,  and  certify  to  them  that  the  articles 
loaded  on  board  of  such  vessels  are  wholly  the 
produce  of  our  own  country ;  and  the  collectors 
shall  also  be  satisfied  that  it  is  the  property  of 
citizens  of  the  United  States,  and  produce  as 
aforesaid  ;  that  an  abstract  of  the  proof  so  exhib- 
ited to  the  collectors,  should  be  delivered  by  them, 
under  their  respective  hands  and  seals,  to  the  com- 
mander of  the  vessel  that  the  President  of  the 
United  States  should  designate  for  .that  purpose, 
which  commander  should  be  authorized  to  pro- 
ceed to  such  port9  and  places  as  have  no  decrees 
violating  the  lawful  commerce  of  the  United 
States.  And  if,  in  the  prosecution  of  this  trade — 
authorized,  I  conceive,  oy  the  law  of  nations — he 
should  meet  a  ship  of  war  of  either  belligerent,  I 
should,  under  my  present  impressions,  be  willing 
that  the  commander  of  the  convoy  should  exhibit 
to  either  of  them,  as  the  case  might  happen,  these 
documents,  proved  before  your  own  officers  to  be 
the  property  as  aforesaid,  stating  to  them,  briefly, 
that  he  had  the  honor  to  bear  a  commission  from 
the  Chief  Magistrate  of  this  country,  that  the 
vessels  under  his  convoy  were  really  and  bona 
fide  the  same  as  described  in  the  proofs  set  forth 
by  an  officer  acting  under  the  orders  of  his  Gov- 
ernment, and  that  he  was  not  bound  to  any  port 
actually  invested  or  blockaded.  If.  under  these 
circumstances,  your  direct  trade  should  be  mo- 
lested, the  officer  should  be  authorized  to  resist, 
and  defend  his  convoy  to  the  last  extremity.  If, 
sir,  you  will  not  protect  and  defend  such  a  trade, 
we  ought  to  surrender  our  commerce  at  once,  ana 
let  the  nation  know  what  they  have  to  depend 
upon.  This  is  the  view  I  have  of  the  subject  at 
present,  and  I  cannot  conseat  to  let  Loose  the  com- 
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merce  of  my  country  to  be  exposed  to  become  a 
prey  to  the  first  marauder  that  chooses  to  molest 
It ;  and,  by  way  of  ameodmeut  to  this  bill,  I  now 
take  the  liberty  of  offering  two  new  sections  for 
the  consideration  of  the  House.  After  the  tenth 
section,  add  the  following: 

And  be  it  further  enaeiedj  That  the  President  of 
the  United  States  be,  and  he  is  hereby,  authoiized  to 
cause  the  armed  Teasels  of  the  United  States  to  be 
held  in  readiness  to  protect  and  defend,  by  convoy,  the 
merchant  ships  and  vessels  belonging  to  tiie  citizens  of 
the  United  States,  and  navigated  wholly  by  citizens 
of  the  United  States,  loaded  with  the  articles  of  the 
growth,  produce,  and  manufacture  of  the  United  States 
and  Territories  thereof,  contraband  of  war  excepted, 
bound  to  such  foreign  ports  or  places  as  have  no  de- 
crees violating  the  lawful  commerce  of  the  United 
States. 

And  be  it  further  enaded,  That  the  citizens  of  the 
United  States  who  Aall  put  their  ships  or  vessels  un- 
der protection  or  convoy  of  the  armed  vessel  or  vessels 
of  the  United  States,  shall  be  permitted  to  arm  in  their 
defence  ;  and  for  the  better  security  of  the  property  of 
the  ciUzens  of  the  United  States,  it  shall  be  lawful  for 
the  President  of  the  United  States,  and  he  is  hereby 
authorized,  to  require  the  collectors  of  the  customs  in 
the  several  ports  of  the  United  States  to  receive  from 
the  owners  of  the  ships  or  vessels  and  their  cargoes, 
belonging  to  the  citizens  of  the  United  States,  such 
proof  of  the  property  loaded  as  aforesaid ;  and  in  case 
the  said  property  loaded  on  board  the  said  vessel  shall 
be  satisfactorily  proven  to  the  collector  of  the  port 
from  whence  the  vessel  shall  depsrt,  to  be  of  the 
growth,  produce,  and  manu£iicture  of  the  United  States 
or  Territories  thereof,  contraband  of  war  excepted,  be- 
longing wholly  to  the  citizens  of  the  United  States,  the 
said  collector  shall  deliver  the  proofs  of  the  property 
so  loaded  on  board  of  the  respective  vessels,  with  a 
certificate  under  his  hand  and  seal,  that  he  is  satisfied 
with  the  proofr  exhibited  to  him ;  the  whole  of  which 
he  shall  deliver  to  the  commander  of  such  ship  or  ves- 
sel as  the  Prcb-ident  of  the  United  States  may  desig- 
nate for  that  purpose. 

A  motion  was  then  made  by  Mr.  Montgom- 
ery to  amend  the  bill,  by  inserting  the  following 
section : 

And  be  it  further  enaded,  That  it  shall  and  may 
be  lawful  for  the  President  of  the  United  States,  and 
he  is  hereby  authorized,  to  give  instructions  to  the 
armed  vessds  thereof,  to  seize  any  vessel  or  vessels 
evading  or  violating  this  law,  and  to  bring  the  same 
into  any  port  of  the  United  States,  or  the  Territories 
thereof  for  adjudication. 

Mr.  BuRWBLL  mored  to  recommit  the  bill  for 
the  purpose  of  a  more  full  discussion  of  the  amend- 
ment offered. 

Mr.  Shbffby  spoke  in  favor  of  the  propriety  of 
making  the  proposition  in  question  the  subject  of 
a  separate  bill.  He  deprecated  the  charging  this 
bill  with  propositions  not  connected  with  it,  and 
which  would  defeat  its  passage.  He  Was  proceed- 
ing to  show  the  impropriety  of  passing  the  amend- 
ment, but  was  called  to  order  by  Mr.  Kbt,  and 
resumed  his  seat. 

Mr.  Smilie  was,  like  the  ffentieman  who  pre- 
ceded him,  opposed  to  blending  peace  and  war 
measures,  and  therefore  he  said,  he  was  opposed 
to  the  recommitment  of  the  bill. 


Mr.  Bur  WELL  withdrew  hia  motion  fdr  recom- 
mitment ;  for  he  said  he  was  aware  of  the  propri- 
ety of  making  the  proposed  amendmeDt  the  sub- 
ject of  a  distinct  bill. 

Mr.  MiLNOR  renewed  the  motion.  His  object 
appeared  to  be  to  strike  out  of  the  preaent  bill  a 
part  which  he.  deemed  wholly  inconsiatem  witk 
the  proposed  amendment. 

Mr.  PiCKMAN  supported  the  motion  on  the  same 
grounds. 

Mr.  Gardemisb  opposed  a  recommitment,  at 
he  was  content  to  Tote  for  the  bill  as  it  now^  stood. 

Mr.  Macon  was  opposed  to  recommitment,  ooa- 
ceiving  the  proposed  amendment  to  emhncea 
subject  not  necessarily  connected  with  the  pre- 
sent bill. 

Mr.  Gholson  spoke  in  favor  of  a  commitment 
of  the  bill,  but  wished  it  to  be  committed  tot 
select  committee  for  the  purpose  of  newr^modelliBf 
it,  conceiving  the  bill  to  be  objectionable  in  itt 
present  shape. 

Mr.  MtLNOB  Taried  his  motion  thus-^<*  that  the 
»biU  be  recommitted  to  a  select  committee,  widi 
instriictions  to  diTde  the  same  by  introducing  tiie 
third,  fourth,  fifth,  sizth^  aeventh,  eighth,  nintk 
tenth,  and  twelfth  sections  in  a  separate  bilL° 
Mr.  MiLN  or's  object  was  to  have  a  bili  reported 
to  retain  only  the  features  of  exclusion  of  armed 
vessels  and  repeal  of  non-intercourse. 

Mr.  Gholson  required  a  division  of  the  motioa 
so  as  to  take  the  question  aimply  on  recommi:- 
ment. 

Messrs.  Eppbb  and  Tbodp  spoke  in  favor  of 
recommitment,  with  a  view  to  proconog  a  report 
of  a  bill  characterized  by  stronger  features. 

Messrs.  Dana  and  Adincy  were  in  favor  of  re- 
commitment, with  a  view  toezponging  from  the 
bill  those  features  which  they  deemed  loo  harsk. 

Messrs.  Macon,  Smilib,  and  McKbe,  spoke 
a^inst  commitment,  because  they  were  satisfied 
with  the  bill  in  its  present  form,  and  because 
amendments,  if  necessary,  could  be  as  well  made 
without  commitment. 

[In  the  course  of  this  debate  several  irenttemea. 
proceeding  to  discuss  the  propriety  of  the  amend- 
ment proposed  on  the  motion  to  recommit,  were 
declared  out  of  order ;  and  in  one  ease,  an  appeal 
being  made  to  the  House  the  Speakei^s  decision 
was  confirmed  by  a  large  majority.] 

The  question  on  recommitting' the  bill  to  a  se- 
lect committee  was  decided  by  yeas  and  nays,  59 
to  61,  as  follows : 

TiAS — William  Anderson,  Ezekiel  Bacon,  David 
Bard,  Jas.  Breckenridge,  William  A.  Burvrell,  John  C 
Chamberlain,  Epaphioditus  Champion,  Martin  Chit- 
tenden, Matthew  Clay,  John  Clopton,  William  Craw- 
ford, Henry  Crist,  Samuel  W.  Dana,  Joaeph  Desha. 
William  Ely,  Jas.  Emott,  John  W.  Eppes,  Jcmathss 
Fisk,  David  8.  Garland,  Thomas  Gholson,  jr.,  Thos.  R. 
Gold,  William  Hale,  Nathaniel  A.  Haven,  Wilfiu 
Helms,  Benjamin  Howard,  Jacob  Huliy,  Ridiaid 
Jackson,  junior,  Robert  Jenkins,  Philip  B.  Key,  J«. 
Lewis,  jr.,  Robert  Le  Roy  Livingston,  Vincent  Mm- 
thews,  William  Milnor,  Jonathan  O.  Moaely,  GindsD 
8.  Mumford,  Thos.  Newbold,  Thoa.  Newton,  Timotbr 
Pitkin,  jr.,  John  Porter}  Peter  B.  Porter,  Joniah  Quia- 
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J,  John  Rbea  of  Tennessee,  Ertstns  Root,  John 
lofls,  Thomas  Sammons,  Lemuel  Sawyer,  Adam 
leybert,  James  Stephenson,  Lewis  B.  Sturges,  8am- 
lel  Taggart,  Benjamin  Tallmadge,  John  Thompson, 
Jri  Tracy,  George  M.  Troap,  Jab^  Upham,  Killian 
C.  Van  Rensselaer,  Laban  Wheaton,  £sekiel  Whit- 
nan,  and  Robert  Witherapoon. — 69. 

liATs— Willis  Alston,  jr.,  Borwell  Bassett,  Wm. 
W.  Bibb,  Daniel  Blaisdell,  Adam  Boyd,  John  Brown, 
^•bert  Brown«  William  Bntler,  Josej^  Calhoun,  How- 
»U  Cobb,  James  Cox,  Riehaid  Cutts,  John  Dawson, 
iVm.  Fiadley.  Banillai  Oaanett,  Bsdrent  Qwdenier, 
vidaon  Gacdner,  Charles  Goldsborongh,  Edwin  Gray, 
3mmel  Heieter,  James  Holland,  Walter  Jones,  Wiltiam 
Kennedy,  Aaron  I'jK  Nathaniel  Kacon,  Robert  Mar* 
on,  Archibald  McBryde,  Samuel  McKee,  Alexander 
ilcKim,  John  Montgomery,  Nicholas  R.  Moore,  Thos. 
Ifoore,  Jeremiah  Morrow,  Roger  Nelson,  Benjamin 
i*ickman,  junior,  £lisha  R.  Potter,  John  Rea  of  Penn- 
rylrania,  Matthias  Richards,  John  Roane,  Bbenezer 
^Age,  Ebenezer  Seaver,  Samuel  Shaw,  Daniel  She^ 
ey,  Dennis  Smelt,  John  SmiUe,  Geoige  Smith,  John 
Smith,  Samuel  Smith,  Richard  Stanford,  John  Stan- 
ey,  William  Stedman,  Jaeob  Swoope,  John  Taylor, 
Charles  Turner,  junior,  Nicholas  Van  Dyke,  Archi- 
mld  Van  Horn,  Robert  Weakley,  Robert  Whitehill, 
Famea  Wilson,  and  Richard  Winn.— 61. 


MoiVDAT,  January  23. 

Oq  rootioQ  of  Mr.  Johnson,  the  House  pro-- 
:eeded  to  consider  the  resolution  proposed  by  aim 
)n  Friday  last;  and  the  same  being  again  read, 
n  the  following  words,  to  wit : 

JUsolvedj  That  the  following  be  added  to  the  stand- 
ng  roles  and  orders  of  the  House : 

'<That  Friday  in  each  week  be  set  apart  for  the 
tonsideration  of  reports  and  bills  originating  from 
»etition." 

The  question  was  taken  that  the  House  do 
igrree  thereto,  and  resolved  in  the  affirmative — 
reas  88,  nays  15. 

Mr.  Emott  presented  a  pecitioa  of  sundry  in- 
labitants  of  the  State  of  New  York,  praying  that 
he  mode  of  trial  by  jury,  as  established  by  the 
a^Bvs  of  the  several  States,  may  be  established 
ind  enforced  in  the  eourti  of  the  United  States ; 
>r,  at  least,  that  the  same  may  be  established  and 
mforced  in  the  courts  of  the  United  States  held 
jritbin  the  State  of  New  York. — Referred  to  Mr. 
Smott,  Mr.  Gholson,  Mr.  McRbb,  Mr.  Baoon, 
ind  Mr.  Ross,  with  leave  to  report  by  bill,  or 
>therwise. 

Mr.  Rbba,  of  Teaneasee,  from  the  committee 
ippoioted  on  the  sixth  instant,  presented  a  bill 
tirtber  to  provide  for  the  government  of  the  Ter- 
'itory  of  Louisiana ;  which  was  read  twice,  and 
sommitted  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on 
MLonday  next. 

MARITIMB  PRECINCTS. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Dana, 

Resolved^  That  the  Committee  of  Commerce 
tad  Manufactures  be  instructed  to  inquire  into 
;he  propriet]^  of  adopting  any  legislative  provis- 
ons  respecting  the  extent  ot  the  maritime  pre* 
HncU  of  the  United  States,  and  the  safeguard  of 
lavigation  within  the  same ;  and  whether,  in  ad- 


dition to  the  existing  provision  against  capturea 
within  a  maritime  league  from  any  part  of  the 
shores  of  the  United  States,  it  would  be  proper, 
by  law,  to  authorize  the  President  of  the  United 
Statesj  for  the  benefit  of  the  commercial  interests 
or  revenue  thereof,  after  reasonable  notification, 
to  prohibit  foreign  armed  ships  or  vessels  from 
seizing  or  molesting  any  vessels  employed  in  the 
coasting  trade,  or  merchant  vessels  bound  to  or 
from  the  United  States,  whenever  the  same  may 
be  in  any  of  the  roadsteads  of  the  United  States 
or  in  any  other  waters  within  sight  of  land,  and 
within  a  line  extending  from  one  oape  or  head* 
land  to  another,  along  the  coasts  of  the  United 
States;  and  that  the  committee  have  leave  tore- 
port  by  bill,  or  otherwise. 

Netohed,  That  the  Committee  of  Commerce 
and  Manufactures  be  instructed  to  inquire  into 
the  propriety  of  making  any  supplemental  or 
amendatory  provision,  by  law,  for  completing  a 
survey  in  which  shall  be  designated  the  islands 
and  shoals,  with  the  roadsteads  of  the  United 
States,  and  the  courses  and  distances  respectively 
between  headladds,  together  with  any  other  mat- 
ters proper  for  an  accurate  chart  of  the  coasts 
within  twenty  leagues  from  the  shores  of  the 
United  States,  as  agreed  and  declared  by  the  de« 
finitive  Treaty  of  Peace,  in  seventeen  hundred 
and  eighty-three ;  and,  also,  for  making  examina- 
tions and  observations  with  respect  to  St.  George's 
Bank,  and  any  other  bank  or  shoal,  and  the  sound- 
ings and  currents  beyond  the  distance  aforesaid, 
to  the  Gulf  Stream ;  and  that  the  committee 
have  leave  to  report  thereon  by  bill,  or  otherwise. 

CONVOY  AND  ARMING. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Borwell,  the  House  pro- 
ceeded to  consider  the  resolution  proposed  by 
him  on  Friday  last ;  and  the  same  oeing  again 
read,  in  the  words  following,  to  wit: 

Resolved,  That  the  President  of  the  United  States 
be  authorized  immediately  to  employ  the  public  aimed 
vessels  for  Uie  purpose  of  conToying  and  protecting  the 
ships  and  vessds  me  proper^  of  citixens  of  the  United 
States,  laden  with  goods  of  their  growth,  produce,  or 
manu&cture,  and  not  contraband  of  war,  in  their  trade 
to  and  from  porta  open  for  their  receptwn,  by  the  reg- 
ulations of  the  Government  under  whose  iurisdiction 
they  are  situated,  and  not  being  actually  blockaded  or 
invested  by  a  competent  ibrce :  ProviJedf  Such  Gov- 
ernment shall  not  have  in  force  edicts  or  decrees  against 
neutral  commerce,  and  that  the  owners  and  crews  of 
merchant  vessels  owned,  laden,  or  destined,  as  afore- 
said, be  permitted  to  associate  and  arm  for  their  de- 
fence against  illegal  captare  and  molestation,  under 
such  regulations  as  shall  be  prescribed  by  law. 

A  motion  was  made  and  seconded  that  the  said 
resolution  be  referred  to  the  consideration  of  a  se- 
lect committee. 

And  the  question  being  taken  thereon,  it  was 
resolved  in  the  affirmative — yeas  160,  nays  18,  as 
follows : 

YxAS — Lemuel  J.  Alston,  Willis  Alston,  junior, 
Ezekiel  Bacon,  Burwell  Bassett,  WUliam  W.  Bibb^ 
Daniel  Blusdell,  Jamas  Breckenridge,  William  A. 
Burwell,  Joseph  Calhoun,  John  C.  Chamberlain,  Wtl- 
fiam    Chamberlin,  Epaphroditos   Ghaminoo,  Martin 
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Cluttonden,  Matthew  Clay,  John  Clopton,  Howell 
Cobb,  James  Cochran,  Henry  Crist,  Richard  Cutta, 
Samuel  W.  Dana,  John  Dawson,  Joseph  Desha,  Wil- 
liam Ely,  James  Emott,  William  Findley,  Jonathan 
Fisk,  Barzillai  Gannett,  David  8.  Garland,  Thomas 
Gholson,  junior,  Thomas  R.  Gold,  Daniel  Heister, 
William  Helms,  Benjamin  Howard,  Jonathan  H. 
Hubbard,  Jacob  Hnf^,  John  O.  Jackson,  Richard 
Jackson,  Jan.,  Robert  Jenkins,  Richard  M.  Johnson, 
Walter  Jones,  Philip  B.  Key,  Joseph  Lewis,  junior, 
Edward  8t.  Loe  Livermore,  Robert  Le  Roy  Living- 
■ton,  Aaron  Lyle,  Nathaniel  Macon,  Robert  Marion, 
Vincent  Matthews,  Archibald  McBryde,  Samuel  Mc- 
Kee,  Pleasant  M.  Miller,  John  Montgomery,  Nich- 
olas R.  Moore,  Thomas  Moore,  Jeremiah  Morrow,  Jon- 
athan O.  Mosely,  Roger  Nelson,  Thomas  Newbold, 
Thos.  Newton,  John  Nicholson,  Benjamin  Pickman, 
jr..  Timothy  Pitkin,  jr.,  John  Porter,  Peter  B.  Porter, 
Eliaha  R.  Potter,  Josiah  Quincy,  John  Rea  of  Pennsyl- 
vania, John  Rhea  of  Tennessee,  Matthias  Richards,  John 
Roane,  Erastus  Root,  John  Ross,  Ebenezer  Sage,  Thos. 
Sammons,  Lemuel  Sawyer,  Ebenezer  Seaver,  Adam 
Seybert,  Samuel  Shaw,  Daniel  Sheffey,  Dennis  Smelt, 
John  Smilie,  George  Smith,  Samuel  Smith,  Heniy 
Southard,  John  Stanley,  William  Stedman,  James 
Stephenson,  Lewis  B.  Sturges,  Benjamin  Tallmadge, 
John  Taylor,  John  Thompson,  Uri  Tracy,  Jabez  Up- 
bam,  Nicholas  Van  Dyke,  Archibald  Van  Horn,  KU- 
lian  K.  Van  Rensselaer,  Robert  Weakley,  Ezekiel 
Whitman,  Richard  Winn,  and  Robert  Witherspoon. 

Nats — Adam  Boyd,  John  Brown,  Robert  Brown, 
William  Butler,  WiUiam  Crawford,  Gideon  Gardner, 
Charles  Goldsborough,  Edwin  Gray,  William  Hale, 
Nathaniel  A.  Haven,  James  Holland,  Gurdon  S. 
Mumford,  Richard  Stanford,  Jacob  Swoope,  Samuel 
Taggart,  Laban  Wheaton,  Robert  Whitehiil,  and  Jas. 
Wibon. 

Ordered^  That  Mr.  Burwell,  Mr.  Pickman, 
Mr.  J.  C.  Cbamberlain,  Mr.  P.  B.  Porter,  Mr. 
RicBARDSj  Mr.  Kennedy,  and  Mr.  Howard,  be 
the  said  committee. 

STATE  OF  THE  ARMY. 

Mr.  NEWTON  said  he  rose  to  submit  to  the  con* 
tideration  of  the  House  a  resolution  of  some  im- 
portance. He  laid  he  was  satisfied,  when  geotie* 
men  hecame  acquainted  with  the  objects  em- 
braced by  it,  they  would  readily  extend  to  it  their 
patronage.  GentiemeD  are  aware  (said  he)  of 
the  situation  in  which  this  country  is  nlaced  with 
respect  to  the  belligerent  Powers.  It  necomes  us 
at  this  crisis  to  be  extremely  circumspect,  to  ren- 
der our  particular  attention  to  e?ery  object  con- 
nected with  our  defence.  The  President  of  the 
United  States,  not  long  since,  by  message,  has  in- 
formed us  that  he  conceives  it  necessary  to  place 
at  his  disposition  a  detachment  of  militia,  of  one 
hundred  thousand  men,  and  also  twenty  thousand 
Tolunteers.  In  this  state  of  things,  it  becomes 
important  to  make  some  inquiry  into  the  stand- 
ing army  of  the  United  States.  It  is  necessary 
for  us  to  know  wl\at  is  the  number  of  the  stand- 
ing troops;  the  distribution  of  them  in  our  fron- 
tier garrisons, or  forts;  whether  the  organization 
be  such  as  it  ought  to  be;  whether  any  abuses 
have  crept  in — and,  if  they  have,  to  apply  the 
corrective.  We  are  placed  here  as  the  people's 
aeotinelsy  and  it  is  our  duty  to  direct  our  atten- 


tion to  objects  of  this  rast  importance.  Preniis- 
ing  thus  much,  I  beg  leave  to  submit  the  follow- 
ing resolution : 

RtMolved,  That  the  Prendent  of  the  United  SUies 
be  requested  to  cause  to  be  laid  before  this  House,  by 
the  proper  department,  a  atatement  of  the  numho  •f 
troops  composing  the  regular  army  of  the  United 
States,  the  number  stationed  at  each  of  the  frontia 
garrisons,  or  forts,  and  particularly  the  eoDdition  of 
that  detachment  of  the  regular  force  allotted  lor  the  de- 
fence of  New  Orleans,  the  number  sent  there,  the  di^ 
ferent  dispositiona  which  have  been  made  of  the  de- 
tachments, and  the  present  eflective  force  o€  the  ssunc^ 
with  such  other  information  as  he  may  deem  neceemj 
to  communicate  respecting  the  stfte  of  the  aimj. 

Mr.DAKA  suggested  the  propriety  of  qualifying 
the  resolution,  as  it  embraced  perhaps  too  minute 
an  inquiry  into  the  state  of  the  garrisons,  and  might 
require  information  which  it  might  not  be  proper 
to  communicate;  in  which  case.  howe?er,Mr.D. 
trusted  that  the  President  would  bare  firmness 
enough  to  withhold  such  informatioa  as  he  should 
deem  improper  to  make. 

Mr.  Dawson  said  he  could  see  no  possible  ad- 
vantage which  could  result  from  the  passage  of 
this  resolution;  that  it  might,  on  the  contrary 
do  much  harm,  by  exposing  the  situation  of  our 
frontiers.  The  President  of  the  United  States,  as 
Commander-in-Chief,  had  a  right  to  make  suck 
disposition  of  the  Army  as  he  thought  proper; 
and  it  was  a  subject  which  did  not  properly  come 
within  the  cognizance  of  the  House. 

Mr.  Newton  replied  that  Congress  had  the 
control  of  the  Army,  by  being  annually  called  upon 
to  vote  appropriations  for  iU  support ;  and  it  was 
their  duty  to  inquire  into  the  state  of  it,  and  to 
examine  whether  it  was  adequate  to  the  publie 
exigency. 

Mr.  TALLMADGE  coincided  with  the  gentleman 
last  up,  in  the  opinion  that  this  was  informatioa 
which  the  House  ouffht  to  have;  it  was  their 
dutv  to  obtain  it.  He  suggested  a  modificaticm 
of  the  resolution.  He  said  it  would  be  desirable 
to  know  not  only  the  particular  force  of  the  Uni- 
ted States,  but  how  it  was  officered,  where  the  offi- 
cers were  stationed,  and  in  what  duty  they  were 
employed  whilst  in  the  pay  of  the  Qoremnient. 

On  the  suggestion  of  Mr.  Tallmadob,  the  re- 
solution Was  varied,  by  striking  out  the  words  in 
itaiic^  and  substituting  the  following:  ''a  reiara 
of  the  Armj  of  the  United  States,  specifying  the 
particular  roree  of  each  regiment  or  corps,  with 
the  destination  of  the  principal  officers  command- 
ing the  same." 

Mr.  Gholson  was  opposed  to  so  general  an  in- 
quiry. He  had  heard  no  intimation  that  the  gea- 
eral  state  of  the  Army  required  inquiry ;  for  aught 
he  had  heard,  its  general  state  was  good.  If  there 
had  been  misconduct  at  New  Orleans,  he  wished 
to  see  an  inquiry  leadmgdkectly  to  that  point;  he 
wished,  by  narrowing  the  inquiry,  to  come  honest- 
ly and  fairly  at  the  object  in  view. 

Mr.  Newton  said  the  House  ought  to  hare  be- 
fore it  a  view  of  the  wbole  state  of  the  Armf 
and  not  to  confine  their  view  to  any  particular 
limb  of  it.    He  thought  great  advantage  would 
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bsqU  from  the  Army'<  annuallf  passing  in  reriew 

efore  the  Legislature.    He  hoped  the  whole  re- 

slution  would  pass. 
The  question  was  taken  on  the  resolution,  and 

ecided  in  the  affirmative  by  a  great  majority. 
Messrs.  Newton  and  Sbaw  were  appointed 
committee  to  wait  on  the  President  with  the 

esolution. 

NAVIGATION  OF  THE  MOBILE. 

Mr.  PoiNDBXTER  Said  it  would  be  recollected 
bat  a  memorial  had  been  received  from  the  in- 
abitants  of  the  Mississippi  Territory  complain- 
ng  of  the  enormous  duty  levied  by  the  Spanish 
government  on  vessels  navigating  the  Mobile, 
t  was  in  the  power  of  the  Executive  Department 
lone,  at  present,  to  remedy  the  evil.  He  wished 
3  know  if  any  steps  had  been  taken  on  the  sub- 
ect,  and  therefore  moved  the  following  resolu- 
iou: 

Resolved,  That  the  President  of  the  United  SUtes 
e  requested  to  inform  this  House  whether  any,  and,  if 
ny,  what  steps  have  been  taken  by  the  Executive 
department  of  the  OoTemment  to  obtain  for  the  citizen* 
r  the  United  States  residing  on  the  waters  of  Tom- 
igbee  and  Alabama  rivers,  the  free  navigation  of  the 
lobile  river  to  its  confluence  with  the  ocean ;  and  also, 
rhat  amount  of  doty  is  demanded  by  the  Spanish  Gov- 
mment  at  the  town  of  Mobile  on  articles  the  growth 
r  mannfactare  of  the  United  States,  which  are  con- 
eyed  through  said  river  to  and  from  the  city  of  New 
Means 

Agreed  to ;  and  Messrs  Poindexter  and  PoT- 
iRAs  appointed  a  committee  to  wait  on  the  Pre- 
ident  with  the  resolution. 

AMERICAN  NAVIGATION  ACT. 

The  House  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
ill  concerning  commercial  intercourse,  dtc. 

Tbe  Spbaker  decided,  that  as  the  subject  of 
onvoying  and  arming  our  merchant  vessels  was 
pecially  referred  to  a  select  committee  of  the 
louse,  It  was  out  of  order  to  move  tbe  same  in 
n  amendment  to  a  bill — and  therefore  Mr.  Mum- 
ord's  amendment  offered  on  Saturday  last  could 
ot  be  received. 

Mr.  Montgomery  then  renewed  his  motion  to 
dd  the  following  as  a  new  section  to  the  bill. 

And  he  it  further  enacted,  That  it  shall  and  may  be 
iwftil  for  the  President  of  the  United  States,  and  he 
:  hereby  authorized,  to  give  instructions  to  the  armed 
enels  thereof  to  seize  any  IBritish  or  FreneK]  vessel 
r  vessels  evading  or  violating  this  law,  and  to  bring 
18  Mime  into  any  port  of  the  United  States,  or  the  Ter- 
tones  thereof,  for  adjudication. 

Mr.  Shbffet  moved  to  amend  the  amendment, 
y  adding  to  it  the  following  words : 

**  Provided,  That  nothing  herein  contained  shall 
Dthorize  tbe  capture  or  search  of  any  foreign  vessel 
ithoat  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States.^' 

The  motion  was  negatived. 

Mr.  Montgomery  modified  his  amendment  by 
aserting  the  words  in  italic. 

The  amendment  moved  by  Mr.  Montgomery 
as  oppo>sed  by  Messrs.  Bacon,  Shefpey,  Key, 
1TK1N,  and  Dana,  cbiefly  on  the  ground  that  it 
"as  asserting  a  right  on  the  part  of  the  Uni-  I 


ted  States  which  they  did  not  admit  in  other  na- 
tions, viz :  to  capture  vessels  on  the  high  seas  for 
the  violation  of  a  municipal  law.  -  It  was  said 
that  no  violation  of  a  municipal  law  could  take 
place  unless  the  offending  vessel  was  within  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  United  States ;  and  the  right 
to  capture  vessels  for  intention  to  evade  a  law  or 
violate  a  blockade  was  one  against  which  we  had 
always  prote:ited,  and  therefore  ought  not  oar- 
selves  to  assert.  It  was  further  said,  that  the  de- 
tention of  vessels,  for  the  purpose  of  search  at  tha 
discretion  of  an  armed  vessel,  whether  of  the  Uni- 
ted States  or  of  foreign  nations,  would  operate  to 
the  great  distress  and  sometimes  to  the  ruin  of 
the  merchant.  ^ 

It  was  said  in  reply,  by  Mr.  Montoohery,  that 
the  amendment  only  authorized  detention  or  cap- 
ture in  cases  of  actual  violation  of  the  law,  and 
not  in  cases  of  a  supposed  intention  so  to  act; 
that  none  of  the  extreme  cases  supposed  could 
occur,  as  the  commanders  of  our  armed  vessels 
would  in  all  cases  act  under  express  instructiona 
from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  who 
would  no  doubt  guard  them  so  as  to  avoid  impro- 
per conclusions;  that  cases  of  violation  of  tha 
laws  at  present  occurred  in  the  mouths  of  our 
rivers,  to  the  prevention  of  which  the  revenua 
cutters  were  not  competent,  and  for  which  pur- 
pose the  frigates  would  be  advantageously  em- 
ployed. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  Mr.  Mont- 
gomery's amendment,  and  passed  in  the  nega- 
tive— yeas  47,  nays  76,  as  follows : 

Tbas— Lemuel  J.  Alston,  David  Bard,  Bnrwell  Bmih 
sett,  William  A.  Burwell,  WiUiam  Butler,  Joseph  Cal- 
houn, Matthew  Clay,  John  Clopton,  Howell  Cobb^ 
William  Crawford,  Richard  Cutts,  Jonathan  Fiak» 
Banillai  Gannett,  David  8.  Garland,  Thomas  GhoU 
son,  jr.,  Daniel  Heister,  Benjamin  Howard,  Jacob 
Hufty,  John  6.  Jackson,  Richard  M.  Johnson,  Thomaa 
Kenan,  Aaron  Lyle,  Robert  Marion,  Alexander  Mo- 
Kim,  Pleasant  M.  Miller,  John  Montgomeiy,  Nicholas 
K.  Moore,  Thomas  Moore,  Gurdon  Q,  Mumford,  Roger 
Nelson,  Thomas  Newton,  John  Nicholson,  John  Rea 
of  Pennsylvania,  John  Rhea  of  Tennessee,  Matthiaa 
Richards,  John  Roane,  Erastus  Root,  John  Ross,  Lem- 
uel Sawyer,  Ebenezer  Seaver,  Samuel  Shaw,  Dennia 
Smelt,  George  Smith,  Robert  Weakley,  Robert  White- 
hill,  Richard  Winn,  and  Robert  Witherqpoon. 

Nats-- William  Andermin,  Ezekiel  Bacon,  WiU- 
iam W.  Bibb,  Daniel  BlaisdeU,  Adam  Boyd,  Jamea 
Breckenridge,  John  Brown,  Robert  Brown,  John  C. 
Chamberlain,  Wm.  Chamberlin,  Epaphroditus  Cham^ 
pion,  Martin  Chittenden,  James  Coclvan,  Henry  Crist, 
Samuel  W.  Dana,  John  Davenport,  junior,  John  Daw- 
son, Joseph  Desha,  WUliam  Ely,  James  Emott,  Wil- 
liam  Findley,  Barent  Gardenier,  Gideon  Gardner^ 
Charles  Goldsborough,  Thomas  R.  Gold,  Edwin  Gray. 
WiUiam  Hale,  Nathaniel  A.  Haven,  WUliam  Helmsb 
James  HoUand,  Jonathan  H.  Hubbard,  Richard  Jack- 
son, junior,  Robert  Jenkins,  Walter  Jones,  WUliam 
Kennedy,  Philip  B.  Key,  Joseph  Lewis  jr.,  Edward  St. 
Loe  Livermore,  Robert  Le  Roy  Livingston,  Matthew 
Lyon,  Vincent  Matthews,  Archibald  McBryde,  Sam- 
uel McKee,  William  MUnor,  Jeremiah  Morrow,  Jon- 
athan O.  Mosely,  Thomas  Newbold,  Benjamin  Pick- 
man,  jr.,  Timothy  Pitkin,  jr.,  John  Porter,  Elisha  R. 
Potter,  Josiah  Qnincy,  Ebeneier  Sage,  Adam  Seybeti^ 
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Daniel  Sfaeffisv,  John  SmiUe^  Henry  Southard,  Richard 
Stanford,  Jonn  Stanley,  William  Stedman,  Jamea 
Stephenson,  Lewis  B«  Sturges,  Jacob  Swoope,  Samael 
Taggart,  Benjamin  Tallmadge,  John  Taylor,  John 
Thompson,  Uri  Tracy,  Jabez  Upham,  Nicholas  Van 
Dyke,  Archibald  Von  Horn,  Killian  K.  Van  Rens- 
•elaer,  Laban  AVheaion,  Ezekiel  Whitman,  and  James 
Wilson. 

Mr.  MuMFORD  said  he  was  opposed  to  the  bill 
in  its  present  form.  He  considered  the  conces- 
aiODs  made  to  one  of  the  belligerents  by  this  bill 
as  abject  colonial  submission.  He  never  could 
eoDsent  to  surrender  the  honor  and  best  interests 
of  his  country  in  any  manner  whatever,  and  he 
was  convinced,  in  his  own  mind,  that  the  present 
oontemplated  measure  would  have  that  pffect. 
There  were  principles  in  the  bill,  he  said,  which 
he  liked  ;  but  there  were  others  to  which  he  had 
aerioQs  objections.  He  considered  the  non-inter- 
course as  a  solemn  protest  against  the  Orders  in 
Council  and  decrees  of  the  belligerents,  and  he 
hoped  it  would  be  continued ;  at  lea$t,  until  we 
are  better  prepared,  by  placing  the  country  in  a 
complete  posture  of  defence,  or  that  some  other 
stronger  ground  should  be  taken. 

However,  he  had  been  baffled  in  his  amend* 
ment  respecting  convoy.  By  a  sort  of  legerde- 
main the  go*by  was  given  to  it.  He  assured  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia  that  the  qusetison  should 
not  be  smothered.  He  was  determined  to  do  all 
in  his  power  to  have  the  question  brought  fairly 
before  this  House,  and  decided  whether  tois  nation 
will  protect  the  fair  and  lawful  commerce  of  the 
eoontry.  He  wished  not  to  lee  it  go  out  wholly 
unproieeted. 

I  do  hope,  sir,  that  the  House  will  consent  to 
postpone  this  bill  until  the  third  Monday  in  Feb- 
ruary, and  I  now  make  a  motion  to  that  effect. 
What,  said  he,  are  we  about  to  do?  But  a  few 
days  ago,  this  House  voted  nearly  two  to  one, 
and  your  Clerk  has  scarcely  done  recording  those 
votes,  that  you  would  support  the  Chief  Magis- 
trate in  the  digni6ed  and  praiseworthy  course  he 
had  takea  in  dismissing  the  Minister  of  Great 
Britain.  He  has  recommended  the  calling  out 
one  hundred  thousand  militia,  twenty  thousand 
Tolunteers,  and  fitting  out  the  fri^tes,  and  yet, 
with  all  these  hostile  features  starine  you  in  the 
face,  you  are  about  adopting  a  bill  containing 
principles  which  in  three  weeks  it  may  become 
ntcesaary  to  retract.  I  do  not  like  this  legislating 
bftckwards.  This  bill  operates  all  on  one  side; 
it  will  supply  one  of  the  belligerents  with  raw 
nateriala  essential  to  carry  on  per  manufactures, 
and  with  the  very  naval  stores  which  are  most 
likely  to  aid  her  in  support  of  a  war  on  her  pert 
against  you,  and  which  she  cannot  now  procure 
ftonx  the  Baltic.  Is  it  politic,  is  it  wise,  when 
such  gigantic  events  are  daily  taking  place  in  the 
Old  World — at  such  an  awful  period,  in  the  con- 
templation of  which  the  human  mind  is  lost  in 
wonder  and  amazement — to  press  a  decision  of 
this  important  question,  on  which  pivot  turns  the 
whole  of  ytur  foreign  relations?  I  do  hope  the 
motion  to  postpone  will  prevail,  for  such  is  the 
4etesuble  MachiaveUan  system  of  the  Old  World, 


no  one  can  scarcely  form  any  correct  opinion  of 
what  course  they  may  pursue  in  conseqaence  of 
the  measures  we  have  taken ;  but  if  we  reason 
from  their  past  conduct,  by  analogy,  we  have 
much  to  apprehend.  I  may  be  mistaken,  bnt  I 
should  not  be  much  surprised  to  hear,  before  the 
third  Monday  in  Fehroary,  that  one  of  the  bel- 
ligerents had  embargoed  your  ships  in  her  ports. 
and  ordered  all  the  others  on  His  Majesit^s  high 
seas  to  be  brought  in  for  legal  adjudication. 
What  did  they  do  in  the  war  of  1756?  They 
commenced  by  seizing,  under  frivolous  pretexts, 
about  four  hundred  sail  of  French  merchant  ves- 
sels. In  our  Revolutionary  war,  they  did  the 
same  with  Holland.  Tbev  commenced  by  eap> 
turing  all  the  Dutch  vessels  they  could  find,  and 
then  talked  about  treating  with  their  High  Mighti- 
nesses. And,  more  recently,  this  same  conduct 
has  been  pursued  in  the  case  of  three  Spanuh 
frigates,  who  were,  after  the  manner  of  the  Ches- 
apeake, fired  into,  and  their  subjects  mardeied 
without  any  previous  notice  or  ceremony.  And 
what  reason  have  we,  sir,  to  expect  any  belter 
treatment.  I  do  not  wish  to  afford  them  an  op- 
portunity, to  gratify  their  insatiable  appetite  by 
serving  us  in  the  same  manner,  to  which  we  shall 
be  exposed  by  the  passage  of  this  bilK 

Mr.  Taylor  said  that  he  presumed,  from  the 
arguments  urged  by  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  (Mr.  MuiiJ*ORo)  who  had  just  made  the 
motion  to  postpone,  it  would  be  proper  to  ester 
in  some  degree  into  the  merits  of  the  bill.  In  fact, 
in  no  other  way,  could  we  get  at  the  proper  an- 
swers to  his  arguments ;  for,  to  show  that  the  bill 
ought  to  pass,  and  that  speedily,  would  be  to  show 
that  it  oQght  not  to  be  postponed. 

We  are  told,  sir,  that  it  oueht  to  be  poetponed^ 
because  it  is  submission ;  and  i^  indeed,  we  were 
now,  for  the  first  time,  about  to  make  this  descent ; 
if  we  were  now  high  and  dry,  and  could,  by  this 
postponement,  contmue  for  a  few  weeks,  or  some 
days,  in  a  state  .of  honorable  and  effective  resist* 
a  nee  to  the  unjust  and  oppressive  edicts  of  the 
belligerents,  I  should  think  the  argument  unan- 
swerable. I  will  not  gainsay  the  definition  of  fbe 
ffentleman,  (this  definition  corresponds  with  the 
definition  of  submission,  as  given  ia  the  cele- 
brated report  of  the  Committee  of  Foreign  Rela- 
tions, made  last  winter.  I  subscribed  to  it  then, 
and  I  must  do  so  now,)  but  I  will  say,  that  the 
principles  of  this  hill  are  less  humble,  less  abject, 
than  those  contained  in  the  non-intercourve  law, 
which  was  founded  on  the  project  of  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York,  and  which  he  wishes  now 
to  be  continued  in  force. 

The  House  cannot  have  forgotten  who,  on  this 
side  of  it,  first  made  motions  to  break  down  the 
system  of  embargo;  who  first  cried  out  for  the 
merchants  for  permission  to  go  somewhere ;  to 
St.  Bartholomews,  to  Gottenburgh,  to  any  place 
not  inhibited  by  the  belligerents ;  that  the  mer- 
chants must  have  commerce ;  must  have  it  imme- 
diately. In  vain  we  replied,  wait  a  little  while; 
let  the  system  have  a  fair  trial  i  we  too  desire  a 
fair,  an  honorable  commerce ;  by  waiting  a  little, 
this  will  be  secured  to  you.    In  vain  did  the  for^ 
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aer  Foreign  ReUlioos  CommUtea  demonstrate 
bat  this  hide-and'Seek  commerce— that  this  com- 
aerce,  the  lioes  of  which,  as  defined  by  the  pro- 
posed resolutioD,  would  be  following  the  course  of 
be  injurious  edicts,  and  would  be,  what  the  gen- 
leman  now  talks  about,  submission.  All  would 
lot  dp ;  the  embargo  was  destroyed,  and  the  non- 
Qterdourse  was  passed.  Then  the  supplies  which 
le  now  wishes  to  withhold  frop  the  British  Nayy 
^oc  out  of  our  country,  and  into  Great  Britain. 
The  fears  now  ei^pressed  on  this  head  come  too 
ate.  These  might,  at  that  time,  if  they  had  been 
irged  by  the  gentleman  from  New  York,  have 
lad  great  weight.  Then  we  condemned  our  im- 
aense  mercantile  tonnage  to  the  humble  condi- 
ion  of  coasters,  or  to  the  more  humble  condition 
>f  sktUkers  into  the  little  holes  and  corners  in  Eu- 
op«  left  open  by  the  lenity  or  oversight  of  the 
>el liferents.  I  will  not  speak  of  the  other  effect 
>f  the  non-intercourse  law  \  of  its  ioducing,  by 
ts  restrictions,  a  part  of  your  merchantmen  to 
un  away,  to  ex]>atriate  themselves,  and  to  become 
I  reproacn  and  infamy  among  nations. 

But,  to  speak  in  the  mildest  terms  of  its  effects, 
ind  the  effects  of  the  abortive^fforts  of  our  Ex- 
ecutive to  get  rid  of  as  much  of  it  as  he  could 
lonorably,  and  in  obedience  to  its  provisions,  I 
n'xW  say  that  at  our  meeting  here  in  November 
Mre  found  more  than  an  hundred  millions  of  our 
)roperty  afloat  on  the  ocean.  True  it  is,  sir,  that 
br  the  measures  that  led  to  this  state  of  things, 
[  individually  bear  none  of  the  weight  on  mv 
iboulders;  but  now,  as  I  am  compelled,  and  all 
ire  compelled  to  act  under  this  state  of  things, 
ve  must  take  things  as  we  find  them;  and  as 
■espects  the  welfare  of  the  nation  now  to  be 
sought,  it  is  no  matter  who  voted  this  way,  that 
way,  or  the  other.  There  now  rests  upon  us  all, 
ipoQ  every  branch  of  the  Government,  a  high, 
I  paramount  responsibility,  increased,  immensely 
ncreased  by  the  state  of  risk  in  which  we  find 
\o  much  of  the  property  of  our  country. 

From  the  gentlemen  who  talk  about  energy, 
md  rail  against  this  bill,  I  have  heard  of  no  prop' 
)sition  for  lessening  this  risk ;  on  the  contrary,  the 
ligh  tone  they  adopt  would  tend  to  increase  it. 
Actuated  by  the  view  I  have  taken  of  our  situa- 
:ioD,  the  first  proposition  I  (as  a  member  of  the 
;ominittee  who  reported  this  bill)  made  to  the 
Dommittee  was,  to  lay  on  an  embargo  for  six 
weeks,  in  order  to  enable  the  Gh)vernment,  when 
}ur  property*  was  drawn  home,  to  take  what 
course  it  pleased.  It  was  hardly  entertained 
Lhere;  in  fact,  only  the  politeness  of  the  person 
who  seconded  my  motion,  enabled  me  to  intro- 
iuee  it  there.  I  believe  I  do  not  hazard  a  con- 
iradiction  when  I  say  that  it  would  be  rejected 
iy  a  large  majority  of  this  House,  and.  wnether 
satisfied  or  not,  I  have  acquiesced  in  tnis  senti- 
ment myself;  perhaps,  from  the  -terms  of  the 
President's  first  Message  in  the  present  session, 
siod  from  the  known  determination  of  our  citi- 
aens  to  have  commerce  at  ail  events,  and  under 
a.ny  circumstances,  I  might  have  been  too  fast. 

To  be  sure,  when  I  saw  the  account  of  Mr.  Jack- 
sou's  dismissal,  I  hardly  expected  a  peace  Mcs* 


sage  from  the  President  at  our  meeUnc.  Nay, 
sir,  in  viewing  the  insult  as  coming  from  tha 
Britihh  Ministry,  or  British  King,  if  you  please,. 
I  was  disposed  at  first  sight  to  object  to  our 
Administration's  placii^g  to  the  credit^  or  rather 
discredit  of  the  Minister,  "  the  act  of  his  Govern- 
ment," dipc.  From  all  the  consideration  1  have 
been  able  to  give  this  subject,  I  still  believe  that^ 
in  point  of  fact,  the  thing  is  as  I  first  conceivea 
it  to  be ;  and  that,  only  in  form,  as  in  the  attack 
on  the  Chesapeake,  it  was  the  act  of  the  individ« 
ual,  and,  as  in  that  case,  there  miffht  be  room  left 
for  the  British  Government  to  disavow  it.  In 
truth,  sir.  if  we  suppose  the  opinions  of  the  moral 
part  of  the  world*^the  inoral  part  of  their  own 
citizens— of  aay  importance  to  Great  Britain, 
the  ground  of  collision  between  our  Government 
and  their  late  Minister,  if  they  could  possibly 
maintain  it,  would  be  the  only  excuse  or  pallia- 
tion to  their  disavowal  of  the  arrangement  made 
by  that  Minister.  But,  when  this  ground  was 
attempted  to  be  assumed,  and  when  £e  insulting 
allegation  was  made  by  Jackson,  what  was  the 
President  bound  to  do?  Certainly,  not  to  per- 
mit this  ground,  utterly  false  and  unfounded,  so 
dishonorable  to  himself  and  to  the  nation,  to  be 
assumed  and  maintained  in  the  harshest  terms  by 
the  Minister.  Say  he  was  at  liberty  to  consider 
the  insult  as  coming  from  the  Minister  or  the 
Government,  on  which  ought  he  to  have  imposed 
the  demerit  ?  He  might  have  reflected,  and  no 
doubt  did,  that  we  were  unprepared  for  war ;  thai 
almost  the  whole  commercial  capital  of  the  na- 
tion was  in  a  state  of  exposure  to  the  captures  of 
the  British  cruisers ;  and,  on  perusing  the  corres- 
pondence between  the  Secretary  of  State  and 
ibat  Minister,  he  could  nowhere  find  that  that 
Minister  had  vouched  his  Government  as  respon- 
sible for  his  insolence,  or  that  the  insult  had  pro- 
ceeded from  instructions  from  his  Government* 
How  could  the  affair  eventuate  other  than  it  did  ? 
The  offence  was  placed  to  the  individual,  he  was 
dismissed,  and  the  annunciation  directed  to  be 
made  of  that  event  by  our  Minister  at  London 
was  correspondent.  It  expressed  a  just  sense  of 
displeasure  at  the  conduct  of  the  individual,  but 
a  pacific  disposition  towards  the  Government. 

The  position  then,  sir,  which  I  assume  from  the 
foregoing  reasons,  is,  that  the  pacific  attitude  dis- 
coverable in  the  President's  Message  grew  out  of 
the  state  of  our  own  affairs  as  produced  by  ouc 
own  laws,  and  alsoout  of  the  very  circumstances 
of  the  affair  of  Jackson ;  superadded  to  which,  I 
might  also  mention  the  continuance  of  the  old 
dilemma;  the  equal  infringement  upon  our  neu« 
tral  rights  by  the  two  great  belligerents;  if , not 
equal  in  fact,  equal  in  their  disposition  to  injure 
us.  1  might  add,  too,  that  in  making  war  upon 
one  of  these,  you  would  be  submitting  to  the  views 
of  the  other — views  upon  which  they  had  origin- 
ally oppressed  you.  if  it  was  improper  a  year 
ago  under  this  consideration  to  single  out  your 
adversary,  and  at  a  time  when  your  commerce 
was  all  within  your  own  ports,  much  more  so 
would  it  be  now.  Thus  situated,  what  are  we  to 
do  ?    The  non-intercourse  law,  a  dead  letter  as  to 
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jsU  its  desig^ned  effects,  except  one  effect — the  clos- 
tog  of  vour  Treasury  box  to  the  admlssioa  of  one 
-«ent  or  duties  from  British  and  French  goods — 
th«  system  of  smuggling  maturing  every  day ; 
«an  gentlemen  be  "willing  that  we  should  remain 
in  this  state? 

After  all  that  has  been  said,  I  think  the  bill  on 
your  table  contains  more  of  relief,  more  of  safety, 
and  less  of  degradation,  than  any  plan  that  has 
been  spoken  of  by  its  opponents.  I  will  not  say 
that  it  is  the  best  that  can  be  produced ;  but,  pro- 
vided you  will  not  call  in  your  commerce,  which 
even  the  men  of  energy  have  inveighed  against, 
I  will  say  it  is  the  only  practicable  plan  of  getting 
^n  till  something  better  can  be  done,  and  is  a  plan 
^arryin^  with  it  a  protest  against  the  injustice  of 
Ch«  belligerents.  It  is  not  a  new  plan.  I  wish  it 
had  been  adopted  when  first  offered  to  you.  A 
colleague  of  mine  (Mr.  D.  R.  Williams,  not  now 
a  member  of  this  House,  and  whose  absence  all  of 
us  must  regret)  offered  it  when  vre  were  discuss- 
ing the  non-intercourse  law.  It  then  failed,  as  did 
also  another  project  connected  vrith  ir,  to  wit: 
the  laying  double  duties  on  goods  brought  from 
the  belligerents.  ^ 

It  was  then  proposed  to  take  off* all  commercial 
restriction  on  our  own  citizens  who  had  suffer- 
ed so  much  by  the  injustice  of  foreigners — by 
the  system  of  coercion  adopted  to  procure  relief 
from  that  injustice,  and  which,  by  our  repealing 
it,  we  had  rendered  aborti.ve-^and  to  substitute  in 
their  stead  restrictions  on  the  commerce  with  us, 
of  the  subjects  or  citizens  of  those  nations  which 
had  done  us  the  injustice ;  thereby  securing  to  the 
class  of  citizens  who  had  been  the  most  injured 
the  monopoly  of  the  carriage  of  our  own  prod- 
uce, and  of  the  supplies  from  these  nations  to  us. 
If  this  state  of  things  can  be  effected,  even  one  of 
the  opposers  to  this l>ill  (the  gentleman  from  New 
Hampshire,  Mr.  Haven)  has  acknowledged  it 
would  be  a  state  most  devoutly  to  be  wished  for. 
Though  an  advocate  for  the  bill,  I  perhaps  do  not 
estimate  it  so  highly  as  that  gentleman  does.  I 
wish  for  better  times ;  I  wish  for  peace ;  I  would 
ask  for  no  more. 

By  the  by,  I  must  say  a  word  concerning  the 
plan  for  double  duties,  which  passed  in  this  House, 
but  which  was  lost  in  the  Senate;  and  by  its  fail- 
tire  there,  we  shall  be  obliged  to  borrow  three 
millions  of  dollars  for  the  year  1810.  It  was  no 
doubt  a  very  convenient  thing  for  the  forehanded 
capitalist  and  British  agent  who  had  sent  orders, 
extended  on  account  of  the  expected  non-inter- 
course, to  escape  the  payment  of  this  double  duty ; 
and  it  will  ^e  equally  convenient  for  them,  now 
that  they  have  received  iheir  ^oods,  that  the  non- 
intercourse  law  should  be  continued  till  they  have 
made  sale  of  them  at  a  price  increased  by  its  con- 
tinuance. It  is  to  defeat  this  kind  of  monopoly 
that  I  wish  the  bill  to  be  speedily  passed.    It  is  to 

fTevent  what  the  gentleman  from  Rhode  Island 
Mr.  Potteb)  the  other  day  talked  about — the 
making  the  rich  more  rich,  and  the  poor  more 

r>or,  out  of  the  misfortunes  of  our  country — that 
wish  the  bill  not  to  be  postponed.    We  ought 
not,  say  gentlemen,  to  pass  this  milk-and-water 


thing,  after  we  bave  voted  in  favor  of  the  reaol«- 
tion  in  which  we  have  expressed  a  determinatioa 
to  call  forth  the  whole  energies  of  the  nation,  if 
necessary,  in  support  of  our  Grovemment  against 
all  consequences  that  may  result  from  the  dis- 
missal of  Mr.  Jackson.  It  was  not  pretended  bf 
the  friends  of  that  resolution  that  it  was  designed 
to  put  an  end  to  all  negotiation :  on  the  contrary, 
they  defended  it  as  being  free  from  this  tendency, 
when  its  opponents  had  urg^  that  argomeot 
against  it.  But,  what  are  we  to  do^  in  the  mean- 
while, until  the  time  it  shall  become  apparent 
that  it  is  necessary  to  call  out  the  whole  force  of 
the  nation  ?  Do  the  war  speeches  of  gentlemen. 
when  they  say  that  they  do  not  mean  war.  pre- 
pare us  for  that  occurrence?  Every  little  helps, 
IS  the  old  saying,  which  I  would  here  applf  to  this 
subject.  Pass  this  bill,  by  which  yoo  woald  re- 
sume the  ffood  work  of  replenishing  yonr  Treas- 
ury, and  thereby  prepare  the  ways  and  means  of 
resistance  whicti  by  the  resolution  yoo  have  pro- 
mised. The  gentleman  from  Massachusetts.  (  Mr. 
PiCKMAN,)  in  his  discussion  on  the  details  of  the 
bill,  has  said  much  of  the  advantages  lately  de- 
rived from  an  indftect  trade  with  France,  of  the 
wine  and  silks  obtained  at  Tonningen.  In  reply 
to  all  this,  I  ask.  would  not  the  trade  direct  tf» 
France,  if  it  could  be  carried  on  with  safety  by 
our  merchants,  be  still  more  profitable  ?  But",  the 
British  Orders  in  Council  affect  this  trade.  Is  thii 
the  only  obstruction  ?  Would  not  French  seques- 
trations also  affect  it  ?  Those  who  have  opposed 
this  bill  have  demonstrated  that  it  will  be  a  coer- 
cive system  upon  France.  I  was  glad  to  hear  vl 
What  do  we  want  France  to  do?  To  withdraw 
her  edicts — to  respect  the  rights  of  property  of  oar 
citizens  in  her  ports — to  respect  our  neutral  rights 
as  a  nation.  Are  we  farthering  the  pursuit  of 
these  objects  by  conforming  to  these  edicts — by 
skulking  into  a  Danish  port,  there  to  deposite  what 
she  may  want  of  us,  and  to  take  her  elemosynary 
scraps  which  she  sends  there  for  our  humble  ac* 
ceptance ;  and  when,  too,  this  circuity  of  voyage 
is  performed  at  almost  as  great  risk  of  captures, 
by  one  nation  and  another,  as  would  be  run  in  the 
voyage  direct  to  France?  If  there  was  safety 
after  arriving  in  port  in  France,  I  have  little  doubt 
but  that  the  enterprise  of  our  merchants  (and  per- 
haps their  cunning)  would  find  the  way  ihere, 
maugrt  all  the  blockading  decrees  and  Brit£ih 
navy. 

It  is  the  submission  prescribed  by  your  noo- 
intercourse  law  that  has  degraded  us  as  a  com- 
mercial nation  into  the  condition  of  that  lowest 
caste  of  Hindoos,  who,  in  receiving  the  charity  of 
the  higher  castes,  stand  at  an  humble  distance  till 
the  donor  has  deposited  his  bounty,  and  has  with- 
drawn  to  a  distance  sufficient  to  escape  the  pollu- 
tion which  the  touch  or  even  the  sisht  of  the 
abject  being  is  supposed  to  occasion.  I  wish  for 
no  trade  upon  these  terms.  When  I  know  my 
surplus  of  produce  is  wanted  by  my  neighbor,  and 
I  want  a  part  of  what  he  has  to  spare,  I  choose  to 
meet  him  face  to  face.  I  despne  your  sneaking 
bargains.  When  there  is  humiliation  and  d^ra- 
dation  imposed  by  one  party  without  previous 
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provocation  on  the  part  of  the  other  in  their  inter- 
iourse,  the  freeman,  the  American  (such  as  he 
mght  to  he)  is  boundj  if  he  cannot  retaliate,  to 
eject  with  disdain  the  intercourse  thus  offered; 
lay,  I  would  not  offer  the  unequal  terms  of  inter- 
;ourse  contained  in  this  bill  to  any  nation  in  Eu- 
ope.  unless  it  were  ezpressly  in  retaliation  for 
>revious  known  and  acknowledged  injuries  im- 
>osed  by  that  nation  on  us.-  I  have  said  that  this 
>ill  is  less  submissire  than  the  non-intercourse 
aw :  with  respect  to  France,  I  hope  I  have  proved 
ny  position.  Let  as  see  if  it  will  hold  good  with 
Sngland,  also.  From  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
ylvania  (Mr.  Milnor)  I  derive  this  information, 
vhich,  though  not  new,  yet,  as  coming  from  him, 
s  entitled  to  additional  weight,  viz:  that  the  block- 
iding  orders;  Orders  in  Council;  disavowals  of 
irrangements  fairly  made ;  the  whole  catalogue 
>f  impressments,  attacks,  insults,  dtc,  of  the  Brit- 
sh  Government — have  proceeded  from  the  jeal- 
>usy  of  our  growing  commercial  importance,  and 
rom  a  desire  to  secure  to  themselves  the  monop- 
>1y  of  the  carrying  trade,  and  of  the  commerce  of 
he  world.  In  tne  law  now  proposed  to  be  repealed, 
s  there  anything  countervailing  this  object?  Why 
leed  I  repeat  the  arguments  against  this  plan, 
irged  last  year,  all  of  which  have  proved  true  by 
ictpal  experience.  Our  merchantmen  have  been 
urned  into  coasters  to  deposite  at  Amelia  island, 
>r  at  some  near  neutral  port  in  the  West  Indies, 
ill  the  supplies  of  naval  stores,  and  of  raw  mate- 
ials  for  her  manufactures,  which  Great  Britain 
nay  want ;  nay,  the  outlet  is  so  circumscribed  by 
ler  orders,  and  by  her  own  law,  that  she  obtains 
nore  than  she  wants  for  her  own  use.  With 
mt  a  bare  possibility  of  escaping  her  rapacious 
aws,  which  we  are  told  yawn  wide  for  our  de- 
traction, we  have  aided  and  assisted  her  monop- 
ilizinff  spirit,  both  as  to  obtaining  the  whole  quan- 
ity  of  tne  surplus  produce  of  our  country,  and 
hat  too  at  reduced  prices — at  not  half  its  worth ; 
;nd,  as  if  this  were  not  bad  enough,  we  insure  to 
ler  the  profit  of  carrying  it  across  the  Atlantic  I 
i¥ill  the  complete  reversal  of  this  latter  effect — 
he  asserting  our  riffht  to  the  exclusive  carrying 
irhere  we  please  of  the  surplus  products  oi  our 
oil — be  more  submissive  than  the  former  policy  ? 
9o  one  can  say  so.  It  is  true,  say  (gentlemen,  we 
vant  this  carrying  trade  to  tne  fullest  extent,  as 
letailed  in  the  bill,  but  we  cannot  get  it ;  it  is  dan- 
rerous  to  attempt  it.  Great  Britain  is  all-power- 
ul ;  she  will  retaliate ;  she  will  drive  your  vessels 
rom  her  ports,  or  she  will  impose  such  heavy 
I u ties  as  to  create  the  effect  of  another  embargo 
ind  another  non-intercourse.  As  to  her  exclusion 
>f  our  vessels  from  her  ports,  or  her  being  willing 
igain  to  revive  the  effects  of  the  embargo,  the 
ittle  experience  she  has  already  had  of  it,  will  oc- 
casion her  to  deprecate  it  as  the  worst  of  evils  to 
ler.  Three,  four,  and  five  hundred  per  cent,  rise 
n  the  price  of  naval  stores ;  three  hundred  per 
;ent.  on  cotton — the  kind  of  benevolent  aid  her 
j^overnment  had  to  give  to  the  poor  weavers  of 
Vf  anchester ! — are  mementoes  sufficient  to  prevent 
jlreat  Britain  from  producing,  by  her  own  act,  such 
I  state  of  things.    Bat,  she  will  impose  coanter* 


vatling  restrictions,  in  form  of  diUiee,  Let  it  be 
recollected  that  her  system  of  impost  and  excise^ 
her  system  of  taxation — has  extended  to  every- 
thing that  the  ingenuity  of  her  greatest  statesmen 
and  calculators  could  think ;  that  her  necessity  hat 
occasioned  her  to  collect  in  one  year,  the  enor- 
mous sum  of  nearly  eighty  millions  sterling,  ex- 
clusive of  loans.  Let  it  be  recollected,  that  she 
cannot  have  loved  us  better  than  she  loved  her 
own  subjects.  I  think  that  it  is  fairly  inferable, 
that  if  she  has  not  squeezed  us  to  the  utmost,  in 
the  way  of  excessive  duties,  there  must  have  been 
an  all-powerful  reason  for  it — some  settled  policy. 
Can  any  one  be  at  a  loss  for  this  policy,  when  the 
famous  Order  in  Council  is  recollected,  which 
consigned  to  the  flames  the  surplus  cotton  brought 
into  her  ports,  in  order  to  prevent  its  finding  its 
way  to  other  nations,  who  might  rival  her  in  the 
manufacture  of  it.  Her  discriminating  duties,  her 
orders,  and  all  her  other  short-sighted  measures 
in  hostility  to  us,  have  aroused  a  spirit  for  manu- 
facture among  our  citizens.  Great  Britain  has 
held  out  the  bounty ;  let  her  increase  it  at  her  peril. 
Every  restriction — every  countervailing  measure 
offered  by  her — will  give  impetus  to  the  manu- 
facturers in  this  country.  I  confess  I  feel  no  sen- 
sibility under  these  apprehensions,  which  appear 
to  alarm  some  gentlemen  so  much :  I  should  grieve 
very  little  if  she  did  retaliate. 

But  we  are  cautioned  not  to  enter  into  this  com- 
mercial warfare  with  her — she  is  so  powerful  and 
mighty,  and  is  fighting  for  her  existence ;  (there 
is  some  indication  of  weakness  in  this,  though ;) 
she  willnever  give  up  to  you ;  her  high-towering 
notions — her  national  pride — will  compel  her, 
whether  for  her  interest  or  nor,  to  retaliate.  But, 
I  would  answer,  if  she  does  retaliate,  against  her 
own  interest,  the  victorjr  in  the  long  run  will  be 
ours.  The  more  thev  injure  oar  fair  trade,  to. 
them  and  from  them,  tne  more  victorious  shall  we 
be ;  the  more  they  plunder  us  on  the  ocean,  the 
more  shall  we  prize  our  homes,  our  own  soil,  our 
domestic  arts,  our  manufactures — the  more  we 
shall  become  united,  and  weaned,  and  indepen- 
dent of  her. 

But,  the  question  is  not  whether  we  shall  now 
commence  this  commercial  warfare,  but  whether 
we  are  so  submissive  and  so  ahject  as  to  be  afraid 
to  retaliate  on  this  '*  all-powernil  nation."  If  her 
power  is  to  be  the  conclusive  argument  against  it. 
It  would  apply  as  well  (nay,  with  greater  force) 
against  our  resisting  her  with  the  sword,  if  she' 
were  to  attempt  to  subjugate  us  in  the  old  mode — 
in  the  mode  she  once  attempted,  but  attempted  in 
vain. 

On  this  point  I  will  only  add  further,  that  in 
addition  to  the  discriminating  duties  so  clearly 
detailed  tayou  by  the  ffentleman  from  Massacha- 
setu  (Mr.  Cutts,)  and  their  tendencies  so  irrefu- 
tably deduced.  Great  Britain  has  even  given  us 
cause  of  war,  as  some  gentlemen  on  the  other  side 
of  the  House  have  lately  admitted.  Can  "this 
milk-and-water  project,"  (as  some  of  its  opponents 
call  it,)  adopted  as  retaliatory,  and  in  protestation 
(which  I  believe  is  a  better  word)  against  all  her 
unjust  conduct  towards  us,  and  which  is  indeed 
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so  far  short  of  the  retaliation  commensurate  to 
the  injury — I  say,  can  this  bill,  if  passed,  be  sup- 
posed capable  ofpiroducing  the  dire  consequences 
which  are  so  often  detailed  to  us?  I  believe  it 
will  make  less  noise  over  the  water  (and  that  I 
acknowledge  is  its  weakness)  than  it  does  here 
among  ourselves. 

The  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania,  (Mr.  Ross,) 
in  opposing  this  bill,  aod  in  urging  us  to  make  an 
energetic  stand,  in  fact  I  should  call  his  speech  a 
war  speech,)  branched  out  into  a  violent  philip- 
pic against  the  embargo.  Did  he  recollect  that 
this  contest,  which  he  was  inspiriting  us  up  to 
undertake,  was  with  a  maritime  Power  1  I  need 
not  magnify  her  power — that  has  been  done  by 
others.  Di^  he  recollect,  what  I  have  before  ad- 
verted to,  that  more  than  one  hundred  millions  of 
our  property  was  afloat,  and  liable,  at  the  short- 
est notice,  to  be  swept  from  our  possession  ?  Did 
he  reflect  that  the  bankruptcies  which  would  be 
occasioned  bv  such  a  stroke,  would  not  only  affect 
the  mercantile  interest,  but  also  the  agricultural  1 
for  they  are  so  intimately  linked  together,  that  the 
distress  to  the  one  class  would  be  a  distress  to  the 
other.  Did  he  reflect  that  this  loss  of  capital,  less- 
ening the  aggregate  wealth  of  the  nation,  would 
also  be  lessening  by  so  much  the  resources  of  the 
nation  for  defence,  and  would  be  adding  to  the 
resources  of  our  enemies  for  our  annoyance  ?  Did 
he  reflect,  that  at  the  commencement  of  a  war 
with  a  maritime  nation^  this  same  embargo  would 
be  necessary  as  an  incipient  step  to  be  taken  by 
any  Administration,  whether  of  one  political  de- 
nomination or  the  other  1  Why,  then,  attempt  to 
revive  the  prejudices  which  have  been  created, 
more  by  feelioff  than  by  sound  judgment,  in  a  part 
of  our  political  community  1  I  shall  believe  he 
has  pondered  well  the  subject,  and  is  seriously  in 
earnest  for  war,  when  as  a  precursor  to  it,  he  shall 
offer  to  this  House  a  resolution  for  laying  on  an 
embargo.  On  the  whole,  sir,  the  state  of  the  world 
— our  own  particular  state — the  pacific  stand  our 
Administration  has  taken — all  conspire  to  convince 
me  that  the  bill  on  your  table,  less  "  submissive 
than  the  non-intercourse  law,''  ought  to  pass ;  and 
that,  if  even  we  mean  to  take  the  step  in  advance, 
inasmuch  as  it  proposes  replenishingof  your  Trea- 
sury, it  ought  to  pass, 

Mr.  Ross  said  he  was  opposed  to  the  passage 
of  the  bill  before  the  House,  because  it  was  not 
suited  to  the  present  state  of  the  foreign  relations 
of  the  United  States.  In  order  to  form  a  just 
idea  of  the  bill  (said  he)  we  must  require  what 
can  be  done.  We  are  reduced  to  this  situation, 
that  one  of  three  courses  must  be  adopted  by  this 
House.  We  must  either  abandon  commerce  and 
the  ocean  altogether ;  or  suffer  England  to  regulate 
commerce  for  us ;  or  we  must  protect  commerce 
by  force.  These  are  the  only  three  courses  left 
for  this  nation  to  pursue  at  the  present  crisis. 

Is  the  nation  prepared  to  abandon  commerce 
altogether  ?  Are  the  representatives  of  the  peo- 
ple prepared  for  it  ?  If  tneir  declarations  convey 
their  ideas,  we  are  not  prepared  for  such  a  state 
of  things.  It  has  been  declared  from  aU  sides  of 
this  House  that  we  would  o^i  submit  to  the  prin- 


ciples contained  in  the  British  Orders  in  Conn- 
cil.  To  abandon  the  ocean  to  yield  up  com- 
merce, is  submission  to  the  British  Orders  la 
Council;  and  therefore,  I  presume,  we  are  not 
prepared  to  take  this  course.  Are  geotlemea  pre- 
pared to  set  the  wealth  of  the  nation  afloat  and 
to  suffer^  England  to  regulate  that  small  remnant 
of  commerce  which  is  left  to  us?  If  they  are, 
they  will  vote  for  the  bill  under  consideration. 
England  at  this  moment  tyrannizes  over  the  sea. 
and  has  as  absolute  control  over  the  commercial 
world  as  Napoleon  has  over  the  European  conti- 
nent. She  owes  much  of  that  power,  in  my 
opinion,  to  the  feeble  and  inefficient  measures 
pursued  by  the  United  States  for  years  past. 
Whatever  you  may  say  upon  paper,  unless  it  con- 
tain some  practical  provisions  of  protection,  she 
will  continue  to  regulate  your  commerce,  to  gire 
it  such  direction  as  she  may  think  proper,  and  to 
enforce  her  Orders  in  Couiusil.  I  have  under- 
stood that  gentlemen  say  that  they  never  will 
submit  to  the  principles  of  the  Orders  in  Ck>oncil ; 
and  therefore  they  cannot  adopt  this  coarse  of 
suffering  England  to  regulate  all  our  conameree. 
Then  what  is  the  course  left  for  the  United 
States  to  pursue  ?  That  of  protecting  their  inde- 
pendence, protecting  their  commerce,  sustaining 
their  neutral  rights  by  force.  This  iis  the  oaly 
honorable  course  left  for  the  American  peo)>le 
and  Qovernment  to  pur^ue^  and  being  the  only 
honorable  course,  all  our  measures  are  predicated 
on  false  principles,  and  will  only  tend  to  reduce 
us  still  lower  in  the  estimation  of  foreiga  Powers 
than  we  are  already.  I  am  aware  that  it  is  a 
maxim  as  old  as  the  Roman  Grovernmenc,  or  older, 
that  in  medio  tuHssinms  ibis^  that  the  middle 
course  is  best.  That  maxim  has  been  resorted  to 
by  us  for  years  past.  It  has  produced  no  good, 
has  been  found  by  experience  to  be  inefficient  ia 
the  present  unexampled  state  of  the  world,  and 
therefore  I  think  it  would  be  wisdom  to  abandon 
it.  Is  not  the  bill  on  the  table  still  pursuing  the 
middle  course  ?  Does  it  not  contain  the  same 
principles  which  have  been  resorted  to  in  diSsr- 
ent  ways  for  years  past  ?  If  it  does,  and  gentle- 
men are  satisfied  that  all  those  principles  hitherto 
attempted  to  be  enforced  have  been  anavailins, 
why  will  they,  cling  to  such  principles  as  the  ark 
of  our  political  salvation. 

The  principles  of  noo-importatioai  embargo, 
and  non-intercourse,  have  all  been  resorted  to,aad 
all  have  been  found  inefieotual.  I  am  therefore 
opposed  to  this  bill;  because  I  consider  it  the 
fourth  edition  of  the  embargo  principle,  which 
has  been  found  to  be  an  ineffectual  remedy  for  the 
evils  under  which  we  are  suffering.  I  am  aware 
that  I  may  be  asked  if  the  embargo  principle  is  to 
be  found  in  the  bill  under  consideration ;  and  it 
behooves  me,  as  this  is  one  of  my  objections  to  the 
bill,  to  point  them  out  to  this  House.  What  are 
the  embargo  principles,  sir  ?  Principles  restric- 
tive of  commerce,  undertaking  to  regulate  and 
restrict  commerce  completely  or  partially.  This 
bill  undertakes  not  only  to  restrict  the  commerce 
of  the  United  States,  but  the  commerce  of  the 
great  belligerents  also,  to  limit  its  operation,  to 
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Arrow  down  the  extent  which  it  woold  have 
rithout  any  law  in  operation  on  that  subject. 
$0  far,  therefore,  it  {mrtakes  of  the  embargo  prin- 
iples,  and  so  far  it  is  exceptionable  in  my  view 
f  the  sabject ;  inasmuch  as  the  embargo  principles 
lave  been  found  to  be  inefficient,  inasmuch  as 
he  very  friends  of  those  principles  have  declared 
hat  they  have  been  found  inoperatiTe,  or  to  operate 
idIv  od  our  own  citizens  and  noton  our  enemies.  It 
s  a  good  rule,  sir,  that  Government  and  protection 
re  reciprocal.  By  what  authority  do  you  un- 
iertake,  upon  what  moral  or  political  principle 
to  you  assume  the  right  to  regulate  add  restrict 
lommerce,  when  you  refuse  to  afford  it  any  protee- 
ioQ  ?  If  the  Government  should  refuse  to  pro* 
ect  its  citizens,  the  ties  and  the  obligations 
vhich  the  citizen  would  owe  to  that  Government 
rould  be  dissolved,  and  he  would  cease  to  owe 
llegiance  thereto.  By  a  parity  of  reasoning,  if 
be  Government  refuses  to  protect  the  citizen  in 
lis  lawful  commerce,  it  loses  the  ties  of  allegi- 
ance which  he  ewes  to  that  Government.  Thus 
Quch,  sir,  as  respects  this  measure  being  an  in- 
efficient one,  not  corresponding  With  the  situation 
(f  our  foreign  relatons,  being  too  weak  and  too 
eeble  to  meet  the  exigencies  of  affairs;  bein^  in 
act,  what  gentlemen  nave  declared  on  all  sides 
)f  the  House  they  will  not  submit  to,  a  submis* 
iioQ  to  the  British  Orders  in  Council. 

But,  sir,  I  am  told  that  this  bill  is  only  an  en- 
eriog  wedge,  the  first  stepping-stone,  a  system  to 
)e  adopted  calculated  to  effect  all  those  purposes 
or  which- 1  am  so  anxious;  and  that  the  reason 
vhy  the  whole  system  is  not  produced  at  once  is, 
hat  different  committees,  having  various  duties 
0  perform,  have  charge  of  the  different  branches 
)i  that  system.    This  answer  is  not  satisfactory 

0  my  mind.  I  should  have  been  pleased  to  have 
;een  each  of  these  committees  exhibiting  to  this 
ilouse  a  complete  system ;  by  which  means  the 
iiouse  would  had  a  complete  plan  from  each  of 
hese  able  organs,  frona  which  to  make  choice  of 
hat  which  appeared  to  them  best,  and  would 
lot  have  been  compelled,  as  they  are  now,  to  judge 
)f  its  disjointed  parts  without  seeing  the  whole, 
ire  embargo  principles,  partially  restricting  the 
lommeree  of  the  country,  necessarily  a  part  of  a 
greater  system  calculated  to  protect  our  rights? 

1  is  surprising  to  me  that  thobC  principles  should 
lave  been  incorporated  into  this  bill  which  have 
teen  apparently  abandoned.  But,  sir,  we  are  ail 
aen,  and  nothing  more.  The  chairman  of  the 
!3ommittee  of  Foreign  Relations,  (Mr.  Macok,) 
vhose  policy  is  completely  embargo,  coosidering 
t,  no  doubt,  the  beat  for  our  country,  mingles  it 
vith  all  his  measures  in  all  his  speeches.  It  is 
lot  surprising,  therefore,  that  he  should  mingle 
t  in  a  great  system  said  to  be  calculated  to  pro- 
ect  our  rights  and  prevent  our  submission  to  the 
British  Orders  in  Council. 

We  have  also  been  told,  sir,  in  the  course  of 
his  debate,  that  there  are  three  parties  in  the 
fiouse — one  for  strong  energetic  measures — end 
hat  is  loy  ground ;  another  more  cautious,  wise 
md  prudent,  disposed  to  adopt  temporary  meas- 
trea  and  wait  for  some  miracle  to  lelieve  them 


from  embarrassments.  This  portion  of  the  House,, 
we  are  told,  may  probably  follow  those  who  are 
for  energetic  measures,  whilst  those  who  a^e  for 
doing  nothing  will  never  follow  us;  and  we  are 
therefore  called  upon  to  unite  with  those  who 
will  «in  a  certain  event  join  in  with  us.  This, 
sir,  forcibly  reminds  me  of  the  fable  of  the  fox 
and  the  goat.  The  fox  having  tumbled  into  a 
well,  had  -been  casting  about  a  lon^  while  to  no 
purpose  how  he  should  get  out  again  ;  the  goat 
came  along,  peeped  in  and  saw  the  fox,  and  asked 
him  if  the  water  was  good  ?  Qood !  says  the 
fox,  ay,  so  sweet,  that  I  am  afraid  I  have  sur- 
feited myself,  I  have  drank  so  abundantly.  The 
goat  upon  this,  without  any  more  ado,. leapt  into 
the  well ;  the  fox  mounted  on  the  goat's  shoul- 
der, leapt  out,  and  ran  away  laughin|r  at  the 
snare  into  which  he  had  led  the  goat.  Sir,  with 
this  premonition  before  my  eyes,  I  should  be  a 
greater  dupe  than  the  ^oat  to  leap  into  the  em- 
bargo system.  It  has  injured  my  country,  sur- 
feited my  friend,  (Mr.  SMiLiE,)and  therefore  can- 
not be  ^ood  for  me.  I  must  therefore  decline  his 
invitation  to  join  him  in  continuing  measures 
productive  of  no  good,  but  much  evil. 

I  am  for  manly  resistance,  and  for  declaring, 
in  our  laws,  as  well  as  in  our  speeches,  that  the 
embargo  ground  is  no  longer  tenable.  These 
reasons,  I  hope,  will  satisfy  those  who  think  I 
ou«[ht  to  sacrifice  my  opinions  to  that  of  a  ma- 
jority of  any  party,  that  I  am  correct  to  do  so  in 
this  instance.  Here  I  stand  or  here  I  fall  on 
principles  practically  proved  for  ages  past  as  the 
only  ones  calculated  to  meet  a  great  crisis  in  our 
affairs,  involving  invasions  of  our  rights  and  a 
total  disregard  of  all  the  principles  of  justice  or 
morality.  It  is  a  practical  system — no  fine-spun 
theory.  It  is  a  system  known  to  be  fifbod,  by  ex- 
perience, to  meet  diseases  of  this  kind.  Ages 
nave  approved  it,  wisdom  has  ratified  it,  and  it 
is  therefore  that  plan  on  which  i  should  choose 
to  risk  my  reputation^  however  small. 

What  is  this  bill,  sir?  What ffood  is  intended 
to  be  produced  by  it?  They  who  brought  it  in 
appear  to  have  very  little  faith  in  it,  when  tl^ey 
were  willing  to  limit  it  to  this  session.  Is  your 
country  in  that  tranquil  situation, or  your  foreign 
relations  of  so  conciliatory  a  nature,  that  the  Legis- 
lature can  be  indulging  themselves  in  enacting 
temporary  provisions,  in  which  no  five  men  agree 
as  to  the  effects  they  will  have  or  the  manner  in 
which  they  will  operate?  It  is  true,  sir,  that 
the  gentleman  who  sits  before  me,  (Mr.  Cutts,) 
who  is  fully  equal  to  giving  information^  has  en- 
deavored to  show  the  House. its  operation.  As 
far  as  I  understood  his  reasoning  it  went  to  prove, 
not  that  this  Ifill  would  produce  any  general  bene- 
ficial effect,  but,  that  it  would  by  repealing  the  non- 
intercourse  law,  permit  lumber  to  be  exported, 
which  is  the  staple  of  his  State,  and  too  bulky  to 
be  smuggled  out  of  the  country,  as  the  produc- 
tions of  other  States  are  daily  done  under  that 
law.  This  only  proves  the  non-intercourse  law 
should  be  repealed.  Let  that  be  done  without 
a  retention  of  its  principles.  If  not,  let  it  re- 
main until  the  people  in  the  commercial  States 
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shall  compel  their  Represeatatires  to  adopt  some 
practical  remedy  for  the  injaries  they  have  re- 
ceived, and  the  evils  they  endare. 

Really,  sir,  this  hill  appears  to  me  to  be  a  sort 
of  sop  given  to  Cerberus,  not  to  lull  him  to  sleep, 
but  to  stimulate  his  vigilance ;  not  to  induce  him 
to  unbar  the  gates  of  commerce,  but  to  invite  still 
further  rapacity ;  not  to  promote  the  good  of  the 
country,  but  to  amuse  the  people  a  little  longer. 

Perhaps  this  bill  misht  ne  useful  were  moral 
obligations  felt  and*  acknowledged  by  the  great 
belligerents.  But  is  that  the  case?  If  not,  you 
ought  to  adopt  measures  calculated  to  meet  the 
actual  state  of  things.  Indeed,  sir,  when  I  re- 
flect on  our  situation,  and  hear  gentlemen  gravely 
advocate  this  bill,  as  calculated  to  protect  our 
commerce  and  prevent  the  injustice  and  restrain 
the  violence  of  the  belligerents,  it  reminds  me  of 
the  anecdote  of  the  Bedlamite,  who  talked  ra* 
tionally  on  all  subjects  except  politics,  but  the 
moment  that  subiect  attracted  his  attention,  that 
moment  he  exclaimed :  "  I  and  the  Czar  Peter 
hold  the  balance  of  Europe."  We  seem  to  talk 
rationally  on  every  subject  but  commerce ;  the 
moment  that  is  touched  we  seem  to  forget  that 
power  and  force  are  necessary  to  give  efficacy  to 
our  laws:  we  seem  to  forget  our  commerce  is  as 
completely  controlled  by  Great  Britain  as  the 
Bedlamite  was  by  the  walls  which  surrounded 
him.  The  Czar  may,  for  aught  I  know,  eventu- 
tually  protect  the  rights  of  neutral  nations,  but 
we  shall  assist  hiui,  while  we  adhere  to.  the  prin- 
ciples contained  in  this  bill,  like  the  maniac  did 
his  predecessor — only  in  imagination. 

On  this  point  I  have  another  authority.  I 
confess  that  the  authority  which  I  shall  quote  has 
never  been  recognised  by  the  great  Plenipotentia- 
ries who  met  at  the  Treaty  of  Westphalia,  but  it 
is  of  much  older  date,  and  has  been  sanctioned  by 
all  mankind.  I  mean  ^sop's  fables.  He  tells 
that  he  met  in  the  street  a  man  who  had  been  bitten 
by  a  dog,  and  had.  in  his  hand  a  cruit  of  bread 
dipped  in  the  blood  of  the  wound.  "  What  are  you 
going  to  do  with  it?"  asked  .£sop.  *^  I  am  in- 
structed," replied  the  sufferer,  "to  give  it  to  the 
dog  who  bit  me,  and  it  will  insure  a  cure."  ^sop 
said,  *'  take  care  none  of  the  other  dogs  see  ydu  give 
it,  or  you  will  be  bit  by  them  all."  Yes,  sir,  and 
this  bill  appears  to  me  to  be  a  crust  of  bread  dipped 
in  the  wounds  of  thii  country,  given  to  Great 
Britain ;  and  I  advise  ihis  House  to  beware  that 
none  of  the  other  nations  of  Europe  see  you  hand 
the  crust,  lest  they  bite  you  also.  This  tale  is  to 
be  found  in  a  book  of  as*  much  wisdom  if  not  as 
high  a  charficter  as  the  writings  of  the  famous 
Grotius,  who  was  recognised  (as  a  learned  gen- 
tleman has  told  us)  as  good  authority  at  the  Treaty 
of  Westphalia.  Let  us  therefore  profit  by  its  in- 
structions. 

But,  what  is  to  be  done,  gentlemen  ask.  Why, 
sir,  assume  the  tone  of  manly  resistance.  Forget 
not  that  you  are  descended  of  fathers  who  dared 
to  assert  their  rights.  Look  back  to  75  and  '76. 
The  nation  was  then  an  infant  Hercules  resting 
in  his  cradle ;  we  are  now  grown  to  manhood. 
And  if  the  infant  Hercules  in  hi»  cradle  did  not 


fear  to  oppose  the  domineering  conduct  of  Great 
Britain,  why  should  Hercales,  grown  to  manhood, 
dread  her  power?  We  are  told  that  we  have 
now  no  resources,  that  the  Treasury  is  impover- 
ished, and  therefore  that  the  course  which  is  the 
only  one  steering  clear  of  submission  cannot  be 
resorted  to.  In  what,  sir,  do  the  resources  of  thn 
country  consist?  The  resources  of  our  country 
consist  in  the  wealth  and  affluence  of  our  citizens; 
and  if  they  are  wealthy  and  affluent,  our  Treasury 
is  always  full.  You  possess  the  power  to  call  t 
portion  of  it  into  the  Treasury  whenerer  the 
emergency  of  affairs  requires  it,  and  the  people 
will  freely  resign  a  portion  of  it  to  protect  their 
rights  when  in  danger.  Who  pretends  to  say 
that  the  people  of  this  country  are  not  affluent? 
We  have  it- officially  before  us,  that  money  to  al- 
most anyamoont  can  be  nrocored  by  loans;  and 
though  I  am  not  one  or  those  who  approve  of 
loans  as  a  system,  yet  it  must,  in  time  of  need,  be 
resorted  to — nay  we  must  resort  to  it  this  very 
session.  And  to  whom  on  this  occasion  must 
you  resort  ?  To  the  merchant,  whose  rights  yon 
refuse  to  protect,  and  whose  rights  hare  been 
violated.  What  has  reduced  us  to  this  situation  ? 
Cripplin|[  our  commerce,  instead  of  protecting  iL 
Indeed,  if  i  understood  the  gentleman  from  New 
York,  who  was  on  the  committee  who  reported 
the  bill,  in  the  different  speeches  which  he  has 
made  on  the  subject,  the  bill  under  consideration 
does  not  beat  in  unison  with  his  pulse.  If  it 
does  not,  and  the  principle  on  which  it  is  predi- 
cated  be  radically  wrong,  I  ask  why  he  does  not 
come  forward  and  openly  avow  it  ?  Let  those 
who  believe  the  principle  of  the  bill  to  be  good 
rally  around  it,  and  those  who  doubt  take  their 
own  course,  and  vote  against  the  bill,  rather  thaa 
for  a  doubtful  expedient. 

Why  should  we  go  to  extremities,  is  asked. 
Sir,  war  ought  to  be  avoided  so  long  as  it  can 
with  honor,  so  long  as  it  can  with  any  beneficial 
result.  But  are  you  not  now  at  war,  sir  7  Has 
not  Gkeat  Britain  invaded  your  rights?  Has 
she  not  trampled  on  your  independence  t  Has 
she  not  committed  all  the  depredations  she  can? 
No  gentleman  can  deny  it,  or  that  she  will  not 
now  permit  just  what  commerce  suits  her  par- 
poses,  and  no  other.  Are  the  people  ripe  for  such 
a  degradation?  Is  this  House  ready  for  it?  1/ 
not,  she  has  trampled  on  all  your  rights,  and  the 
question  results — would  it  be  ntore  beneficial  to 
abandon  commerce  altogether,  and  submit  to  the 
British  Orders  in  Council,  or  to  make  a  manly 
resistance  and  assertion  of  our  rights.  When 
gentlemen  examine  this  subject  to  tlie  bottom,  it 
would  seem  to  me  that  they  would  not  hesitate 
for  a  moment  to  say  that  the  only  honorable  and 
diffnified  course  is  a  manly  resistance. 

What  has  Great  Britain  done  to  induce  us  to 
take  this  firm  stand?  She  has  destroyed  all  our 
commercial  rights ;  we  have  not  an  iota  of  com- 
merce but  what  we  enjoy  at  her  pleasure.  At 
her  pleasure  ?  No ;  at  the  pleasure  of  an  officer 
on  board  a  frigate  at  sea.  At  her  pleasure  ?  No ; 
at  the  pleasure  of  an  inferior  judge  of  an  inferior 
Court  of  Admiralty.    If  gentlemen  will  attend 
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o  the  injuries  stated  in  the  DecUrmtion  of  Inde- 
>endence  and  to  our  present  situation,  thef  will 
ind  that  our  present  corresponds  with  our  then 
ituation  in  almost  every  point.  Great  Britain 
las  refused  her  assent  to  an  equitable  settlement 
>f  our  differences ;  she  has  refused  atonement  for 
he  affair  of  the  Chesapeake;  she  has  cut  up  our 
rade  with  all  parts  of  the  world ;  she. has  plun- 
lered  our  seamen,  ravaged  our  coast,  ano*de- 
itroyed  the  lives  of  our  people ;  she  has  constrained 
>ur  fellow-citizens  taken  captive  on  the  high  seas 
o  bear  arms  against  their  lei  low-citizens,  to  be- 
come instruments  of  oppression  on  their  own 
>eople  and  of  the  violation  of  our  commercial 
ighis ;  she  has  excited  or  attempted  to  excite  the 
)eople  of  this  country  against  their  own  Go?ern- 
uent.  In  every  stage  of  these  oppressions  we 
lave  sought  redress,  by  negotiation,  in  the  most 
tumble  manner.    The  cup  of  humiliation  is  filled 

0  the  brim.  The  world  knows  it — you  must  not 
ihut  your  eys  against  the  fact,  that  you  have  no 
ilteroative,  but  an  abandonmeut  of  the  ocean 
ind  submission  to  Qreat  Britain,  or  the  protec* 
ion  of  our  rights  by  force.  Before  you  submit, 
>urn  your  Declaration  of  Independence,  tear  down 
he  emblems  of  liberty  which  adorn  this  splendid 
lall.  and  trample  them  under  foot,  that  they  may 
lot  exist  to  reproach  us  with  a  departure  from 
be  spirit  of  our  fathers.  I  wish  that  the  spirits 
)f  the  departed  heroes  could  rise  in  thb  assembly 
luring  the  discussion  of  this  question.  If  they 
lad  addressed  you,  would  they  tell  you  of  your 
veakness,  or  appeal  to  your  fears  by  proclaiming 
^our  inability  to  protect  your  rignts?  They 
vould  banish  such  idle  stuff  from  this  hall. 

What  does  the  Declaration  of  Independence 
ell  you?  That  vou  have  a  right  to  establish 
:ommerce.    Britatn  tells  you  that  you  have  not 

1  right,  and  you  are  at  issue  on  one  of  the  great 
»riDciples  of  freedom.  Does  not  your  Deciara- 
ion  of  Independence  declare :  ^*  That  aa  free  and 
D dependent  States  they  have  full  power  to  levv 
var,  conclude  peace,  contract  alliances,  establish 
ommerce  and  to  do  all  other  acta  and  things 
vhich  independent  States  may  of  right  do?" 
Britain  says  we  have  not  the  power — ^and  what 
re  we  about  to  do?  To  submit;  for  this  bill  is 
ubmission.  Before  we  submit,  let  us  make  one 
flfort  at  least  to  preserve  the  independence  of  our 
ouDtry ;  let  us  take  the  advice  of  Hercules  to  the 
arter:  ^^Whip  thy  horses,  set  thy  shoulders  to 
be  wheel,  and  then  call  upon  Hercules."  Let 
IS  set  our  shoulders  to  the  wheel ;  and,  if  we  can- 
lOt  protect  our  rights,  then  and  not  till  then,  let 
IS  fold  our  arms  and  call  upon  Hercules. 

Mr.  Dana  observed  that,  although  opposed  to 
he  bill,  be  should-vote  against  postponement,  be- 
ause  of  the  embarrassment  and  fluctuation  such 

course  would  produce  in  mercantile  transac- 

iODS. 

The  question  was  taken  on  postponement  and 
legatived. 

Mr.  Gardbnibr  assigned  reasons  why  he  deemed 
t  proper  to  vote  for  the  bill.  When  he  concluded. 
n  adiournment  was  called  for  and  canied,  and 
tie  House  adjourned. 


ToBSOAY,  January  23. 

Mr.  MuHFORo  presented  a  petition  of  sundry 
inhabitants  of  tb^  State  of  New  York,  to  the 
same  effect  with  a  petition  presented  yesterday 
from  sundry  other  inhabitants  of  the  said  State. — 
Referred  to  the  committee  appointed  yesterday 
on  the  petition  aforesaid. 

A  Message  was  received  ftom  the  President  of 
the  United  States,  transmitting  an  account  of  the 
contingent  expenses  of  Government  for  the  year 
1809. 

A  message  from  the  Senate  informed  the  House 
that  the  Senate  have  passed  a  bill,  entitled  "An 
act  authorizinff  the  fitting  out,  officering^  and 
manning,  the  frigates  belonging  to  the  United 
States,"  to  which  they  .desire  the  concurrence  of 
this  House. 

JOHN  THOMPSON. 

Mr.  Johnson,  from  the  Committee  of  Claims, 
made  a  report  on  the  petition  of  John  Thomp- 
son, referred  on  the  second  instant ;  which  was 
read,  and  referred  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  Friday  next.  The  report  is  as  follows : 
That,  from  docamenta  accompanying  the  said  petition^ 
and  seeming  open  the  face  of  them  to  be  oprrect  and 
authentic,  it  appears  that  the  petitioner  was  a  captain 
in  the  Revolattonary  war,  and  belonged  to  a  regiment 
commanded  by  Colonel  Hasen,  called  <*  the  Congress's 
own  regiment '"  that  after  he  had  served  as  captain  in  the 
aaid  regiment,  *'with  honor  and  repotation ,"  for  about  one 
year,  he  entered  as  a  colonel  into  the  service  of  Penn- 
syWania,  to  defend  that  State  against  the  Indian  incur- 
sions, having  previously  solicited  and  obtained  from 
Major  General  Sullivan  leave  to  retire  from  the  Army, 
on  aoooant  partly  of  his  ill  state  of  health,  but  princi- 
pally becaose  his  proper  rank  had  been  withheld  from 
him ;  that  in  lecraiting  and  for  the  pay  and  subsistence 
of  his  company  in  the  said  Congressional  regiment, 
the  petitioner  expended  considerable  sums  of  money, 
whicn  your  committee  are  convinced  have  never  been 
fully  reimbursed  to  him  :  and  that,  from  two  accounts 
made  out  by  Edward  Chinn,  paymaster  to  the  regi- 
ment, one  during  the  war,  and  the  other  in  the  year 
1788,  and  from  a  letter  written  in  1809,  by  Mr.  Nourse, 
the  Register,  it  is  manifest  that  the  petitioner's  account 
has  never  been  finally  adjusted. 

The  petitioner  has  exhibited  an  account  showing  a 
balance  of  two  thousand  six  hundred  and  twenty-nine 
dollars  and  five  cents  in  his  favor  against  the  United 
States ;  which  account,  together  with  the  vouchers  sup- 
porting it,  Uie  committee  have  attentivelv  investigated. 
£very  item  in  the  account  is  established  to  the  entire 
satii^ction  of  the  committee,  except  the  charge  of  three 
hundred  and  forty-three  dollars  and  thirteen  cents,  for 
the  pay  of  the  company  in  the  month  of  August,  1777. 
The  eml^arrasslng  and  difficult  situation  of  the  regi- 
ment in  relation  to  the  enemy  in  that  month,  is  offered 
by  Captain  Thompson  as  the  cause  of  his  not  being 
able  to  produce  a  regular  pay-roll  in  support  of  the 
charge  or  particular  item  alluded  to.  Let  this  item  be 
stricken  from  the  account,  and  then  it  appears  that  the 
United  Sutes  are  indebted  to  the  indigent  petitioner 
in  Uie  sum  of  two  thoujand  two  hundred  and  eighty 
five  dollan  and  ninety-two  cents ;  but  by  the  several 
resolves  and  statutes  of  limitation  passed  by  Congress, 
Am  eUdm,  in  ihe  eye  of  the  law,  st  taiisJUd.  The 
petitioner,  however,  alleges  that,  in  his  case,  the  prin- 
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ciples  of  equity  ought  to  control  Uie  ligor  of  the  law» 
becauBe  he  endeavors  to  prove,  and  has  indeed  satisfied 
the  committee,  that  the  settlement  of  his  account  with- 
in the  time  limited  by  law,  was  provented  1>y  circum- 
stances not  within  his  power. 

The  letter  of  the  Register  already  roferrod' to,  and 
his  certificate  thereto  subjoined,  show  that  the  potion- 
er  attended  in  person,  and  also  by  Mr.  Nourse,  his 
agent,  at  the  office  of  the^  Commissioner  of  Army  Ac- 
counts, in  New  York,  for  the  purpose  of  getting  his 
account  settled,  but  that  an  adjustment  of  it  did  not 
not  take  place  in  consequence  -of  <<  some  difficulty" 
arising  out  of  the  unsettled  situation  of  the  accounts 
of  Lieutenant  Colonel  Antil,  of  the  aforesaid  regi- 
ment. To  obviate  this  difficulty,  the  petitioner  states 
that  he  had  mada  unremitting  eflforts  for  the  liquida- 
tion of  his  account  with  EdwaM  Chinn,  the  paymaster 
of  the  regiment ;  presuming  that  if  he  could  succeed 
in  this,  bis  account  would  then  be  admitted  by  the  agent 
of  the  United  States.  It  appears,  as  well  from  the 
•aid  letter  of  Mr.  Nourse,  as  finom  the  petitioner's  rep- 
resentations, that  his  efforts  wero  fruitless,  and  that 
Chinn  not  only  rofused  or  neglected  to  make  a  com- 
plete statement  or  settlement  of  tiie  petitioner's  ac- 
count, but  the  petitioner  moreover  alleges  that  he  was 
unable  in  due  time  to  obtain  from  him  such  papers  as 
were  deemed  indispensable  for  its  adjustment  China 
died;  the  statute  of  limitations  began  to  operate,  nnd 
hete  the  subject  reets. 

In  reporting  in  this,  as  in  all  other  eases^  the  oom- 
mittee  consider  themsd^ies  bound  by  the  law  of  the 
land.  Could  they  indulge  their  feelings  on  the  present 
ocoasion,  they  would  not  say  to  an  old  soldier,  who  has 
bravely  fought  the  battles  of  his  country,  that  his  just 
daim  is  extinguished  by  the  mere  lapse  of  a  given 
number  of  yoars,  during  which  he  had  not  Ae  means 
of  enibrcing  it.  Not  compassion  alone  for  a  poor  sol- 
dier, but  the  mandates  of  justice,  would  impel  them  to 
ipeak  a  very  different  language.  Conforming,  how- 
ever, to  the  positive  limitations  of  Congress,  they  sub- 
mit the  Jbllowing  resolution : 

Boohed,  That  the  prayer  of  the  petitioner  ought 
not  to  be  granted. 


AMERICAN  NAVIGATION  BILL. 

Mr.  Eppfifl  moved  to  postpone  the  further  con- 
sideration of  this  bill  till  to-morrow;  which  was 
negatived,  51  to  50. 

Mr*  GoLDBBOiiODOB  moved  to  ameid  the  InU, 
by  insertiag  after  the  clause  for  repealing  thenon- 
iatercourse  law  the  foitowing  words:  '* except  so 
feQUch  thereof  as  repeals  certain  nets  therein  men- 
tioned." The  reason  assigned  by  Mr.  G.  for  this 
motion  was,  that,  the  embargo  law  being  unlimi- 
ted, and  the  non-intercourse  taw  repealing  the  em- 
bargo being  a  temporary  law,  it  might  be  con- 
tieiyed  that  when  the  non-intercourse  law  expired 
or  was  repealed,  the  embargo  law  would  be  re- 
Tived  and  again  in  force.  This  not  being  the  in- 
tention of  the  House,  he  was  desirous  to  put  an 
end  to  all  doubt  on  the  subject. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to  without  a  division. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Pitkin,  the  words  "or  hav- 
ing sea-letters"  was  inserted  after  the  words  "  re- 
gistered vessels"  in  the  5th  section,  aves  78.  The 
operation  of  this  amendment  will  be  to  permit 
the  sea-letter  vessels  now  in  existence  to  enjoy 


the  same  privileges  under  this  bill  aa  registered 
vessels. 

Mr.  Hale  spoke  against  the  bill. 

Mr.  Macon  said,  he  had  spoken  so  often  in  the 
Committee  of  the  whole  House  on  the  bill,  as 
well  of  the  principles  which  it  contained,  as  on 
the  detail,  that  he  regretted  to  be  under  the  ne- 
cessity of.  again  speaking,  but  observations  had 
been  made,  which  compelled  him  lo  do  it ;  he 
promised,  however^  that  this  should  be  the  last 
time  he  should  address  the  House  on  the  ques- 
tion, and  that  he  would  endeavor  to  keep  as  clear 
as  possible  of  the  arguments  heretofore  delirered. 

U  is  no  question  now,  sir,  whether  the  natioa 
be  in  a  worse  situation  than  it  has  been.  If  it  be 
in  a  worse  situation,  that  situation  has  been  pro- 
duced by  the  unjust  acts  of  Great  Britain  and 
Pranee,  neither  of  -which  can  with  truth  cham 
the  nation  or  its  Government  with  partiality  for 
the  other.  France  pays  no  regard  to  her  treaty 
with  us,  and  Gkeat  Briuin  attacked  the  frigate 
Chesapeake,  and  impresses  our  seamen ;  pot  these 
out  of  the  list  of  wrongs  done  us  by  them,  and 
there  is  no  difference  in  their  conduct  towards  05. 
The  true  question  then  for  us  to  decide  is,  what 
ought  to  be  done  in  the  present  state  of  the  cons- 
try,  and  of  the  two  great  belligerents  of  Suropel 
If  we  mean  to  continue  at  peace  with  both,  there 
can  be  no  doubt  but  we  ought  honestly  to  endea- 
vor to  do  that,  which  shall  be  right  as  it  relates 
to  both.  This  House  has  heretofore  formally 
resolved,  and  I  believe  every  member  who  has 
addressed  you  has  declared,  that  he  would  not 
submit  either  to  the  Decrees  of  Franee,  or  the 
Orders  in  Council  of  Great  Britain.  Po  nothing, 
and  what  follows  ?  I  will  not  say ;  but  the  natioa 
will  surely  decide.  The  bill  beiore  you  has  never 
been  considered  by  me  a  vefy  strong  measure; 
though  not  a  strong  meaMire,  it  is  certainly  very 
far  from  submission,  and  such  a  measure  as  caa 
in  this  nation  be  carried  into  complete  execution; 
to  say  the  least  of  it  it  is  a  fair  protest  against 
the  acts  of  both  Great  Britain  and  France.  And 
can  you  do  more  at  this  time  and  preserre  peace  1 
If  open  war  be  preferred,  there  is  cause  enough 
against  both. 
If  the  bill  he  rejected,  what  pacific  system  will 

Jrou  adopt  ?  None  has  been  mentioned  daring  the 
ong  time  this  bill  has  been  debated ;  it  woold 
seem,  therefore,  to  follow,  that  no  better  had 
been  yet  thought  of.  The  first  objection  made 
to  the  bill,  was,  that  it  would  operate  solely  oa 
England  ;  but,  very  lately,  it  has  been  discovered 
that  it  will  scarcely  be  felt  in  England,  and  that 
it  would  operate  solely  on  France.  Can  any  ar- 
gument more  strongly  demonstrate  the  im|^r- 
tiality  of  the  bill,  than  these  ct>ntradictory  objec- 
tions ?  If,  however,  it  be  true,  that  it  will  operate 
harder  on  them  than  on  the  other ;  that  is  not 
owing  to  the  bill,  but  to  their  different  condi- 
tions, with  which  we  have  nothing  to  do ;  it  is 
their  acts  and  not  the  uncommon  situation  ia 
which  they  both  now  stand,  that  have  injured 
us.  The  bill  declares  to  both,  that  their  public 
and  private  ships  shall  not  enter  our  waters,  and 
that  their  produce  and  manufiieturea  shall  not  be 


L277 


HISTORY  OP  CONGRBJSS. 


1278 


Fanuarv,  1810. 


Ameriean  Navig^^um  Act, 


H.  or  R. 


irooght  here,  except  in  the  manner  prescribed  in 
t,  and  either  of  them  may  at  any  tiAie,  by  witb- 
Irawing  their  unjust  edicts,  prevent  the  operation 
)f  the  bill  as  to  (he  nation  withdrawing.  And 
eally  it  seems  a  little  strange,  that  no  one  has 
Ltterapted  to  amend  the  bill,  so  as  to  make  it  oper- 
tte  impartially, accordingly  to  his  opinion;  when 
i  has  been  objected  by  some,  that  it  would  oper* 
Ue  partially  against  England,  and  by  others,  that 
t  will  operate  partially  against  France.  The 
roth  is,  sir,  that  a  fair  examination  of  it  will  con- 
rince  any  man,  that  the  system  will  operate  as 
equally  on  both  nations  as  any  that  can  be  devised, 
n  their  present  situation ;  and  in  determining 
^bat  we  ought  to  do,  we  ought  not  for  a  moment 
o  forget  the  power  which  one  has  on  the  land,  and 
he  power  which  the  other  has  on  the  sea.  nor 
>ught  we  to  expect  that  France  will  regard  the 
reedom  of  the  sea,  when  she  does  not  regard  the 
reedom  of  the  land ;  nor  ought  we  to  expect  that 
3reat  Britain  will  regard  the  freedom  of  the 
and  when  she  does  not  regard  the  freedom  of 
he  seas.  In  examining  our  foreign  relations, 
•specially  with  respect  to  a  Legislative  act,  we 
>oght  always  to  have  in  yiew  the  situation  of 
he  two  belligerents :  without  this  it  will  be  diffi- 
cult indeed  to  preserve  our  neutrality  and  peace, 
ind  tho9e  who  think  it  unwise  to  preserve  these 
iny  longer,  will  undoubtedly  vote  against  the 
}ill.  But,  before  they  do  this,  I  hope  they  will 
ook  at  the  Governments  which  have  at  one  time 
>T  other  taken  part  in  the  wars  and  struggles  of 
Surope  for  the  last  twenty  years.  Many  of  the 
Governments  are  destroyed;  no  matter  whether 
ilepublics  or  Monarchies,  all  shared  the  same  fate, 
ind  new  Governments  have  sprung  up  in  their 
>lace8  without  a  single  Republic  among  them.  I 
Lsk  gentlemen  to  tMl  me,  what  must  have  been  the 
ondition  of  the  people  during  all  these  wars  and 
ill  these  revolutions?  To  those  who  talk  so 
Qoch  about  war,  1  address  myself;  and  it  is  a 
ittle  straage,  that  notwithstanding  we  have  so 
aaoy  war  speeches,  we  have  no  war  motions. 

The  United  States  are  now  the  only  neutral 
(ation  in  the  civilized  world — to  them  is  com- 
aitted  the  sacred  trust  of  preserving .  neutral 
igbts,  and  to  no  nation  are  they  more  valuable. 
knd  to  those  who  talk  so  much  about  war,  per- 
Qit  me,  sir,  to  inquire,  whether  they  can  seriously 
•elieve  we  shall  be  so  likely  to  do  thit  by  war, 
gainst  those  who  do  not  respect  them  either  on 
and  or  water,  as  by  other  means ;  if  they  do  se- 
ioasly  believe  that  we  can  compel  France  and 
Qo^laod  in  any  reasonable  time  to  do  this^  I  am 
vilTing  to  confess  they  have  rather  more  faith  on 
his  point  than  I  have.  But,  if  we  cannot  easily 
ompei  England  and  France  to  observe  our  neu- 
ral rights,  does  it  follow  that  we* 'should  not 
:eep  up  a  protest  against  the  violations  of  them? 
o  me  It  seems  not;  but,  on  the  contrary,  that  it 
3  our  duty  to  do  so;  that  whenever  the  time  shall 
rrive,  when  the  Governments  of  civilized  na- 
ioDs  shall  incline  to  respect  the  public  law  and 
aorality,  that  then  there  may  be  a  standard  to 
ppeal  to;  and  then,  if  not  before,  we  shall  find 
be  advantage  of  the  plan  now  proposed  over  that 


of  war,  and  then  we  shall  reap  a  real  advantage 
from  the  course  which  this  nation  has  so  honor- 
ably pursued,  and  which  it  is  still  her  interest  to 
pursue,  I  mean  impartial  neutrality.  While  Eu- 
rope continues  in  her  present  state  no  consid- 
eration, unless  we  are  actually  attacked,  ought  to 
induce  us  to  go  into  the  war,  either  on  the  side 
of  Eoglanu  or  France.  They  have  both  been 
anxious  that  we  should  engage  in  it  on  their  side, 
and  would  no  doubt  make  fair  promises  to  per- 
suade us  to  engage ;  but  when  once  engaged,  you 
would  be  considered  as  bound  to  them  at  least 
for  the  war,  and  their  fair  promises  all  forgot. 
Thpse  who  complain  so  much  of  our  present  sit- 
uation, and  those  who  speak  so  often  and  so  much 
about  war,  for  they  both  oppose  the  bill,  ought  to 
cast  their  eyes  on  the  nations  of  Europe  who 
have  been  plunged  into  the  war,  either  to  better 
their  conditfon  or  vindicate  what  they  supposed 
to  be  the  honor  of  their  Government,  and  com- 
pare oor  situation  with  that  of  the  nation  which 
they  may  think  has  sufiered  least,  and  they  will 
find  cause  to  rejoice  that  their  lot  has  been  cast 
to  live  under  a  Government  and  in  a  nation, 
both  of  which  has  had  discretion  enough  to  keep 
out  of  the  war  which  has  nearly  ruined  all  that 
engaged  in  it. 

I  should  like  to  be  informed,  whether  the  gen- 
tlemen who  talk  so  much  about  war  have  turned 
their  attention  to  the  existing  state  of  commerce  ? 
Have  they  ascertained  the  number  of  sailors  now 
in  foreign  ports  and  on  the  high  seas  ?  Have 
they  calculated  the  value  of  the  ships  and  car- 
goes now  out  of  the  limits  of  the  United  States, 
so  that  they  can  inform  the  House  of  the  number 
of  seamen  and  the  amount  of  capital,  which  may 
be  jeopardized  by  the  adoption  of  war  measures? 
Have  they,  as  a  preparatory  measure,  advised  that 
messengers  should  be  immediately  sent  to  Eu- 
rope, and  to  the  ports  of  Asia  frequented  by  our 
merchant  ships,  to  inform  our  countrymen  of  their 
danger,  and  advise  them  to  return  home  as  soon 
as  possible  ?  Have  they  even  thoyght  of  an  em- 
bargo, to  prevent  the  sailors,  the  ships,  and  cargoes, 
now  at  home,  from  leaving  the  country?  And 
whatever  may  be  said  at  this  day  about  an  embar- 
go, I  agree  to  the  truth  of  an  observation,  made 
by  a  gentleman  from  South  Carolina,  (Mr.  Tay- 
lor,) that  no  Administration,  which  acts  wise- 
ly, ever  will  go  to  war  without  first  lading  one  to 
^et  the  sailors,  vessels,  and  capital,  which  may  be 
in  foreign  countries,  at  home,  before  a  declaration 
of  war  shall  be  made.  We  have  been  told  that 
we  could  take  the  Caoadas;  thia  is  not  doubted, 
but,  while  we  are  taking  them,  Great  Britain  may 
take  as  many  of  our  vessels  and  as  much  property 
now  without  oor  limits  as  would  be  four  times 
their  real  value — without  considering  the  unfor- 
tiipate  situation  of  the  seaman  who  is  made  a  pris- 
oner) probably  before  he  knows  that  the  country 
is  in  war.  Considerations  like  these  seem  to 
have  no  weight ;  no  matter  what  consequences 
result,  we  must  have  energetic  measures;  war 
pell-mell,  to  get  clear  of  this  bill,  which  is  said 
to  be  downright  submission.  This  seems  to  me, 
especially  in  the  present  state  of  our  affairs,  to 
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be  a  new  sore  #of  submission.  Is  it  submission, 
openly  to  tell  the  two  most  powerful  nations  in 
the  world,  you  shall  not  come  here  1  No,  it  is  not. 
The  very  prohibition  is  an  act  of  sovereignty ; 
while  one  declares  it  to  be  submission  to  France, 
another  declares  it  to.be  submission  to  England ; 
though  both  agree  that  it  is  submission,  they  dis> 
agree  as  to  the  Power  to  which  it  su Anits.  Nay, 
sir,  it  has  been  said,  that  this  is  entirely  a  mer- 
cantile question,  and  that  farmers  and  planters 
ought  to  have  nothing  to  do  with  it.  Then  far- 
mers and  planters  ought  not  to  pay  any  part  of 
the  expense  which' may  grow  out  of  the  present 
state  or  our  affairs.  The  fact,  however,  is,  that  the 
nation  is  made  up  of  planters,  farmers,  merchants, 
mechanics,  and  professional  men, and  all  have  an 
interest  in  the  question ;  and  it  surely  affects  the 
pecuniary  interest  of  the  planter  and  farmer,  more 
than  it  does  that  of  the  others.  Double  freight 
does  not  affect  the  merchant.  He  makes  his  profit, 
and  the  agricultural  people  pay  it — for  every 
expense  attending  his  trade,  he  lays  an  addi- 
tional advance  on  his  goods,  and  the  agricul- 
tural people  make  all  good  to  him.  Besides,  sir, 
the  President  in  his  first  Message  told  the  House, 
that  he  had  authorized  our  Minister  at  London 
to  inform  the  British  Qorernment  that  another 
Minister  would  be  received  here,  undoubtedly 
with  a  view  to  adjust  our  differences  by  negotia- 
tion. What  would  be  thought  of  our  Govern- 
ment, if,  after  making  this  communication  to  a 
forciffn  Power,  we  were  to  do  that  whicb  some 
gentlemen  have  told  us  we  ought  do— make  open 
and  manly  war?  Nay,  sir,  suppose  Great  Bri- 
tain should  send  another  Minister,  and  instead  of 
his  finding  the  Administration  ready  to  receive 
him,  and  to  treat  with  him  as  he  expected,  he  is 
met  by  a  declaration  of  war,  and  told  to  return 
home  ?  This  would  not  be  like  the  dismissing 
the  late  Minister  for  indecent  expressions  in  his 
letters.  To  me  it  seems  there  would  be  nothing 
candid,  nothing  honorable  in  transacting  our  na- 
tional affairs  jn  this  way;  it  would  be  a  depart- 
ure from  the  principles  which  have  always  gov- 
erned the  nation. 

There  is  nothing  in  the  bill  which  prevents  the 
Legislature  from  adopting  any  other  measure — 
the  bill  may  pass,  and  the  House  may  hereafter 
adopt  such  energetic  measures  as  may  be  thought 
advisable. 

A  gentleman  from  New  York  (Mr.  Root) 
lately  told  us,  that  which  we  had  been  told  before, 
that  the  bill  was  resistance  to  France  and  sub- 
piission  to  Eogland,  He  has  completely  proved 
that  Napoleon  had  submitted  to  England,  as  he 
did  that  we  were  about  to  do  it.  He  told  us  that 
Napoleon  by  his  folly  was  aiding  England  to 
carry  her  Orders  in  Council  into  effect.  If  then 
to  carry  her  Orders  in  Council  into  execution  be 
submission,  Napoleon  has  submitted ;  but  neither 
his  folly  nor  the  bill  on  the  table  are  submission. 

My  colleague,  (Mr.  Sawyer,)  who  is  for  very 
strong  measures,  seems  to  thinx  that  the  friends 
of  the  bill  consider  it  a  certain  cure  for  every 
complaint  to  which  the  body  politic  may  be  sub- 
ject.   None  of  them  have  yet  said  so  much  for  it. 


All  that  they  have  contended  for,  according  to 
my  understanding,  is  this,  that  in  the  present 
state  of  Europe,  and  of  the  United  States,  they 
have  not  been  able  to  discover  a  belter  system,  a 
system  that  would  operate  less  on  ourselves,  sud 
at  the  same  time  have  some  operation  on  Eng- 
land and  France.    My  colleague  said  a  great 
deal  about  war  and  energy.    I  have  already  en- 
deavored to  show,  that  war,  under  the  existing 
circumstances  of  the  nation,  would  be  injurious; 
I  will  only  add  that,  bjr  declaring  it  at  this  mo- 
ment, you  would  put  it  in  the  power  of  Great 
Britain  to  take  probably  one  hundred  millions  oi 
our  property,  and  twenty  or  thirty   thousand  of 
our  sailors. 

1  have  not  seen  the  force  of  the  obserTation  of 
my  colleague,  as  applied  to  the  question  now  be- 
fore the  House,  that  Great  Britain  enforces  her 
orders  on  the  ocean  by  her  navy.  He  cannot  I 
am  sure,  suppose  that  our  little  navy,  with  all 
their  bravery, could  enforce  our  laws  on  the  oceao, 
if  opposed  by  all  the  maritime  strength  of  the 
world ;  and  the  navy  of  Great  Britain  is  able  to 
do  this.  It  is  done  by  physical  force  and  not  bjr 
words ;  and  when  we  talk  about  maritime  war, 
we  ought  to  compare  the  means  we  have  with 
the  end  to  be  obtained.  He  thinks  this  the  pro- 
per time  to  make  war  on  Great  Britain,  bectose 
she  is  on  her  last  prop  and  almost  ready  to  falL 
If  it  be  sa  there  is  no  occasion  for  us  to  giTe  aid, 
to  kick  her  down.  Let  Bonaparte  have  the  sole 
credit  and  honor  of  putting  her  down.  I  under- 
stood my  colleague  to  say,  that  the  friends  of 
the  bill  were  desirous  of  having  a  war  with  Greai 
Britain,  but  were  afraid  to  declare  it.  This,  sir, 
is  not  the  case  with  me.  I  am  not  afraid  to  de- 
clare my  sentiments  upon  any  question,  either  of 
war  or  peace.  I  am  not  desirous  of  war  with 
any  nation  on  earth,  nor  will  I  consent  in  the 
present  state  of  the  world  to  enter  the  war  which 
has  so  long  ravaged  Europe,  either  on  the  side  of 
France  or  Eogland.  But  wlienever  the  National 
Grovernment  shall  declare  war,  I  shall  be  found 
as  ready  to  adopt  the  necessary  measures  to  carry 
it  on  successfully  as  any  man  in  this  House  or  in 
this  nation.  Again,  he  told  us  that  this  is  the 
very  time  to  make  the  attack,  because  all  the  na- 
tions of  Europe  are  leagued  against  her — this  is 
no  reason  with  me,  because  I  am  most  decidedir 
against  joining  any  European  league,  or  having 
an  alliance  with  any  European  Power.  lam 
opposed  to  joining  the  fate  of  this  happy  couatry 
to  that  of  any  nation  in  the  world  ;  nor  do  I  wish 
to  have  a  Minister  at  the  Congress,  which  Napo- 
leon is  to  call  to  settle  the  maritime  rights  and  se- 
cure the  freedom  of  the  sea.  I  have  no  faith  that 
it  will  be  done  by  him.  Give  him  power  on  the 
water,  and  he  will  do  as  he  has  done  on  the  land. 
Give  Great  Britain  power  on  theland,and  she  will 
do  as  she  has  done  on  the  water.  But,  above  all 
this  weak  bill  produced  the  second  Message  of  tbe 
President  of  the  United  States!  If  that  Message 
has  any  bearing  on  the  question,  according  to  mf 
weak  understanding,  it  is  most  decidedly  in  favor 
of  the  bill  I  indeed  it  is  not  easy  to  conceire  hov 
the  President  with  propriety  could  have  said  more 
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Additional  Military  Forea,  a  report  from  (he  Sec- 
retary of  War,  showing  the  progteaa  made 
in  carrying  into  effect  the  act  for  raiaing 
m        -        .       -   ..       .       .       -      15 

Additional  Rations,  Mr.  Letb  sabmitted  a  resolu- 
tion that  a  committee  be  appointed  to  in- 
quire into  the  ezpedieqcy  of  allowing,  to 
commanders  of  separnte  posts  -     -        -    686 
which  wa»  agreed  to,  and  a  committee  ap- 
pointed        ......    586 

Adjournment,,  (first  session,)  interchange  of  mes- 
sagei^  that  committees  aire  respectively 
aopointed  to  wait  on  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  and  inform  him  they  are 
ready  for       .....         49,60 

the  committee  on  the  part  of  the  Senate  re- 
ported -- 60 

joint  oommittees  appointed  preparatory  to, 
(second  session)     -        .        -        .        ,    680 
Administration,  the  P^sident  of  the  Senate  com- 
municated a  letter  from  the  Governor  of 
Ohio,  with  a  copy  of  a  resolution  of  the 
General  Assembly  of  that  State,  appro- 
batory of  the  measures  of  the         •        •    689 
Alexandria,  a  bill  from  the  House  of  Represen- 
tatives to  amend  the  act  establishing  a 
turnpike  road  in  the  county  of,  read  and 
passed  to  a  second  reading     -        -        •    696 
read  a  second  time,  and  rq^rred  to  a  com- 
mittee -        -     * '  698 

reported  without  amendment  ...  647 
amended  and  ordered  to  a  third  reading  -  661 
recommitted  to  a  select  committee  -  -  663 
reported  with  an  amendment,  and  ordered 

to  a  third  reading  as  amended        -        •    664 
read  the  third  time,  and  pased  as  amended      667 
Anderson,  Joseph,  appointed  a  Senator  by  the 
Legislature  of  Tennessee,  from  the  4th 
of  March  last,  produced  his  credentials 
and  took  his  seat  (first  session)      .        .        9 
appeared  and  took  his  seat  (second  session)    616 
remarks  of,  on  his  motion  to  adhere  to  the 
amendments  to  the  bill  concerning  com- 
mercial intercourse,  &c.         ...    692 
Andrews,  George,  and  others,  Mr.  Brent  pre- 
aented  the  petition  of,  praying  to  be  em- 
powered to  form  a  company  for  making  a 
turnpike  road,  dtc         -        •        -        •    618 

lUhCov.iedSx88.-*A 


Annapolis,  Mr.  Reed  gave  notice  of  a  bill  to 

change  the  post  route  from,  to  RockhalI,dc«.  86 
a  bill  to  that  effect  read  twice,  and  referred  88 
reported  without  amendment,  and  ordered 

to  a  third  reading  -  -  ...  38 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed  -  -  -  38 
Army  and  Navy,  Mr.  Giles  submitted  a  resolu- 
tion that  a  select  committee  be  appointed 
to  inquire  whether  it  be  expedient  to 
make  any  modification  of  the  laws  re- 
lating to  the -13 

agreed  to,  and  a  committee  appginted         •      14 
Athens  County,  (Ohio,)  Mr.  Meigs  presented 
the  petition  of  the  citisens  of,  praying  a 
'  law  to  make  and  establish  a  national  road 
•leading  from  the  seat  of  the  National 
Government,  through  Clarksbnrg,  to  tike 
mouth  of  the  Muskingum  river,  referred 
to  a  committee       .....    SBl 
Attorney  General,  on  motion  of  Mr.  Bayard, 
the  reports  of  the,  made  to  the  Senate  in 
pursuance  of  their  order  of  the  6th  Feb- 
ruary,  1807,  were  referred  to  a  select 
committee 681 

B. 
Bank  of  Alexandria,  a  bill  to  continue  the  char- 
ter of  the,  read,  &c.       -        -        -        •    646 
read  f  second  time,  and  ordered  to  a  third 

reading          .        ^        .        .        •        .    gg5 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed  .        •        •    666 
Bank  of  Potomac,  bill  to  incorporate  the,  read,  dtc    661 
read  a  second  time,  and  postponed  to  De- 
cember next -    66S 

Bank  ef  the  United  States,  on  motion  of  Mr. 
Smith  of  Maryland,  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  was  directed  to  report  whether 
any  and  what  dividends  have  been  made 
by  the,  over  and  above  six  per  cent,  per 
annum,  dkc.  .---.• 
a  report  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
with  a  statement  of  dividends 
Bank  of  Washington,  Mr.  Brent  presented  the 
petition  of  the  stockholders,  dbc.,  of  the, 
praying  an  act  of  incorporation,  referred 
to  a  select  committee      ....    616 
a  bill  to  that  eflect  reported,  read,  Ac       -    647 
read  a  aecond  time,  and  postponed  to  De- 
cember next  666 
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Bvitmy  Pofren,  Mr.  Bradlisy  submittod  *  reso- 
lotion  requeating  the  Preflident  of  the 
United  States  to  cause  to  be  laid  before 
the  Senate  the  amount  of  all  moneys  dis- 
bnned  from  the  Treasury  of  the  United 
States  in  their  intercourse  with  the,  ,dDc.      618 

ag;reed  to,  and  the  Secretary  ordered  to  lay 
it  before  the  President  of  the  United 
Stetes   -        -        •        •        .        .        .519 

m  message  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States  with  the  information  asked  for      -    531 

4  bill  from  the  House  of  Bepresentatives  to 
revive  and  continue  in  force  fdr  a  further 
time  the  act  to  protect  the  commerce  and 
seamen  of  the  United  States  against  the, 
was,  by  unanimous  consent,  read  three 
tiines,  and  passed  -        .        -        .        .    526 

Mr.  Bradley  submitted  a  resolution  that  a 
committee  be  appointed  to  inquire  whe- 
ther any  and  what  farther  provisions  are 
necessary  and  expedient,  In  relation  to 
oar  intercourse  with  the  -        •        -    591 

agreed  to,  and  a  committee  appointed  •     593 

Barred  Claims.     (See  Limitation*) 
Batture,  a  bill  from  the  House  of  Rppreaenta- 
tives  to  examine  into  the  title  to  the,  read 
twice,  and  referred         ....     537 

reported  without  amendment     -     .  -        -    647 

amended  and  ordered  to  a  third  reading     -    656 

read  the  third  time,  and  passed  as  amended    657 

returned  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
with  disagreement  to  the  amendments    -    659 

the  Senate  resolved  to  adhere    -        .        .    660 

Bayaidf  James  A.,  of  Delaware,  appeared  and 

took  his  seat  (first  session)  -  -  -  36 
ap|>eared  and  took  his  seat  (second  ats- 

■ion) 519 

speech  of,  on  the  bill  to  engage  a  corps  of 
volunteers     ......     5^7 

BaynhauH  William,  ^  bill  from  the  House  of 

Representotives  for  relief  of,  read^  dec.  -  650 
read  a  second  time,  and  passed  to  a  third 

readinif 662 

read  the  third  time,  and  passed  •        •        •    654 
Bayou  St  John,  a  bill  to  establish  a  light  at  the 

entrance  of.     (See  ScUuate  Harbor.) 
Beach  Point,  bill  to  erect  a  beacon  on.    (See 

Sdtuatt  Harbor,) 
Bird  bland.  Lake  Erie.     (See  ScituaH  Harbor,) 
Boone,  Daniel,  Mr.  Meigs  presented  t^e  petition 

of,  praying  a  grant  of  land  -  •  •519 
refiBrred  to  a  select  committee  -  -  •531 
a  bill  for  relief  of,  reported,  read  twice,  and 

referred  to  a  select  committee         •        -    536 
said  committee  reported    ....    527 
further  consideration  thereof  postponed  to 
December  next      .....    530 
Bwinties  due  from  the  State  of  Virginia,  Mr. 
Giles  submitted  a  resolution  that  a  com- 
mittee be  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  ex- 
pediency of  providing  by  law  for  appro- 
priating certain  waste  and   unappropri- 
ated lands  to  satisfy,  dec.        ...     642 
agreed  to,  and  a  committee  appointed        -    645 
■aid    committee    reported,    and  were  dis- 
charged          661 

Bradley,  Stepheu,  R.,of  Vermont,  appeared,  and 

took  his  seat 18 
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Brent,  Itidyird,  of  Vtrginia,  appeared,  and  took 
his  seat  (first  session)    -        -        -       . 

appeared  and  took  his  seal  (second  scssioo) 
Brown,  Rev.  O.  B.,  Election  6f,  as  Chaplain  • 
Business,  a  joint  resolution  from  th«  House  of 
Riepresentatives  appointing  a  committee 
.  on  their  part,  dec,  to  inquire  what  is  ne- 
cessary to  he  done  during  th«  present 
session  .....        .       . 

agreed  to,  and  aoommittee  appointed  on  the 
part  of  the  Senate  •        -        -        .        . 

a  report  firom  said  committee  read 

appointment  of  a  committee  agreeably  to  the 
twenty-second  rule  for  conducting,  (first 
session)         - '      -        . 

appointmetit  of  a  committee  agreeably  to  the 
twenty-second  rule  for  conducting,  (second 
session)         ...... 

appointment  of  a  committee  agreeably  to 
the  forty-second  mle,  &c»  (eeoond  ses- 
sion)    ....        -         .        - 

a  jeintTCsolution  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, with  notice  to  inquire  what  is 
necessary  to  be  done  by  Congress  during 
the  present  (second)  seasioo,  read»  dice    - 

read  a  second  time,  and  ordered  to  a. third 
reading-        -     .  .' 

read  tl^e  third  time,  agreed  to,  and  a  commit- 
tee appointed         -        - 

report  from  said  committee  read 

C. 

Caldwell,  Harry,  and  others,  a  biU  from  House 
of  Representatives  for  relief  of,  read,  dec. 
read  a  second  time,  and  referred  to  a  com- 
mittee   ....... 

reported  with  amendment,  and  ordered  to  a 
third  reading         .        •        •        .        . 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed  as  amended 
Campbell,  Alexander,  appointed  a  Senator  by  the 
Legislature  of  Ohio,  in  the  room  of  Ed- 
ward TiUin,  resigned,  produced  his  cre- 
dentials, was  qualified,  and  took  his  seat 
Canals  and  Roads,  Mr.  Pope  gave  notice  of  a  hill 

Concerning 

(See  Hoada  and  Canals.) 
Capitol,  a  bill  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives msiking  appropriations  for  complet- 
ing the  -        -        -        -        -         - 

Carroll,  Daniel,  and  others,  Mr.  Gaillard  present- 
ed the  petition  of,  praying  to  be  incorpo* 
rated  for  the  purpose  of  making  certain 
roads  to  the  line  of  the  District,  referred 
Census,  Mr.  Pope  submitted  a  resolution  that  a 
committee  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
expediency  of  providing  by  law  for  taking 
the  third,  which  was  agreed  to,  and  a  com- 
mittee appointed    ..... 

a  bill  reported  by  said  committee,  read,  dkc 
the  vote  passing  the  bill  to  a  second  read- 
ing, reconsidered,  and  the  further  consid- 
eration thereof  postponed  to  the  next  ses- 
sion        

a  bill  ffom  the  House  of  Representatives  to 

provide  for  taking  the  third,  read,  dec.    - 

read  a  second  time,  and  referred  to  a  select 

committee 578 

reported  with  amendments         -        -        -    5^ 
ordered  to  a  thbd  reading  as  emended        -    596 
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read  the  third  time,  and  recoQiinitt«d  •        -    591 

reported  with  amendments         ...    696 

Amendments  agreed  to,  and  ordered  to  a 

third  reading,  and  read  the  third  time  as 

amended        ...        .        .        -    696 

returned  fh>m  the  Hoase  of  Representatives', 
with  agreement  to  some  and  disagreement 
to  other  amendments,  and  the  Senate  ask 
a  conference  -        -        -        -        -        -    699 

the  House  of  Representatives  agree  to  the 
conference     -        -        -        -        •        r    600 

the  managers  reported,  and  the  Senate  re- 
ceded from  their  amendments,  with  an     ^ 
amendment  -        -        -        -        -      .  -    618 

a  hill  from  the  House  of  Representatives  to 
alter  and  amend  the  act  providing  for  the 

third,  read,  dfcc 644 

read  a  second  and  third  time,  and  passed    *.   646 
a  hill  from  the  House  of  Representatives 

fiirther  to  amend  the  said  set  -'       -        <*>-.  678 
read  three  times,  by  consent,  and  passed    -    679 
Chamj^in,  Christopher  G.,  appointed  a  Senator 
by  ibe  Legislature  of  Rhode  Island,  in  the 
room  of  Francis  Malbone,  deoeased,  pio- 
duccd  his  .credentials,  &e.       .        •        •    6iS7 
Chaplains,  resolution  ibr  the  appointment  of  two^ 

of  diflferent  denominations       •        -        -       U 
concurred  in  by  the  House  of  Represent* 

atives    -..-...18 
the  same  resolution,  dec.  (second  session)  -    478 
(Dhesapeake,  I>elawai^,  and  Ohio  Canal  Cdmpa- 
.  ny,  a.  bill  authorizing  a  subscription  to  the 
capital  stock  of,  reported,  and  postponed    589 
Chesapeake  and  Delaware  Canal  Company,  Mr. 
Bayard  having  asked  and  obtained  leave, 
presented  a  bill  authori^ng  the  sale  and 
grant  of  land  to  the,  read,  &fi.        -        *     614 
lead  a  second  time,  and  referred        -       -    624 
reported  without  amendment     *        .        .    624 
ordered  to  a  third  reading  •    •    -        -  :     «.    632 
read  the  thiid  time,  and  passed  -        -r        -    633 

ChickibSBW  Indians,  a  bill  from  the  Houm  of  Rep* 
resentatives  making  appropriation  to  carry 
into  effect  a  treaty  with  the,  read,  St6,      -    27 
read  a  second  time,  and  ordered  to  a  third 

leading  -        ...        .        •      -33 

read  the  third  time,  andpaased  -        -        -      34 

ChiRicothe,  (Ohio,)  Mr  Campbell  praeented  the 
petition  of  the  citizens  o^  praying  an  ap« 
propriation  of  a  proportion  of  die  proceeds 
of  the  public  lands  ivnr  the  improvement 
of  a  great  post  road,' dbo.,  referred  to  the 
eommittee'on  the  petition  for  Athens      -    595 

CUaon,  Isaac,  Mr.  German  gave  notice  of  a  bill 

for  relief  of 668 

hi!!  presented,  read,  Ac.    -        *        •        "    ®^^ 
read  a  second  time,  and  referred         -        -    661 
reported  without  amendment     •        -        -     666 
the  third  reading  refused   -        -        -        -    668 
Clay,  Henry,  the  President  of  the  Senate  com- 
municated a  letter  from  the  Governor  of 
Kentucky,  endosing  a  certificate  of  the  ap- 
pointment of,  in  the  room  of  Buckner 
Tbrueton,  resigned,  read,  and  ordered  to 
tie  on  the  tabic       -        -        -        -        -    551 
appeared,  was  qualified,  and  took  his  seat  -    562 
speedi  of,  on  the  bill  concerning  commercial 
intercourse,  &c.     -        -        -    \  -        -    759 


Clay,  Henry— continued.  Page, 

speedi  of,  on  the  bill  to  provide  munitions  oi 

war -    626 

Clerks,  Mr.  Anderson,  presented  the  petition  of 
the,  in  the  Treasury  Department,  praying 
'an  augmentation  of  their  pay,  referred  to 
a  select  committee         -        -        -        -  ^  681 

Clinton,  George,  Vice  President  of  the  United 
States,  attended  at  the  opening  of  the  first 
session  -        -        -        -        -        -•        9 

absent  from  the  Senate      ...     686,  658 
Clothing  for  the  Army,  dbc.    (See  MuniiioM  of 

War,) 
Collectors  of  Customs.    (See  Fishing  Ve»sel8.) 

College,  Mr.  Brent  presented  the  petition  of  the 
Trustees  of  the  Institute  for  the  educa- 
tion of  youth  in  the  city  of  Washington, 
praying  an  act  to  establish  a,  referred  to 
a  select  committee 611 

Commerce  of  the  United  States,  Mr.  Smith,  of 
Maryland,  gave  notice  of  a  bill  to  author- 
'  ize  the  President  of  the  United  States  to 
jimploy  tl^e  public  armed  ships  to  protect 
the        -        -        -        -   '     -        -        -641 
a  bill  in  pursuance  of  said  notice  was  pre- 
sented and  read     ....        .1     664 

Commercial  Intercourse^  Mr.   Giles  reported  a 
bill  to  amend  and  continue  in  force  the 
act  to  interdict,  with  Great  Britain  and 
France,  &c.,  read,  amended,  and  passed 
to  a  second  reading        •        -        -        -       16 
read  a  second  •time,  and  made  the  order  of 

the  day  for  Thursday  next      •        •        -       17 
debate  on  the  bill       .....      19 

amended  and  recommitted         -        -        -      23 
a  new  bill  reported  as  a  substitute,  read,  dtQ.      33 
read  a  second  time,  and  ordered  to  a  third 
reading  ......      38 

read  the  third  time,  and  passed  unanimously .     39 
returned  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
with  amendments,  which  were  concurred 
in  -        -        ...        .        .48 

a  bill  from  the  House  of  Representatives  on 
the  same  subject,  read,  &c.    ...    549 

read  a  second  thuc,  and  referred  to  a  com- 
'  mittee   ---.---    560 
reported  with  an  amendment     ...    671 
amendments    agreed   to,   the    bill    further 

amended,  and  ordered  to  a  third  reading  577 
read  a  third  time,  and  passed  as  amended  -  579 
the  House  of  Representdtiyes  disagtee  to 

the  amendment  -  -  -  •  -  -  690 
the  Senate  aek  a  conference  ...  692 
the  -House  of-  Representatives  agree  to  the 

conference  -.-..-  698 
a  report  frqm  the  Managers  that  they  could 

come  to  no  sgreemeiit  -  ^  •  -  -  600 
the  Senate  resolved  to  adhere  -  -  -  611 
the  House  of  Representative^  resolved   to 

adhere 637 

Mr.  HiUhouee  submitted  a  resolution  re- 
questing the  President  of  the  United 
States  to  cause  to  be  Isid  before  the  Sen- 
ate information  of  the  manner  in  which 
the  act  to  amend  the  act  to  interdict,  dtc, 
has  been  eiecuted  -  ....  672 
the  resolution  amended  and  agreed  to,  and 
'  the  Secretary  ordered  to  lay  it  before  the 
President 674 
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CommorciBl  Intercourse— continued.  Page* 

a  MesMge  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States  transmitting  a  report  from  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  in  obedience 
to  the  resolution     .        .        .        -        •    584 

Mr.  Leib  presented  the  memorial  of  sundry 
inhabitants  of  Pennsylvania  remonstra- 
ting against  the  passage  of  the  bill  now 
pending,  on  the  subject  of      -        -        *    576 

Mr.  German  presented  a  similar  petition  of 
citisens  of  New  York    .        -        -        -    675 

a  bill  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
concerning,  read,  &c    ....    663 

read  a  second  time,  and  refiorred  to  a  com* 
mittee  --..---    664 

reported  with  amendments         ...    666 

agreed  to,  and  ordered  to  a  third  reading    - .  674 

read  a  third  time,  and  passed  as  amended    -    676 

the  House  of  Representatives  concur  in 
some,  and  disagree  to  others  of  the 
amendments,  and  ask  a  conference,  which 
is  agreed  lo  -        •        -        -        -        -    678 

the  Managers  reported,  and  the  Senate  rece- 
ded  from  one  amendment  and  adhered  to 
others    -        -        -        -        -        -        -    680 

Commercial  Laws,  Mr.  Giles  submitted  a  reso*- 
lution  to  vefer  so  much  of  the  Message  as 
relates  to  a  revision  of  Che,  to  a  select 
committee     ------      13 

which  was  agreed  to,  and  a  committee  ap;- 
pointed 14 

said  committee  reported    -   ^     -        •        -       16 
Condit,  John,  appointed  a  Senator  by  the  Exec- 
utive of  New  Jersey,  aj^peared,  and  was 
qualified 13 

produced  his  credenttali  of  appointment  by 
the  Legislature,  in  place  of  Aaron  Kitch- 
ell,  resigned,  was  qualified,  and  took  his 
seat 478 

Congress,  Mr.  Giles  gave  notice  of  a  bill  to  ^x 

the  time  for  the  next  meeting  of    -        -      15 
a  bill  in  pursuance  thereof  presented  and 

read -      17 

read  a  second  time,  and  ordered  to  a  third 

reading  -----        •      18 

read  the  third  time,  and  postponed     -        -      19 
the  blank  filled  with  the  4th  of  November 

next,  and  the  bill  passed  -  -  -  ^  S5 
a  joint  resolution  authorizing  the  Prejiident 
of  the  Senate  and  Speaker  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  to  adjourn  their  re- 
spective Houses  on  the  30th  of  June, 
was  adopted  .-.---  34 
a  similar  resolution  to  adjourn  the  second 
session,  from  the  House  of  Representa- 

atives,  read -    641 

read  a  second  time 642 

read  the  third  time,  and  agreed  to      -        -    644 
a  resolution  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives  rescinding  the  above,  and    fixing    ' 
another  day,  read  -----    662 
read  a  second  time     »        .        -        -        -    663 
read  the  third  time,  and  agreed  to      •        •    665 

Conatittt^n,  Mr.  Pope  submitted  a  resolution 

proposing  an  amendment  of  the     -        -    480 

the  resolutions  read  and  passed  to  a  aecond 
rea^ng- 483 

read  a  second  time,  and  referred  to  a  select 
committee  -        •  .     -       •        •    488 
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^m^ 


6» 

671 
673 


Mr.  Reed  submitted  a  leaelnttoa  to  amend   530 
which  was  referred  to  a  select  oommittee   •   647 
reported  with  an  amendment     -        •       •   549 
lecommitted  to  a  select  committee       -        -   571 
reported  with  further  amendments      -        -    573 
the  report  and  amendments  reoommitted    •    574 
Mr.  Champlin  communicated  a  reaolution 
of  the  Legislature  of  Rhode  lalaod  in- 
structing their  Senators  to  oppose  a  cer- 
tain amendment  of  the  -        «        -       -   631 
Mr.  Reed*s  resolution  was  reported  fruther 
amended       ------ 

amendments  agreed  to,*  and  ordered  to  a 
third  reading  -  .  -  -  -  . 
vead  a  third  time,  and  passed  aa  amended  - 
Mr.  Leib  presented  a  reaolQtion  of  the  Legis- 
lature of  Pennsylvania  disapproving  the 
amendment  of  the,  as  proposed  by  the 
State  of  Maasachttsetts .        -        -       - 

Consuls,  a  bill  fixing  the  comptsnaation  of,  resi- 
ding on  the  coatft  of  Barbary,  read 
read  a  second  time    •>        -        -         -       •    6S7 
amended,  and  ordered  to  a  third  reading     •   646 
read  the  ihird  time,  and  passed  a^  amended   644 
Contingent  Expenses.    (See  Staiwmery,  dec.) 
the  President  of  the  United  Scetcs  trans- 
mitted an  account  of  the,  of  the  Govern- 
inent     -♦.----SJl 

Contracts,  a  report  from  the  Secretary  oi  War 
of  three  atatements  oi,  in  obedtenee  to 
law,  made  by  the  Department  and  by  the 
Purveyor  of  Public  Supplies  •        -       -   57S 
the  Postmaster  General  made  a  report  con- 
cerning his    -        -        •        -        -       -   5IS 
(See  Ptibiie  Contracts.) 
Convoy,  Mr.  German  submitted  a  ree<4otion  re- 
lating to,  Ac.         -        -        -        -       -   55fi 

which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations  -        -        -        -       .   587 

Cravdbrd,  W.  H.,  of  Georgia^  attended 
(second  session) 

speech  o£  on  the  bill  authorisittg  the  equip- 
ment of  the  frigates,  dkc 
Crimes,  Mr. .Clay  gave  notice  of  a  bill  to 

Certain  -        •        -        •  .      •        •       • 

a  bill  iti  pursuance  of  netice,  supplementary 

to  the  act  to  punish  certain,  read,  Ac     - 

read  a  aecond  time,  and  referred  to  a  commit- 

tee        ------- 

reported  without  amendment 
postponed  to  December  next      •        •       - 
Cuba,  on  motion  of  Mr.  Oiks,  it  waa  reeolved  to 
request  the  President  of  the  United  blates 
to  cause  to  be  laid  before  the  Senate  such 
information  as  he  may  deem  proper  to  be 
communicated  respecting  the  exiles  fnm 
the  island  of,  Ac,  and  the  Secretary  wsi 
ordered  to  present  the  resolution 
a  Message  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States  transmitting  the  information  re- 
quested, was  referred  to  the  committee  on 
the  bill  to  remit  certain  penalties    - 
Ciimberland  Road,  Mr.  Pope  gave  notice  of  a  bill 
in  addition  to  the  act  for  laying  out  and 
making  the    ------ 

a  bill  presented  and  read    .        •        -       - 

read  a  second  time,  amended,  and  ordered  to 

a  third  reading 
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UomberUnd  Roa<l— continaed.  'Pa^e. 

read  tKe  third  ttaie,  and  paaMd  as  amended  47 

Mn  Pope  gave  a  similar  notice  ...  483 

and  presented  a  bill,  ^tc*^  which  was  read  •  611 
reid  a  second  time,  and  ordered  to  a  third 

reading          •        -        •        -        -  '      -  512 

read  the  third  time,  and  passed  ...  683 

D. 

Dardin,  Amey,  a  bill  from  theHonse  of  Represen- 
tatives for  relief  6f»  read,  <dcc.  •        -        -601 
read  a  second  time,  and  referred  to  a  com- 
mittee    611 

reported  without  amendment      ...    660 
the  third  reading  refused    -        -        .        >    676 
Delaware,  Mr.  Bayard  presented  a  resolution  of 
the  Legislature  of,  disapproTing  of  the 
amendment  of  the  Constitution  proposed 
by  the  State  of  Massachusetts         .        -    668 
Dempsie,  John,  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  au- 
thorized to  continue,  as  a  clerk  in  his  office, 
for  another  year     .      .  -        -        -        -'26 
Dboct  Tax,  Mr.  Bradley  submitted  a  resolution 
that  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be  di- 
rected, to  lay  before  the  Senate  a  state- 
ment of  the  payment  of  the,  made  by  the 
States  respectively,  dtc,  which  was  agreed 

to  - 614 

a  letter  from  tho  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
in  obedience  thereto  -  -  -  '  -  619 
District  of  Columbia,  a  bill  to  incorporate  a  com- 
pany for  making  certain  roads  Within  the* 
was  read,  dec.  -  -  -  -  -  625' 
read  a  second  time,  and  referred  to  a  com- 
mittee   526 

reported  with  amendments  which  were  read '  593 
agreed  to,  and  ordered  to  a  third  reading  -  694 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed  aS  amended  696 
Mr.  Bradley  gave  notice  of  a  bill  to  augment 
the  compensation  of  the  circuit  judges  of 
th6  circuit  court  in  the  ....  527 
a  bill  in  pursuance  of  notice  presented  and 

read 527 

recommitted  to  a  select  committee      >        -    528 
a  bill  to  authorize  the  removal  of  slaves  from 
one  part  to  another  of  the,  read  first  and 
second  time,  and  referred  to  a  select  com- 
mittee   531 

reported  with  amendment  -        -        •        -    549 
ordered  to  a  third  reading  -        -  '      -        -    652 
read  the  third  time,  and  recommitted  -        -    664 
reported  with  amendments         ...    572 
further  amended  and  recommitted      -        -    686 
reported  with  amendments,  which  were  tead    598 
postponed  until  December  next  -        -    '696 

Mr.  Bayard  having  asked  and  obtained  leave, 
presented  a  bill  to  amend  the  laws  within 
the,  which  Was  read,  dpc        -        -        -     614 
read  a  second  time,  and  referred  to  a  select 
committee      ......    623 

reported  with  amendments,  whirii  were  read    636 
amendments  agreed  to,  and  the  bill  ordered 

to  a  third  reading 

read  the  third  tinie,  and  passed  as  amended 

Mr.  Anderson  reported  a  bill  supplementary 

to  the  act,  concerning  the,  which  was 

read 

on  motion  of  Mr.  Brent^  the  said  bill  was 


Page. 
Dividends.    (See  Bank  of  the  United  Siate^") 
Documents^  a  bill  from  &e  House  of  Represen-^ 
tatives  to  transmit  by  mail,  free  of  postage, 
certain,  read,  dec.  -        -        -        -        -    499 

read  a  second  time,  amended,  and  ordered 
to  a  third  reading  -        .        .        .        .    4fi2 

read  the  third  time,  and/passed  as  amended     483 
Drawback,  Mr.  Malbone  gave  notice  of  a  bill  to 

extend  the  benefit  of,  dec.       -        •        -       18 

a  bill  in  pursuance  thereof,  presented  and 
read 28 

read  a  second  time,  and  referred  to  a  com- 
mittee  -        -        -'•        •        -        -26 

reported  without  amendment,  and  ordered  to 
a  third  reading      -        •        -        •        .      27 

read  the  third  time,  and  passed   -        -        -      32 

Mr.  Cbamplin  gave  notice  of  a  bill  of  similar 
tenor     -        -        .        .        -        .        .    695 

a  bill  from  the  House  of  Repieaentaiives  to 
allow  the  benefit  of,  in  a  certain  ease,  read    669 

read  a  aecond  time,  and  ordered  to  a  third 
reading  ......    661 

read  the  third  time,  and  passed  ...    668 
Dubeiery,  Peter  F.,  Mr.  Smith  of  Maryland,  pre- 
'  sented  the  petition  of,  praying  relief  from 
penalties  for  an  alleged  breach  of  the  rev- 
enue laws      -    667 

Dyster,  Joseph  Joshua,  Mr.  Leib  presented  the 
petition  of,  praying  the  benefit  of  patent 
right  for  a  new  invention  of  an  iron  bridge, 
referred  to  a  select  committee         -        -    482 

said  committee,  reported  a  bill,  as  prayed, 
which  was  read,  dec      •        -        -        •    611 

read  a  second  time,  and  ordered  to  a  third 
reading 612 

read  the  third  time,  and  passed  ...    513 

returned  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
with  amendments,  which  were  read        -     549 

the  amendments  concurred  in    -        -        -    550 

Mr.  Leib  presented  another  petition  of,  stat- 
ing his  discovery  of  a  new  and  important 
mode  of  propelling  vessels  by  stesm,  and 
praying  the  privilege  of  patent  right,  read 
and  referred  to  a  select  committee  -  -  674 
.  said  committee  reported  a  biH  to  eztendxer- 

tain  privileges  to,  read,  &^    ...    578 

read  a  second  time,  and  ordered  to  a  third 
reading  .--.-.    683 

read  the  third  time,  and  passed  ...     584 

B. 
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632 


postponed  to  December  next  • 


-    648 


Easton,  Sarah,  and  Dorothy  Jones,  Mr.  Giles  pre- 
sented tbe  petition  of,  praying  a  donation 
of  lands,  or  commutation  of  tbe  half-pay 
of  their  father,  the  late  Robert  H.  Harri- 
son, aid-de-camp  and  secretary  to  the 
Commander-in-Chief  of  the  Revolutiona- 
ry Army        ..---- 

the  petition  was  read  - 

referred  to  the  committee  on  the  bill  for  re- 
lief of  Mrs.  Elizabeth  Hamilton 

an  unfavorable  report  thereon  from  said  com- 
mittee  .......    646 

Bel  River  Tribe.  (See  Wta  andEelRher  THbes.) 

Elections,  Mr.  Hillhouse  submitted  a  resolution, 
that  a  committee  o^  be  appointed    -     ,   - 
amended  and  agreed  to,  and  a  committee  ap- 
pointed-       ...... 
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Emoluments,  a  report  from  the  Secretaiy  of 
the  Treasury,  with  a  statement  of  the,  of 
officers  employed  in  the  collection  of  cus- 
toms, in  the  year  1809,  rear)    ...    600 
Engineers,  Mr.  Bradley  gave-  notice  of  a  bill 

making  further  provision  fox  the -corps  of    616 
a  biH  in  pursuance  thereof  presented  and 

■  read      - 6Ff 

read  a  second  time,  and  postponed  to  Janu- 
ary next        --.---    518 
referred  to  a  select  committee     ...     662 
reported  with  an  amendment      ...    663 
postponed  to  December  next      ...    675 
Erie  Literary  Society,  Mr.  Bradley  presented 
the  petition  of  a  committee  in  behalf  of 
the  trustees  of  the,  praying  a  donation  of 
land  in  the  Connecticut  Western  Reserve, 
read,  and  referred  to  a  select  committee  -    674 
said    committee  repotted    a  resolution   to 
postpone  the  further  consideration  to  the 
next    session    of  Congress,  which  was 
agreed  to       -----        -    646 

Extra  Compensation,  a  motion  to  grant,  to  cer- 
tain servants  of  the  Senate,  objected  to  -      40 
Mr.  Leib  submitted  a  resolution  \fi  the  same 

purpose,  which  was  read  .  •  -  «>  -661 
read  a  second  time,  and  passed  to  a  third  -  663 
read  the  third  time,  and  agreed  to       -        -     666 

F. 

Fishing  Vessels,  Mr.  Lloyd  gaye  notice  of  a  bill  to 
authorize  credit  to  be  given  to  certaip  col- 
lectors of  customs  for  allowances  paid  by 
them  to  the  owners  and  crews  of     -        -      41 

a  bill  in  pursuance  thereof  presented,  and 
re&d  a  first  and  second  time,  and  referred      41 

reported  without  amendment,  and  ordered  to 
a  third  reading       ...        -        -      42 

read  the  third  time,  and  passed  -        -.       •      43 

Foreign  Armed  Vessels,  Mr.  Leib  submitted  a 
resolution  that  i  committee  be  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  provi- 
ding by  law  for  excluding,  from  our  ports 
and  ha/bors   •        -        -        -        -        -  *    40 
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547 


agieed  to,  and  a  committee  appointed 
said  committee  reported  a  resolution  to  post- 
pone the  further  consideration  of  the  sub- 
ject until  the  next  session  of  Congress    - 
Foreign  Coins,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
transmitted  his  report  in  obedience  to  the 
law  regulating  the  currency  of       -        - 
Foreign  Relations,  on  ^notion  of  Mr.  Giles,  so 
much  of  the  President's  Message  as  re- 
lated to,  was  referred  to  a  select  committee 
a  committee  appointed        .... 
Fortifications,  a  bill  reported  to  complete  the,  for 
security  of  ports   and  harbors  and  the 
Northwestern  frontier,  read,  &c.    - 
read  a  second  time,  and  ordered  to  a  third 

reading  -        -        -        .  i       - 

the  blanks  therein  filled,  read  a  third  time, 

and  passed    -        -        -        - 
a  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  War,  with 

his  report  on  the  subject  of     - 

on  motion  of  Mr.  Smith,  of  Maryland,  the 

galleries  were    cleared,  and  the  report 

mentioned  was  read        .        .        .        • 

Franklin,  Jesse,  of  North  Carolina,  attended      - 
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Free  Negioes,  Mr.  Brent  gave  nodee  of  a  bffl 
to  prevent  the  fnture  emigfution  of,  to  the 
District  of  Columbia  -  •  •  -  595 
Frigates,  a  bill  to  aulboriav  the  fitting  out,  man- 
ning, dtcM  the,  of  the  United  Stato,  read 
a  first  and  seoond  tmie,  and  ordered  to  a 
third  reading         -        -  *     - 

read  the  third  time;  and,  on  motion  of  Mr. 
GKIes,  postponed    ..... 

the  bill  recommitted  -        -        -        •       -    538 

reported  #ith  amendments,  agreed  to*  and 
ohiered  to  a  third  reading  as  amended    - 

the  correspondence  of  the  Chairman  with 

-   the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  on  the  aufaiect, 
ordered  to  be  printed      .... 

the  bill  read  the  third  time  .... 

and  passed        ....         .       . 

FttUon,  Robert,  a  letter  firom,  with  swidfy  copies 
of  his  pamphlet  explanatory  of  the  prac- 
tice and  cfifecta  of  torpedoes,  w«a  cobmbu- 
nicated  to  the  Senate      -        -        -       •    556 

O. 

Gaillard,  John,  the  election  of,  ae  President^ 

tern,  of  the  Senate  -        -        -       •   586 

the  Vice  President  being  again  absent,  he 
is  re-elected  to  the  chair  -        -        -   658 

Garret,  Joab,  a  bill  from  the   House  of  Repre- 
sentatives for  relief  of,  Ac,  read      -        -55! 
read  a  second  titne,  and  referred  to  a  com* 

mittee    -        -        -        -        -        .       -   553 
reported    with    amendments,  which   were 
agreed  to,  and  ordered  to  a  third  reading 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed  as  amended 
Gene^l  Post  Ofiiice  and  Patent  Office^  m  bill  from 
-  the  House  of  Representatives  for  the  bet- 
ter accommodation  of  the        «        .       . 
read  a  first  and  second  time,  by  coasent, 

and  referred  to  a  select  committee  - 

reported  without  amendment,  and  ordered 

.    to  a  third  reading  -        .        .        .       • 

read  the  third  time,  and  passed  ... 

German,  Obadiah,  appointed  a  Senator  by  the 

Legislature  of  rfew  York,  produced  his 

credentiabs  was  qualified,  dtc. 

attended  at  the  second  session    - 

Giles,  Mr.,  speech  of,  on  the  bill  to  continue  in 

force  the  non-intercourse  act  -        .       • 

remarks  of,  on  his  resoluUon  to  refer  &e 

subject  of  foreign  relations  to  a  select 

committee -  *'^ 

speech  of,  on  his  resolution  approving  fiie 
c6nduct  of  the   Executive  towards  the 
British  Minister  Jackson         .        .       - 
remarks  of,  on  the  bill  to  prevent  the  abuse 
'        of  privileges  by  foreign  Ministers    - 
speech  of,  on  the  bill  to  authorize  the  equip- 
ment of  the  frigates       .... 
Government,  a  bill  ftom  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives making  appropriations  for  the 
support  of,  for  the  year  1810  - 
read,  and  passed  to  a  second  reading  - 
read  a  second  time,  and  referred  to  a  select 

committee 

reported   with    amendments,  which   were 

read      -        -        -        .        -        .       - 

the  ameodments  agreed  to,  and  ordered  le 

a  third  reading 575 

read  the  third  time,  and  passed  as  amended   57( 
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OreAt  BiilailB.  On  motiMi  of  Mr.  Lloyd  wiolv«d 
that  the  PrMident  of  the  United  State* 
be  reqoeited  to  eania  to  be  laid  before  the 
Senate  tneh  infermation  aa  he  may  deem 
it  expedient  to  commniitcate  in  lelatioiL 
to  OQir  coneerns  with  •  •  -  •' 
a  Meeeage  from  the  President  of  the  Uni- 
ted States  in  compliance  with  the  above, 
read,  and  3,M0  copiee  of  the  papem  or- 
dered to  be  printed  .... 
Mr.  fjoib  submitted  eundiy  reeoiuttonp.re- 
qniring  the  Preeident  of  the  United 
States  to  instruct  our  Minister  in  Lon- 
don to  demand  an  immediate  ackoowi- 
edgment  of  Mr.  Enkine's  arrangement, 


Page. 


36 


37 


-    478 


-    609 


694 

the  said  resolutions  were  withdrawn  -        -    697 

^regg,  Andrew,  election  ot,  as  President  pro 

fern,  of  the  Senate,  dec.  -  •     -  -      40 

took  the  chair  at  ihe  opening  of  the  second 
session  -        -        -        •        -        .     •  -.  473 

Griswold,  Stanley,  appointed  a  Senator  by  the 

Executive  of  Ohio,  was  qualified,  dec.     •      23 
on  motion  of  Mr.   Hillhouse,  the  ccedien- 
tialsof^  were  referred  to  the  Committee  of 
Elections       -        -        ...        .34 
said  committee  reported  that  he  was  entitled 
to  his  seat -      37 

Onillet,  Urban,  and  associates.  (See  La  J)rappi.) 
Chinboats,  a  bill  to  direct  the  sale  of,  read,  Sec  -      27 
the  correspondence  of  the  chabman  of  the 
eommittee,  who  reported  the  bill,  with  the     , 
{Secretary  of  the  Navy  on  the  subject, 
was  submitted  with  the  bill    -        -        •      27 
■aid  bin  waa  read  a  second  time,  and  ordered 

to  lie  ibr  consideration  ....  33 
recommitted  to  a  select  committee  -  •  38 
reported  with  an  amendment  -  •  •  39 
postponed  to  the  next  session  of  Congress  -      40 

H. 

Hamilton,  Elisabeth,  a  bill  from  the  House  of 

Representatives  for  relief  of,  read,  Ac*    -    601 
read  a  second  time,  ind  referred  to  a  com- 
mittee •        •        *        -        -        -        -611 
reported  without  amendment     -  .     -        •    946 
the  third  reading  refused   ....    666 

Hannah,  George  H.  and  others,  impressed  sea- 
men, the  petition  of  wi&s  laid  before  the 
Senate  by  their  President,  praying  the  in- . 
terposition  of  Government  in  their  be- 
half, read  and  referred  to  the  Secretary  of 
State  •  .  -  -  .  -  -  ^676 
a  report  thereon  from  that  officer        -        -    678 

Harding,  William,  Mr.  Clay  presented  the  peti- 
tion of,  praying  compensation  for  expea- 
ditures  in  the  Indian  war  in  the  west ; 
referred  to  a  select  committee         -        -    668 

Havana  Sugars.    (See  Murray,  John,  4r  Sam,) 

Hawkins,  WiHiam,  a  bill  from  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives to  authorize  the  dacharge  Df« , 
from  imprisonment,  read,  dbc.  •    649 

read  a  second  time,  and  referred  to  a  eom- 
miltee   -.•.----    660 

reportad  with  an  amendment,  agreed  to,  and 
ordered  to  a  third  reading      -        - .      -    666 

read  the  third  time,  and  passed  as  ameaded    666 


648 
648 

10 

631 


P«8a« 

Heard,  John,  a  bill  from  the  House  of  Represea- 
tatives  to  discharge,  from  imprisonment* 
twice  read  by  consent,  referred  to  a  com- 
mittee, reported  without  amendment,  and 
ordered  to  a  third  reading;  read  a  third 
time,  and  passed    .... 

Hillhouse,  James,  of  Connecticut,  attended 

speech  of,  on  the  bill  to  prevent  the  abiue 
of  privileges,  by  foreign  Ministers  - 

Horsey,  Outerbridge,  the  President  of  the  Sea- 
ate  oommunteated  a  letter  from  the  Spea- 
ker of  the  Senate  of  Delaware,  endostng 
a  certificate  of  the  appointment  of,  as  Sea- 
ator  of  the  United  States,  in  the  pkce  of 
Samuel  White,  deceased,  read  and  or- 
dered to  lie  6n.  the  table  -  '  - 
attended,  was  qualified,  and  took  his  seat  - 

House  oi  Representatives,  a  message  firom  the, 
in  relation  to  a  quorum  -        •        -        - 

Hussey,  Tristram,  a  bill  from  the  House  of  Rep-^ 

iesentatives  for  the  relief  of,  read,  dbc    - 

read  a  second  time,  referred  to  a  pommitlee 

reported  without  amendment,  and  ordered 

to  a  third  reading  -        -        -        .        . 

read  the  third  time,  and  passed  ■«        •        . 

L 

Indiana  Territoxy,  a  bill  from  the  House  of  Rap- 
sentatives  providing  for  the  sale  of  cer- 
tain lands  in- 
road, and  passed  to  a  second  readiog 

read  a  second  time,  and  referred  to  a  select 
committee     ..---- 

reported  with  amendments         ... 

amendments  agreed  to,  and  ordered  to  a 
third  reading  -        -      '  - 

read  the  third  time,  and  passed  as  amended    6T2 
Indian  Tribes,  the  President  of  the  United  Statea 
communicated  copies  of  treaties  with  cer- 
tain        

a.  bill  from  the  House  of  Representatitee 
making  appropriations  to  carry  into  efiect 
treaties  with  ......    626 

read,  and  passed  to  a  second  reading  -    630 

read  a  iecond  time,  and  ordered  to  a  thud 
reading  ...... 

read  the  third  time,  amended,  by  unanimous 
consent,  and  passed  as  amended     - 

Mr.  Clay  gave  notice  of  a  bill  to  regulate 
trade  and  intercourse  with  the 

a  bill  in  pursuance  presented,  and  read 
Internal  Improvement,  Mr.  Pope  presented  a  biU 
having  for  its  object,  by  roads  and  canals, 
which  was  read     -        •        - 

(For  progress  of  said  bill,  see  Soadi  and 
Canais.) 
Invalid  Pensioners,  a  bill  from  the  House  of 
Representatives  concerning,  read    - 

read  a  second  time,  and  referred 

reported  with  amendments        ... 

amendments  agreed  to,  and  ordered  to  a 
third  reading  ..... 

read  the.  third  time,  and  passed  as  amended 

J. 

Jackion,  Franeis  James,  (Britisfa  Minister  Pleai- 
potentiary,)  Mr.  Giles  from  tho  Commit- 
tee on  Foreign  Relations,  reported  a  r&h 
.  olution  touching  the  conduct  of;  read, 
and  passed  to  a  second  reading      -       -    480 
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Jftduon,  Francui  J. — contanaed.  Page. 

read  a  aecond  time ^2 

ordered  to  a  third  reading  .        .        -    509 

read  the  third  time,  and  pacaed  -        -        •    510 
Mr.  Gilee  submitted  anotiier  reaolation  that 
m  joint  committee  be  appointed  to  present 
to  the  President  of  the  United  Stotes,  the 
joint  resolution  of  the  two  Hooses  respect- 
ing the  conduct  of        -    '    -        -        •     621 
at  the  request  of  the  mover,  the  last  resolu- 
tion was  withdrawn        ....    626 
JetfersoDi  Thomas,  Mr.  Pope  gave  notice  of  a 
bill  freeing  from  postage  all  letters  and 
packets  from  .....      43 

ft  bill  in  pursuance,  presented  and  read      -      43 
read  a  second  time,  and  ordered  to  a  third 

reading  -        -        •        -        -        -      46 

read  the  third  time,  and  passed  -        -        -      40 
JonM,  Levin,  Mr.  Smith,  of  Maryland,  presented 

the  petition  of;  read  and  referred  •  -  580 
Jonesi  Walter,  and  others,  of  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia, Mr.  Anderaon  presented  the  peti- 
tion of,  praying  that  provision  may  be 
made  for  the  establishment  of  a  Peniten- 
tiary system  in  said  District,  referred  to  . 
a  select  committee         -        •        -        -    669 

K. 

Kaakaakia^  a  bill  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives authorizing  the  appointment  of  an 
agent  for  the  land  office  at,  read      -        -      27 

read  a  second  time  by  consent,  and  referred 
to  a  committee 27 

reported  with  an  amendment,  agreed  to,  and 
ordered  to  a  third  reading       -        -        -      33 

and,  by  unanimous  consent,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed 33 

returned  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tivas  with  disagreement  to  the  amend- 
ment      36 

the  Senate  receded  frpm  their  amendment  -      36 

a  bill  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
confirming  the  decisions  of  the  Commis- 
•ioners  in  the  district  of,  read  twice,  and 
referred 676 

reported  without  amendment     -   ,    -        •    676 

read  the  third  time,  and  passed  ...  677 
Kentucky,  Mr.  Giles  submitted  a  resolution  that 
a  committee  be  appointed  to  inquire  into 
the  expediency  of  extinguishing  the  In- 
dian claim  to  lands  within  the  boundaries 
of  the  State  of 642 

agreed  to,  and  a  committee  appointed         -    M6 
lid  committee  reported,  and  were  discharge 
from  the  further  consideration  of  the  sub- 


ject 


r,  John,  a  bill  from  the  House  of  Represent- 
atives authorizing  the  discharge  of,  from 
imprisonment,  read        .... 
read  a  second  Ume     -        -        -        -        * 
referred  to  a  select  committee    .        -        - 
reported  without  amendment,  and  ordered 
to  a  third  reading  .        -        -        .        - 
recommitted  on  motion  of  Mr.  Turner 
reported  with  an  amendment,  agreed  to,  and 
ordered  to  a  third  reading       ... 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed  as  amended 
Kickapoo  Tribe  of  Indians,  a  Message  from  the 
President  of  the  United  Stetes,  submit- 
ting copies  of  a  treaty  with  the,  read 
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Land  Department,  on  motion  of  Mr.  Meigs  a 
committee  was  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 

expediency  of  esteblishing  a  -        •        -    535 
a  bill  reported  to  add .  to  the  officers  of  the 
Treasury    a    Superintendent  of    Public 
Lands,  which  was  read  -        •        .        .    575 
read  a  second  time    .....     676 

"    postponed  indefinitely        ....     624 

Land  Offices,  a  bill  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives to  prescribe  the  mode  in  which 
application  shall  be  made  for  the  porchase 
of  land  at  the  several,  dec        ...    552 
read,  and  passed  to  a  aecond  reading  -        -     553 
read  a  second  time,  and  referred  to  a  select 
committee      ......     553 

reported  with  amendments,  agreed  to,  and 

ordered  to  a  third  reading        ...     671 
.  read  the  third  time,  and  passed  as  amended     671 
Lapsley,  Margaret,  and  others,  a  bill  from  the 
House  of  Representatives  fer  the  relief 
of,  read,  Ac  ..'...     655 
read  a  second  time,  and  referred  to  a  seleet 
committee      ......     557 

;     reported  without  amendment     ...     6C3 

ordered  to  a  third  reading  -        -        ...     676 

read  a  third  time,  and  recommitted    -        -     678 

reported  with  amendments,  agreed  .to,  read 

the  third  time,  and  passed  as  amended    -     679 

La  Trappe,  Mr.  Brent  presented  the  petition  of 
tne  Society  of^  praying  confirmation  of 
their  title  to  certain  lands  in  Illinois,  read, 
and  referred  to  a  select  committee  •  -  612 
a  report  from  said  committee  read  .  -  •  636 
the  report,  dtc,  referred  to  a  select  com- 
mittee         -     643 

a  bill  reported*  and  read    ....    643 
read  a  second  time    -        -        .        .        .     $45 


amended,  and  ordered  to  a  third  reading 
read  a  third  time,  and  passed  as  amended  - 

Latrobe,  B.  H.,  a  report  and  letter  from,  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate      -        .        .        •        . 

a  letter  from,  on  the  subject  of  airangcments 
for  the  new  Senate  Chamber  .        .        . 

which  letter  was  referred  to  a  select  com- 
mittee  ----... 
Lee,  Rev.  Jesse,  a  message  from  the  House  of 
Representetives  that  they,  have  appointed 
the,  Chaplain         -        -        .        .        . 

a  similar  message  at  the  second  session 
Lee,  Richard  Bland,  Mr.  Brent  submitted  a  rese- 
hition  that  the  petition  of,  which  was  pre- 
sented at  the  last  session,  be  referred  to 
the  Secretory  of  War     .... 

which  was  agreed  to  -  .     -        -        . 

a  report  from  the  Secretory  of  War  in  the 
case      ....«• 

on  motion  of  Mr.  Clay,  the  petition  and  ._ 
port  were  referred  to  a  select  committee  - 

report  of  said  committee  read 

ordered  to  lie  on  the  Uble  - 

on  motion  of  Mr,  Brent,  the  report  and  pa- 
pera  were  referred  to  a  select  committee  - 

the  President  laid  before  the  Senate,  a  letter 
firom,  on  the  subject  of  his  daiiii,  which 
Was  referred  to  the  coounittee  last  named 
L'Enfent,  P.  C,  a  bill  from  the  Houeeof  Repro. 
sentetives  for  relief  of,  read  three  timea, 
and  passed    •....• 
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Pige. 
Leib»  Mr.»  miwks  of,  in  es|»biiAtkm  of  hit  ret- 
■ODi  lor  jrithdrawing  certain  letolatioui 
in  ralfttion  to  Great  Britain    ...    597 
Library*  a  joint  reeuliition  from  the  Honse  of  Rep- 

reaentativei  in  relation  to,  concurred  in    -      42 

a  committee  waa  appointed  on  the  part  of 
the  Beeate  to  join  a  committee  of  the 
Houae,  on  the        .....    617 

a  meonge  from  the  Honee  of  ^Repreeenta^s 
tireay  that  thej  have  .appointed  a  commit 
tee  on  their  part    -        -        -        *        -    619 

a  bill  in  addition  to  the  act  oonoeming  the^ 
read  twic^     -        -        -        -        -        •    (^78 

read  the  third  time,  and  paeied  -  -  •  67S 
Ijtmitalion»  •  Mr.  Giles '  aiibnitted  a-  resolntion 
directing  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to 
lay  before  the  Senate  a  statement  of  claims 
adjusted  and  allowed, 'under  the  act  for 
the  settlement  of  claim*  barred  •  by  the 
stetutesof     -        -        •        •    .    -        -668 

the  resolution  amended,  and  agreed  to        -    669 

a  report  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
in  obedience  thereto        ....    676 

Mr;  Hillhouse  reported  a  resolution  direct 
ing  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  re- 
port the  necessary  prorisions  to  guard  the 
Treasury  against  frauds,  dec.,  in  daims^ 
barred    by  the  statutes  o(  which  was 
agreed  to       •        -     »  -        -        -        -    679 
ItiTingston,  Edward,  Mr.  Giles  presented  the  me- 
morial of,  stating  his  daim  to  the  batture, 
praying  that  possession  may  be  restored  tO' 
him,  referred  to  a  select  committee  - 
(See  fyUture.) 
Lloyd,  James,  jr.,  appointed  a  Senator  by  the 
Legislature  of  Massachusetts,*  was  quali- 
fied, dec.        10 

attended  at  the  second  session    ...    474 
Loan,  a  bill  from  the  House  of  Representatives 

authorizing  a,  read,  dec  •        -        •        -    669 

read  a  second  time,  and  referred  to  a  select 
committee      -        •        -        -        -        .    670 

reported  with  an  amendment      -        -        -    671 

the  amendment  agreed  to,  read  a  third  time» 
and  passed  as  amended  -  -  -  •  677 
Louiaiana,  Mr.  Bradley  presented  several  peti- 
tions from  inhabitants  of  the  Territory  of, 
praying  to  be  admitted  to  the  privileges 
consequent  upon  a  second  grade  of  Terri- 
torial government,  which  were  read        -    678 

M. 

Malbone,  Francis,  a  Senator  from  Rhode  Island, 
the  death  of  announced,  and  the  uauai 
resolutions  of  respect  adopted         -        -       24 
notification  to  the  Executive  of  Rhode  Island 

thereof  ordei^d       -----      26 
Mr.  Lloyd  submitted  a  resolution  that  the 
funeral  expenses  of,  be  paid  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Senate,  which  was  agreed  to  -      S6 

Marbury,  William,  and  others,  (Georgetown, 
D.  C)  Mr.  Hillhouse  presented  the  peti- 
tion of,  praying  a  law  to  authorise  a  turn* 
pike,  ic,  read       -        -        -        -        - '  576 

Marietta,  Mr.  Meigs  praeented  the  petition  of  a 
number  of  the  inhabitants  of;  praying  a 
proportion  of  the  proceeds  of  public  lands 
within  the  State  of  Ohio,  for  the  improve- 
ment of  the  great  roady  read  •        -        -    586 


Paga. 
Maryland,  a  bill  from  the  House  of  Represfnta- 
trves,  to  alter  the  time  for  holding  the  cir- 
cuit court  in  the  district  of     -        -        -    662 
the  bill  read,  Ac       .....    663 

read- a  second  time,  and  referred  to  a  select 
^      committee     ......    654 

,  reported  without  amendment    ...    664 
.the  further  consideration  thereof  postponed 
to  December  next  <-        ....     668 

Mason,  John,  and  others,  the  petition  of,  praying 
that  BO  much  of  the  act  to  incorporate  the 
city  of  Washington  as  exempts  said  city 
from  taxation  by  the  levy  court  of  Wash- 
ington county,  may  be  repealed,  referred  15 
Mathers,  James,  sergcant-at-arms,  dice,  was  au- 

thorixed  to  employ  an  assistant  and  horses       10 
the  same  authority  given  to,  at  the  second 
session  -        •        -        -  .        .    474 

Matthewson,  £^iidia,  of  Rhode  Island,  announced 

the  death  of  his  colleague,  Mr.  Malbone      34 
attended  at  second  session  .        -        -        -     473 
Maury,  Fontaine,  Mr.  Brent  presented  the  peti- 
tion of,  praying  the  benefit  of  drawback, 
dtc.,  read,  and  referred  to  a  select  tommit- 
tae        ........    613 

Mediterranean,  Mr.  Lloyd  submitted  a  resolution 
.   to '  request  the  President  of  the  United 
States  to  cause  to  be  laid  before  tbe  Sen- 
ate the  amount  of  duties  accrued  on  mer- 
chandise imported  from  any  port  or  place 

in  the    - 554 

amended  and  agreed  to      -        .        -        -    556 
the  Secretary  ordered  to  lay  the  resolution 

before  the  President  of  the  United  States    567 
a  message  transmitting  a  report  from  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  in  reply  -    575 

Megear,. Michael,  and  others,  hat  manufacturers, 
of  Delaware,  Mr.   White  presented  the 
petition  of^  praying  that  protecting  meas- 
ures may  be  adopted,  dec,  read      -        -       94 
Message,  the  President  s,  at  the  oj^ening  of  the 

session  .-.-...l| 

five  hundred  copies  of  the,  and  documents 
ordered  to  be  printed      •        -        -        -       18 

of  the  President  of  the  United  States  at  the 
opening  of  the  second  session         -        •    475 

five  hundred  copies  of  the,  and  documents 
ordered  to  be  printed      ....    478 

Miami  Tribe,  a  further  annuity  of  two  hundred 

dollars  assigned  to  the    -        -        -        -    685 

Michilimakinac,  Mr.  Pope  presented  a  resolution 
of  the  Legislature  of  Kentucky  expres* 
sive  of  their  opinion  that  a  strong  garri- 
son at,  would  be  of  great  public  utility, 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Ports  and 
Harbors  -  -  -  -.  •  -  15 
(See  Fortificaiunu.) 

Middlesex  Canal,  Massachusetts,  Mr.  Lloyd  pre- 
sented the  petition  of  the  proprietors  of 
the,  praying  to  be  included  in  the  bill  for 
the  improvement  of  the  United  States  by 
roads  and  canals,  referred  to  a  select  com- 
mittee   683 

a  bill  to  that  efliBct  reported  and  read  -        -    633 
amended,  read  a  second  tine,  and  ordered 

to  a  third  reading  as  amended        -        -    683 
read .  a  third  >time,  amended  by  unanimoua 
consent,  and  passed       ....    636 
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Ptge. » 
Military  Academj»  on  motioii  of  Mr.  Hek^ring, 
the  Secretary  of  War  waa  directod  to  lay 
before  the  Senate  a  retarn  of  the  coqM  of 
eng^ineen  attached  to  the        -        •        -    521 

a  report  ftom  the  Secretary  of  War  in  obe- 
dience thereto  -  -  -  ...  5S6 
Military  Establishment,  a  report  of  the  Secretary 
of  War  on  the  ezpenditve  of  the  moneya 
appropriated  for  the  contingent  expenaoa 
of  the,  lor  the  year  1809         -        •        -621 

a  bill  from  the  Hoa«e  of  R^preeentatiTea 
making  appropriations  for  the  support  of 
the,  for  the  year  18U),  read    ...    577 
read  a  second  time,  and  referred  to  a  select 
committee      ......    57g 

reported  without  amendment     ...    583 

read  the  third  time,  and  passed  ...        .   .585 
Military  Land  Warrants,  a  bill  from  the  Hoaae 
of  Representatives  to  extend  the  time  for 
issutQg  and  locating,  read       ...    512 

read  a  second  time,  and  ordered  to  a  third 
leading '.        •*        -        •        .        .        •    513 

read  a  third  time,  and  passed      .  -  '    *        .    513 
Military  Peace  Establishment,  a  bill  to  alter  and 
amend  the  act  fixing  the,  read  a  first  aftd  . ' 
second  time 599 

amended,  and  ordered  to  a  third  reading    •    624 

read  a  third  time,  and  passed  as  amended  -    626 
MQitia,  Mr.  Leib  submitted  a  resolution  to  refer 
so  much  of  the  President's  Message  as 
relates  to  an  efficient  organization  of  the, 
to  a  select  committee      ....    479 

agreed  to,  and  a  committee  appointed         •    480 

a  Message  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States  relating  to  the,  read)  and  referred    520 

Mr.  Pickering  submitted  a  resolution  re- 
questing the  President  of  the  United 
States  to  cause  to  be  laid  before  the  Sen* 
ate  such  features  in  the  conduct  of  foreign 

'  Powers  as  make  it  necessary  to  use  the 
measure  of  calling  out  the      ...    550 

which  resolution,  after  being  amended,  was 
negatived       •        -        .        -        .        .  .  561 

Mr.  Smith,  of  Maryland,  from  the  commit^ 
teee  on  so  much  of  the  Message  as  relates 
to  the,  made  a  report  thereon  -        •   '691 

the  said  committee  was  discharged  from  the 
further  consideration  of  the  subject  -    595 

a  message  from  the  President  of  die  United 
States  transmitting  the  annual  retorns  of. 
the        - 612 

a  bill  from  the  House  of  Representatives  au- 
thorizing a  detachment  from  the,  read      -    613 

read  a  second  time,  and  referred  to  a  select 
committee      ......    614 

reported  without  amendment     ...    667 

postponed  to  December  next      ...    675 

Mr.  Lloyd  submitted  a  resolution  that  the 
Secretary  of  War  be  requested  to  prepare 
a  system  for  improving  the  discipline  of  the    641 

which  was  agreed  to  •      '  •        -        -        .    643 
Mintfee,  Charles,  Mr.  Bradley  presented  the  peti- 
tion  of,  praying  payment  of  a  balance  doe 
on  his  contract  for  supplying  spars  to  the 
Navy,  referred  to  a  select  committee        •    483 

a  bill  reported  for  relief  of,  and  read  -        -    687 

read  a  second  time    .....    688 

ordered  to  a  third  reading  -        -        .        .    590 

read  the  third  time,  end  passed  .        -        •    691 


a  hi|(  fixing  di*  eompenaalUHt  of  p«b- 
l&Bfdcc  ......    635 

read  a  second  time    ...        .        .    $37 

amended,  and  ordered  to  a  third  rendUmg    *    645 
read  a  third  time,  andpaased  as  ameDdod    -    646 
Midor,  John,  a  bill  from  the  Hoose  of  Repse- 

seutntrres  for  relief  pf,  read  -  -  -644 
read  a  second  time  ...  -  .  645 
refcrred  to  a  select  eommittee  -  •  -651 
reported  without  amendnent,  and  ordend 

to  a  third  reading  ...         •        .    676 

read  the  liiiid  time    -        •        -        •        .677 

postponed  to  December  next      -         •        -    660 

Mint,  the  President  of  the  United  Statos  traas- 

•    mitted  the  report^of  the  Director*  of  the    616 

Mississippi  Territory,  Mr.  Pope  presented  the 
petition  of  the  inhabitants  of,  east  of 
Pearl  river,  praying  a  division  of  said  ter> 
ritory,  read  .  .  -  -  -  -  513 
a  bill  from  the  House  of  RepresentatiTes  to 
appoint'  an  additional  jndge,  and  to  ei* 
tend  the  right  of  suffrage  to  the  citizens 
of  Madison  county  in,  read  -  .  •  MS 
read  a  second  time,  and  referred  -        -    556 

reported  with  amendments,  which  were  read    577 
amendments  agreed  to,  and  ordered  to  a 

third  reading  -  .  -  '  -  -583 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed  aa  mmended   564 

Munitions  of^War,  Mr.  Giles  reported  a  bill 
making  appropriations  for  procuring;  it 
was  read,  ac.  ...  •  •  596 
read  a  secpnd  time  ...  .  -  568 
several  amendments  proposed  -  .  .  6S3 
Mr.  Pope's  amendment  prevailed  -  -  630 
ordered  to  a  third  reading,  as  amended  •  63S 
referred  to' a  committee  •  -  -  .671 
reported  with  amendments,  agreed  to,  and 

ordered  to  a  third  reading      -         .        .    675 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed  as  amended    676 
Murray,  John,  dt  Sons,  the  petition  of,  praying 
drawback  on  Havana  sugars,  read,  and 
referred  to  a  committee  -        -         .        .     41 
report,  with  a  resolution  to  pos^Kuie  to  the 
nezt  session ;  agreed  to  •        .        .        -     47 

N. 

National  Bank,  Mr.  Bayard  submitted  a  resolu- 
tion  that  the  report  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury,  on  the  subject  of  a,  be  re- 
ferred to  a  select  committee    -   ^ .   •       -    567 
resolution  agreed  to,  and  a  committee  ap- 
pointed ....        .       .   59^ 

a  bin  to  establish  a,  reported  and  read  *  615 
read  a  second  time  .  -  .  .  .  6S3 
amendments  proposed  -  .  .  646 
sundry  amendments  agreed  to  -  -  665, 66i 
Author  consideration  postpooed  to  Decem- 
ber next 669 

Natal  Department,  a  bill  from  the  Honee  of  Bep- 

resentatives  concerning  the  •  -  .43 
itad  twioe^  and  referred  ....  44 
repotted  without  amendment,  and  ordered 

to  a  third  reading  -  -  -  .  .  '  ^\ 
read  the  third  tin^e,  and  pasted  .       .     47 

Navy,  the  President  eommnnicated  a  repott  from 

the  Seoretaiy  of  the       •        -        -       -    460 
a  report  on  the  expenditure  of  ttopeys  ap- 
propriited  for  support  of  the  •       •   ^' 
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678 

MS 

584 
585 


*.  474 


a  bill  from  the  Houw  of  Rapreieiiteltvei 
niftking  appropimtiona  for  Mipport  of  the^ 
for  the  year  1810rread>  4:0.    •        •        • 

raed  a  eecond  time,  and  referred 

reported  wilhoot  amendmeoti  and  recom- 
mitted -        •        •        T        •        -        . 

reported  with  amendmeote,  egreed  to,  and 
ordered  to  a  third  reading       •    .    • 

read  the  third  time,  and  paaaed  ae  amended 
Newepaperi,  the  usual  refoIutioQ  adopted  for 

supplying  three,  to  each  member    • 
Northwestern  Frontier.    (See  FortifiaUMns*) 

O. 

Ohio,  Mr.  Meigs  gave  notice  of  a  bill  to  author- 
ae  the  sonreying  and  making  certain 
roads  in  the  State  of,  as  contrmpUted  in 
the  Treaty  of  Brownstown,  dec.     •        -    513 
a  bill  presented  and  read,  dec.    .        .        -    513 
read  the  second  time,  and  referred  to  a  se-; 
lect  committee       ......    514 

reported  with  amendments,  which  jvere  read    ^17 
amendments  agreed  to,  and  ordered  to  a 
third  reading  -        -        -        -        -    518 

read  the  third  iime,  and  passed  as  amended  518 
Mr.  Morrow  presented  the  resolution  of  the 
Legislature  of,  instrncting  their  Senators 
to  procure  an  extension  of  the  time  of 
payment  for  public  lands  in  certain  case% 
referred  to  a  committee  -  .  .  .  627 
Mt.  Campbell  gave  notice  of  a  bill  to  alter 
the  time  of  holding  the  District  Court  in 

the  State  of 585 

a  billy  in  pursuance  of  notice,  presented,  and 

read  a  first  and  second  time,  and  referred  586 
reported  without  amendment,  and  ordered 

to  a  third  reading  -  *  -  -  -  593 
read  a  third  time,  and  recommitted  -  •  598 
reported  with  amendments,  which  were  read  598 
amendments  agreed  to,  and  ordered  to  a 

third  reading 599 

read  the  third  time,  and  passed  as  amended    600 
Ohio  Canal,  so  much  of  the  report  of  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Treasury  respecting  roads 
and  canals,  as  relatce  to  the,  was  referred 
to  a  select  committee     -        .        .        ^ 
a  bin  authorizing  a  subscription  to  the  stock 

of,  read  a  first  and  second  time 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed  ... 
Olmatead,  Gideon,  Mr.  Leib  submitted  a  resolu- 
tion that  the   President  of  the  United 
States  be  requested  to  cause  to  be  laid 
before  the  Senate  a  copy  of  the  corres* 
pondence  between  him  and  the  Governor 
of  Pennsylvania,  in  the  case  of      •        -    513 
the  resolution  agreed  to,  and  the  Secretary    - 

ordered  to  present  it       •        •        •        -    514 
a  Message  from  the  President  communicat- 
ing said  correspondence,  which  was  read, 
and  ordered  to  be  printed  for  the  use  of 

the  Senate '     -    5l5 

Orleans,  Mr.  Bayard  gave  notice  of  a  bill  rela- 
tive to  the  District 'Court  in  the  Terri- 
tory of -    549 

a  bill  presented,  end  read,  dee.  •        -    '    -    550 
read  a  second  time,  and  referred         -        •551 
reported  with  amendments         -     '   -        -    571 
on  motion  of  Mr.  Crawford,  the  bill  was  or* 
dered  to  be  printed*  as  amended '    •        •    58^ 


614 

625 
633 


553 
556 
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the  amendmeate  agreed  to,  and  bill  osdared 
to  a  third  reading  .....    594 

read  the  third  timAe,  and  passed  as  ainended    595 

on  motion  of  Mr.  Bayard,  resolved  that  the 
Attorney  General  be  required  to  lay  be- 
fore  the  Senate  a  statement  of  the  num- 
ber fend  natnre  of  eases  before  the  Sn- 
..preroe  Court  upon  writ  of  enor,  or  a|^ 
psttl  from,  the  Distriet  Gonrt  of  the  Ter- 
ritoiy  of        -        -    '   • 

a  report  from  the  Attamey  General,  in  r^ 

ply  •  ^         •         .  .  .  • 

Mr.  Giles  presented  a  memorial  of  the  Le- 
gialatnre  of  the  Territory  of,  pmying  that 
said  Territory  may  be  admitted  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Union ;  rsforred 

a  bill  authorising  the  people  of  said  Terri- 
tory to  form  a  Conetitutton,  dee.,  read    - 

read  a  second  time    •>        -        -        -        -    647 

amended,  and*  recommitted  to  a  select  com- 
mittee •        •..... 

reported  with  amendments        ... 

agreed  to,  and  ordebed  to  a  third  reading    • 

read  the  third  time,  and  passed  as  amended 
'  Mr,  Clay  submitted  a  resolution  that  it  is 
eipedient  to  encourage  emigration  to  the 
Territory  of  •        -        -      -  . 

a  bill  pioeiding  for  the  final  adjustment  of 
daime  to  land  in  the  Territory  of,  and 
Louisiana,  read  twice,  by  consent,  and 
ordered  to  a  third  reading       ...    674 

read  the  thiid  time,  and  passed  ...    675 
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646 


664 
669 
670 
674 
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596 
641 
644 
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37 


Parkeri  Nahum,  appeared  and  took  his  seat 
Petoe,  Mr.  Bradley  presented  a- bill,  for  the  pre- 
servation of,  dtc.,  in  our  ports  and  harbors, 
which  was  read,  dtc      ... 
read  a  second  time,  and  referred  to  a  com- 
mittee ...... 

reported  without  amendment     ... 
ordered  to  a  third  reading  ... 

read  a  third  time,  and  the  blank  filled 
the  bin  reoommitted  .....    647 

reported  with  amendments,  which  were  read    662 
•    postponed  to  December  next        ...    672 
Penalties  and  forfeitviee,  a  bill  to  remit  certain* 
. ,       read,  dec.       .        -        - 

read  a  second  time,  amended,  and  ordered  to 

a  third  reading        -  ,     ** 
read  a  third  time,  and  postponed 
referred  to  a  select  committee      ... 
reported  with  amendments         ... 
agreed  to,  read  a  third  time,  and  passed  as 
amended        ...... 

returned  from  the  House  of  Representatives 

with  amendments  -        •        • 

which  were  concurred  in   - 

Mr.  Lloyd  gave  notice  of  a  bill  to  authorise 

the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  in  certain 

eases  to  remit  the,  on  vessels  arriving  from 

France,  drc. 43 

Penitentiary  System.    (See  Jonest  Waller^  and 

otherM.y 
Pennington,  Edward,  and  others,  Mr.  Leib  pre* 
sented  the  petition  of^  praying  a  drawback 
on  refined  sugars  ..... 
Penneylvenia,  the  President  communicated  cer- 
tain, proceedings  of  the .  Legislature  of     • 
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Persons  imprisoned,  Mr*  Whiteside  submitted  » 
resolution  concerning    -        -        •        • 

agreed  to,  and  a  committee  appointed 

a  bill  for  the  reUef  of,  read,  dtc.  -        •        - 

read  the  second  time,  and  ordered  to  lb  third 
reading  ----.- 

read  the  third  time^  and  passed  ... 
Pope,  John*  appeared  and  took  his  seat    • 

remarks  of,  on  introducing  a  resolution  to 
amend  the  Constitution  ... 

on  the  bill  to  prevent  the  abuse  of  priTileges 

by  foreign  Ministers        .        .        •        • 

Ports  and  Haibors,  Mr.  Giles  submitted  a  resolu* 

tion  to  refer  to  a  select  committee  so  much 

of  the  Message  as  relates  to  a  defence  of  - 

agreed  to,  and  a  committee  appointed 

(See  Fortifieaiiimt.) 
Postmaster  General,  the  President  laid  before  the 

Senate  a  report  from  the 
Post  Office  Establishment,  a  bill  from  the  House 
of  Representatives  regulating  the,  jead,  &c. 

read  a  second  time,  and  referred 

reported  with  an  amendment 

silndiy  amendments  proposed  and  agreed  to    638, 

641,  64% 

ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time  ...    643 

read  the  third  time,  and  recommitted  •        -    643 

reported  with  amendments,  agreed  to,  and 
ordered  to  a  third  reading       .  .     •        -    646 

read  a  third  time,  and  passed  as  amended  •    649 

on  the  suggestion  that  some  inaccuracies  had 
occurred  in  stating  the  amendments,  the 
Secretary  was  ordered  to  go  with  a  message 
to  the  House  of  Representatives,  and  ask 
the  return  of  said  bill,  which  was  immedi- 
ately effected  .        -        .        -        - 

the  amendments  being  reported  correctly  en« 
grossed,  the  Secretary  returned  the  bill  to 
the  House  of  Representatives  ,       .        . 

the  House  of  Representatives  agreed  to  some 
and  disagreed  to  others  of  the  amendments '   663 

the  Senate  insist  on  their  fourth  amendment, 
and  recede  from  the  others      ...    664 

the  House  of  Representatives  insist  on  their 
disagreement  to  the  fourth,  and  ask  a  con* 
ierence .----.-     666 

the  Senate  agree  to  the  conference,  and  ap- 
point managers      .        .        «        .        . 

the  managers  report  that  they  can  come  to 
no  agreement         ..... 

Post  Roads,  a  bill  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives to  establish  certain  .... 
read,  and  passed  to  a  second  reading  - 
read  a  second  time,  and  referred  to  a  select 

committee 666 

reported  with  amendments         ...     669 
agreed  to.  and  ordered  to  a  third  reading    -    662 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed  as  amended      663 
Potomac,  Mr.  Brent  gave  notice  of  a  bill  supple- 
mentary to  the  act  authorizing  the  erec- 
tion of  a  bridge  over  the  river  -        -       87 
a  bill  presented  and  read    *        -        >        .      41 
.  postponed  to  the  next  session-    •        >        -      41 

Pre-emption,  a  bill  granting  the  right  of,  in  certain 

cases,  read  twice    .....  648 

ordered  to  a  third  rending  -        -        -        •  656 

read  a  third  time,  and  postponed         •        «  666 

recommitted  to  a  select  committee   .  -        -  672 


660 


661 


667 

661 

662 
663 
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reported  with  amendments         ... 
recommitted  to  a  select  cbmmtttM 
reported  with  amendments,  and  read  - 
further  amended  and  recommitted 
sported  with  amendments;  which  were  read 
agreed  to,  and  ordered  to  a  third  reading    - 
read  a  thiid  time,  and  passed  as  amended    -> 
President  of  the  United  States,  appointment  of  a 
joint  oommitteie  to  wait  on  the        -        10, 
report  from  said  committee         -        -        10, 
President  of  the  Senate  and  Speaker  of  the  Hooae 
of  Representatives,  Mr.  Giles  submitted 
a  joint  resolution  authorizing  the,  to  md- 
joum  their  respective  Houses,  read  twice, 
dec.        ...... 

the  blank  filled  with  the  twentieth  June  in- 
stant, read  a  third  time,  and  passed 
'  concurred  in  by  the  House  of  Repreaentsk-' 
tives  wiUi  an  amendment  changing  the 
'  day,  which  was  agreed  to        -        -        - 

Privileges,  Mr.  Giles  reported  a  bill  to  prevent 
the  abuse  of,  by  foreign  Ministers  residing 
within  the  United  States,  which  was  read, 
Ac.        .-...-- 
read  the  second  time  .        ;        .        • 

ordered  to  a  third  reading  .        -        •        . 
read  the  third  time,  and  postponed 
on  motion  of  Mr.  Giles,  the  bill  was  recom- 
mitted  -        -        *       .. 
^reported  wiUi  amendments,  which  wereiead 

and  agreed  to     .   -        -  "      - 
ordered  to  a  third  reading  as  amended 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed  -        .        - 
Public  Arms,  the  President  cpmmunioated  a  re- 
port of  the  Secretary  oif  War  on  the  salo 
of-        ------        - 

Public'  Baths,  Mr.  Brent  gave  notice  of  a  biU  to 

appropriate  certain  grounds  in  the  City  of 

Washington  for  the  erection  of       -        - 

abill  presented,  and  rei^d,  dtc.   -        -        . 

read  a  second  time,  amended,  ^and  ordered 

to  a  third  reading  -        -         -        -  .     - 

read  a  third  time,  and  postponed  to  the  next 
session  .-.-•-- 
Pttbti^  Debt,  a  bill  from  the  House  of  Represent- 
atives supplementary  to  the  act  making 
further  provision  for  the  redemption  of 
the^  read,  dtc,         ..... 

read  a  seoond  time,  and  referred 
.  reported  with    amendments,  which    were 
agreed  to       -        .        .        -        -        - 
ordered  to  a  third  reading  .        .         -        • 
read  the  third  time  as  amended,  and  passed 
Public  Buildings,  a  report  from  the  Surveyor  of 
the,  with  a  statement  of  the  expense  of  fit- 
ting up  a  temporary  Senate  Ohaixxber,  re- 
ferred   -        .        -        -        .         .        - 
a  letter  from  the  Surveyor  of  the,  stating  the 
reasons  which  have  prevented  the  com- 
pletion of  the  permanent  Senate  Cham- 
ber         -        - 

Public  Lands,  Mr.  Meigs  submitted  a  jrasolution 
that  a  committee  be  appointed  to  inquire 
^  into  the  expediency  of  extending  the  time 
of  pa:yment  for,  d&c        .        .        .        . 
which  was  agreed  to,  and  a  committee  ap- 
pointed -.-.,.-- 
a  bin  to  extend  the  timet  deic,  passed  - 
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Sitmi§  Frouedmg9  and  ZMofet. 


650 
663 
'D6o 
666 


Public  ttMnda    conthmed.  P«fe 

(8e0,  for  progrsM  of  this  Itill,  Pre-empHm^.) 

ft  bill  from  the  Ho^oto  of  RepreaentfttiTeo  to 

print  roch  laws  as  relate  to  tho^  read,  Ac 

read  a  second  time-    -        * 

ordered  to  a  tbird  reading  ...        * 

read  the  third  time*  and  passed  -        •        • 

Ponreyor  of  Public  SoppUes,  the  Heeretaiyof  War 

reported  statements  of  three  contractu  by 

himself  and  the,  in  the  year  1808,  in  pnr- 

saanee  of  the  act  of  the  21st  of  Apnl  of 

that  year 

Q. 
Qoftrtermaster's  Departn^ent,  Mr.  Giles  reported 

a  bill  for  the  establishment  of  a,  read 
Mr.  Giles  also  reported  with  the  bill  sundry 

documents  for  the  Secretary  of  War,  and 

the  bill  was  read  a  second  time 

recommitted •    599 

reported  with  amendments,  which  were  read, 

and  agreed  to        -        -        •        -        - 
ordered  to  ft  third  reading  .... 
recommitted  to  a  select  committee 
reported    with    amen4nients,  which   w^rs 

agreed  to 

ordered  to  a  third  reading  .... 

reacl  &  third  time,  and  passed  as  amended  - 

Qnorum,  the  usual  messages  interchanged  to 

communicate' the  formation  of  a      -         9,  478 
failure  of  a,  at  the  meeting  of  the  second 
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26 
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Becmiting  SerTice,  a  bill  to  saspend  the,  read, 
Ac 

read  a  second  time,  and  ordered  to  a  third 
reftding - 

reftd  the  third  time,  and  passed  *        •  /-     - 

retnmed  irom  the  House  of  RepresentatiTes 
with  an  amendment       •        •        .        • 

which  was  concurred  in     -        .        . 

Mr.  Leib  gave  notice  of  a  bill  to  repeal  the 
act  to  suspend  the -*       -        -   .  '• 

ft  bill  to  that  effect  presented,  and  read 

read  a  sedood .  time,  and  ordered  to  a  third 
reading-        ...... 

read  the  third  time,  and  postponed  indefi- 
nitely   ..-..-. 
BecCor,  William  and  £lias,ftbill  from  the  House 
of  Representatives  for  relief  of,  read  twi^, 
and  referred  ......    516 

xeported  without  amendmeiit,  and  ordered  to 
a  third  reading      *•        . 

read  a  third  time,  and  passed  '  •        >        • 
Reed,  Philip,  of  Maryland,  attended  ... 

ftitended  second  session     .        .        .        « 
Refugees,  a  bill  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives to  revive  the  act  for  relief  of  the,  from 
Canada  and  Nova  Scotia,  read,  dcc« 

read  a  second  time  '  > 

referred  to  a  select  committee     - 

reported  with  amendments,  which  were  read 

the  amendments  i^greed  to»  and  ordered  to  a 
third  reading         ..... 

read  the  third  time,  and  passed  as  amended    575 
Religious  Societies  of  the  District  of  Colombia, 
Mr.  Bradley  gave  notice  of  a  bill  to  in- 
corporate the         .      ^.        .        .        •    484 
ft  bill  to  that  efiect  presented  aad  read    •    •    518 
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Religious  Societies — continued.  Page, 

fhe  further  consideration  hereof  postponed    514 
read  a  second  time,  and  oidered  to  a  third 

reading         -        •        .     ■  •        .        .    519 
read  a  third  time,  amended  by  consent,  and 
postponed      ......    62t 

ReTeniie  Bonds,  on  a  motion  of  Mr.  Smith,  of 
Maryland,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
was  directed  to  report  the  amount  of  out^ 
standing*  on  the  1st  of  January  last 
a  statement  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Trea- 
sury in  obedience  thereto  ' 
Rinaldi,  John,  Mr.Gaillard  presented  the  petition 
of,  praying  exoneretion  from  certain  pen- 
alties      48 

Roads  and  Canals,  Mr.Pope^on  leave,  presented 
a  bill  for  the  improvement  of  the  United 
States  by,  which  was  read      ...    522 
'  read  a  second  time^  and  referred  lo  a  select 

committee     -.---.    526 
to  whom  was  also  referred,  on  motion  of  Mr. 
Pope,,  the  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  on  the  same  subject         *■        -    525 
said  commiitee  reported  the  bill  with  amend- 

menu  -  -  .  .  .  .  .580 
which  were  disagreed  to  -  -  -  -  598 
the  further  consideretion  thereof  postponed 

t«>  December  next  .        •        •        -        -    618 
on  motion  of  Mr.  Pope,  so  much  of  the  re- 
port of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. as 
relates  to  the  Ohio  canal,  was  reforrcid  to 
t         ft^select  committee         -.        -        - 
Robinson,  Robert,  Mr*  Meigs  presented  the  peti- 
tion of,  referred  to  a  select  committee 
a  bill  for  relief  of,  reported,  and  read  - 
read  a  second  time,  and  ordered  to  a  third 
-•  reading-        .        -        -        -        -     .   - 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed  ... 

8. 

Scituato  Harbor,  Mr.  Lloyd  gave  notice  of  a  bill 

to  erect  a  light-house  at  the  enjtrance  of  • 

a  bill  to  that  efiect,  fkd  for  other  purposes, 

presented  and  read        ... 
read  a  second  time,  and  referred  to  a  select 
committee     -        -        -        •        -        - 
reported  amended,  and  ordered  to  a  third 
reading  .-----• 
read  a  third  time,  and  passed  as  amended  - 
returned  from  the- House  of  Representatives 
with  amendments,  which  were  concur- 
red in    --••--- 
Sea  Letters,  a  bill  from  the  House  of  Repreeent- 
stives  to  prevent  the  issuing  of,  eitcept  to 
.  certain  vessels,  read  twice,  and  referred  to 

ft  select  committee  -  ...  -  -  566 
reported  vnthout  amendment  ...  684 
recommitted  to  a  select  committee  -  •  588 
reported  with  amendments,  which  were  read  594 
amendments  agreed  to,  and  ordered  to  a  third 

reading  •  -  -  -  *  -  -  695 
read  a  tfadrd  time,  and  passed  as  amended  -  596 
the  House  of  Representatives  sgree  to  the 

.amendments  with  an  amendment  -        -    600 
which  amendment  the  Senate  agree  to  with 
an.  amendment     ,-        -        •        •        -    611 
Senate,  meeting  of  the,  fint  session  of       -        -        9 
membere  of  the,  in-  attendance  at  opening        9 
adjournment  of,  in  respect  to  die  memory  of 
a  deceased  member       ....      2 
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Senaie  Proaedingt  tmd  JMmie§. 


Sentte — continued.  Pa^e. 

the  President  tdjoumedthe,  to  the  4^  Mob* 

day  of  November' next  -  .  .  •  60 
meeting^  of  the,  agreeably  to  adjoummeht  •  473 
meaibers  of  the,  in  attendance  on  the  daj  ' 

of  meeting  -----,  473 
adjonmment  of  the,  without  day  •  •  680 
Senate  Chamber,  a  bill  to  finiih  and  ftimifh  the, 

read  twice,  and  ordered  to  a  thkd  reading  ,40 
read  a  third  time,  blanks  filled,  and  paseed  .  41 
a  resolution  was  submitted  to  hold  their  see- 

sionsj  from  and  after  the  first  of  Januairy . 

neit,  in  the  new  .....  619 
amended  as  to  the  day,  and  agreed  to        .    554 

Shattuck,  Jared,  a  bill  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives for  relief  of,  read,  dice     •        -    549 
read  a  second  lame,  and  referred  to  a  select 

committee      -        -        .        -        •  .     -    650 
reported  without  amendment,  and  postponed    678 
en  motion  of  Mr.  Bradley,  it  was  resolved  to 
request  the  President  of  the  United  States 
to  canse  to  be  laid  before  the  Senate  0ie 
whole  of  the  correspondence  between  the 

tTnited  States  and 614 

a  Message  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States  transmitting  a  report  of  the  Secre* 
tfuy  of  State  in  compliance  with  the  reso^ 
lution,  read,  and  together  with  the  bill, 
referred  to  a  select  committee  ...  630 
the  bill  reported  without  amendment  -  •  650 
the  further  consideration  thereof  postponed 
to  December  next  .....    672 

Ships  and  Vessels,  a  bill  from  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives respecting  the  property  of  cit. 
izens  or  subjects  of  nations  with  which 
intercourse  is  permitted,  read  twice  and 
referred  -  -  .  .  .  .I16 
reported  without  amendment,  and,  by  con- 
sent, read  the  third  time  as  amended  and 
passed |6 

Short,  John,  and  others,  of  Ohio,  Mr.  Campbell 
presented  the  petition  of,  praying  an  alteN 
ation  in  the  laws  regulating  the  sale  of 
public  lands,  read  and  ordered  to  He  finr 
consideration         .....    549 

Sinking  Fund,  report  of  the  Commiaaionors  of  the    552 

Slaves,  the  importation  of,  on  motion  of  Mr.  Giles 
a  committee  waa  appointed  to  inquire  into 
the  expediency  of  providing  for  the  remis* 
sion  of  penalties,  dec,  for  violation  of  the 

act  to  prohibit 34 

(For  further  action  on  the  subject,  see  Pen* 
oUUm  and  Forfeitures.) 

Smith,  Samuel,  of  Maryland,  the  President  laid 
before  the  Senate  a  letter  from,  station  that 
he  had  received  from  the  Gxecutiveof 
Maryland  the  appointment  of  Senator  of 
the  United  States  until  the  next  meeting 
of  the  Legislature,  and  deffiring  to  know 
whether  such  appointment  will  cease  on 
the  first  day  of  the  meeting  of  the  Legis* 

lature I5. 

the  consideration  of  the  question*  postponed 

to  the  fifth  of  June  next        -        -        ^       18 
Mr.  Giles  submitted  a  resolution  declaring 
the  right  of  Mr.  S.  to  his  seat  until  the 
Legulature  sh^U  oflteially  inf6rm  the  Sen* 
ate  that  they  have  elected  a  Senator      ,•      25 
the  resolution  was  concurted  in        •        -      26 
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Sffdth,  Samuel,  of  Maryland— ooBtmoed*  Pafc 

piMhioed  his  eredentiab  of  aa  ^qioiataicnt 
by  the  Logislatiire,  was  qualified,  Ac 

speech  o^  on  the  disagreement  of  the  two 
Houtes  on  the  interconise  bill 
Smith,  John,  of  New  York,  attended 

attended  at  the  aepoud  session    ... 
Soperv  Amaaa,  a  Revolutionaiy  oflioer,  the  peta- 

tionof,  was  read   -     .  • 
South  Carolina,  a  bill  from  the  Hooae  of  Rqxe- 
sentatives  declaring  the  assent  of  C3on- 
gross  to  a  certain  act  of  the  State  of*  reod 

reiul  a  second  time,  and  referred  to  a  com- 
mittee  ...... 

reported  without  amendment,  and  ordered 
to  a  third  reading  .        .        -        .         - 

read  the  third  time,  and  passed  ... 
iStationery,  printing,  At,,  a  HIl  from  the  House 
of  Representatives  making  appropriatioii 
to  defray  the  expense  of  '     - 

read  twice,  and  refisrred  to  a  committee 

reported  with  an  amendment,  agreed  to>  and 
ordered  to  a  third  reading       ... 

read  the  third  time,  and  passed  as  amended 
Stout,  John  N.,  a  bill  from  the- House  of  Repre- 
sentatives for  relief  of,  read  twice,  and 
referred-       ' 530 

reported  without  amendment,  and  ordCTcd 
to  a  third  reading  •      '  - 
Suftage,  a  bill  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives supplementary  to  the  act  to  extend 
the  right  of,  in  Indiana  Territoiy,  read     . 

read  a  second  time,  and  referred  to  a  select 

■  committee '    -^        .        .        .        - 

reported  amended,  and  ordered  to  a  third 
reading.        --...- 

read  the  third  time,  and  paased  as  amended 
Sugar  refiners,  of  Philadelphia,  a  petition  of  the, 
playing  a  drawback        .... 
Summerl,  Joseph,  and  otheni,  Mr.  Smith  of  Ma- 
ryland, gave  notice  of  a  bill  for  relief  of 

a  bill  to  that. effect  presented  and  read 

read  a  second  time    .        \        -        .        • 

referred  to  a  select  committee     «        .        . 

reported  with  amendments,  which  were  read 

the  said  amendments  agreed  to  - 

recommitted  to  a  select  committee 

reported  amended 

ordered  to  a  third  reading  as  amended 

read  a  third  time  and  rejected    ... 
Superintendent  of  Public  Lands,  (See  Land  De- 
partment,) . 
Surveyor  of  the  Public  Buildings,  the  letter  of 
was  referred  to  a  select  committee  • 

a  Message  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States  enclosing  the  report  of  the  - 

the  President  of  Uie  Senate  communicated 

a  report  of  the       ^^        .        -        .       . 

St.  Clair,  General  Arthur,  had  leave  to  vrithdtmw 

his  petition,  dbc,  presented  at  last  session 

Tait,  Charles,  appointed  a  Seaatoi  by  the  Legis* 
lature  of  Georgia^  in  the  place  of  John 
MiUedge,  resigned,  produced  his  eredsn- 
tials,  was  qualified,  dbc  ... 

Thompson,  John«  a  bill  from  the  Hooae  of  Rep- 
resentatives for  relief  oi,  read,  dtc  - 
read  a  second  time,  and  referred 
fepofted  without  MneadmeBt     ... 
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Stnaie  Pteceeding^  and  OebaieB. 


Thompson,  John— <ontina^.  P«9e.* 

rmkntd  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treteaty  to 
report  thereon        •        -        •    .    -        •    ^64 

report  from  that  officer  read,  and  the  i>Ul 
ordered  to  a  third  reading       ...    MO 

read  the  third  time,  and  negatived      -    '    •    662 
Throeton,  Backner,  a  letter  from,  to  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Senate,  stating  that  he  had  . 
this  day   by  letter  to  the  Governor  of 
Kentucky  resigned  his  seat  in  the  Sen- 
ate, was  read,  and  the  usual  resolutioo 
passed  --•«.•-•    619 
Torpedoes,  a  letter  from  Robert  Fulton,  accom- 
panied with  sundry  pamphlets,  eKplana- 
tory  of  his  invention  of,  was.reeeived     «    666 

Mr.  Bradley  submitted  a  resolution  that  a 
committee  be  appainted  to  iaqnire  into 
the  expediency  of  testing  the  practical 
ntiUtjof       ......    576 

the  resolutioii  was  agreed  to^  and  a  commit* 
tee  appointed       *  -        •        -      >  *        .    577 

said  committee  reported  a  bill  making  aa 
appropriation  for  experiment  with,  which   ; 
was  read        -       ,  -        -        •        '-        -    664 

read  a  wcond  time  '  •        -        -        ^        .    585 

jead  the  third  time,  and  pasded  *    .    *        •    569 

returned  from  the  House  of  Kepresenta- 
ti^es  with  an  amendment       -  '      -        -    625 

which  was  concurred  in     -        -        •        -'   630 

Trading  Houses,  a  committee  was  appointed  to 
inquire  whether  any  and  what  alterations 
areoiecessary  in  the  act  establishing,  trith  * 
the  Indian  tribes  •  -  *  ^ ,  ~  *  ^^ 
Mr.  Anderson,  from  said  committee,  report* 
ed  sundry  letters  relsting  to,  which  were 
ordered  to  be  printed      -.       -        -        -    655 

Treasurer  of  (he  United  States,  the  President 

communicated  the  general  account  of  the    667 

Treasary,  report  Irom  the  Secretary  of  the,  in 
obedience  to  the  act  to  estabKfeh  the  de- 
partment       -        -        -        -        -        -      24. 

a  report  from  the  Secretary  of  the,  at  sec- 
ond session    •        •        ^        -        •      .  •    484 

a  report  from  the  Secretary  of  the,  on  sua* 
dry  expenditures,  contracts,  dtc.      •        -    .646 

a. report  from  the  Secretary  of  the,  in  obe- 
dience to  the  act  regulating  the  compen- 
sation of  clerks  -  -  -  •.  •  .  649 
TysODv  Maty  S.,  Mr.  Smith  of  Maryland,  pre- 
sented the  petition  of»  praying  payment 
of  a  Loan  Office  certificate  in  her  posses- 
sion, referred  (o  the  committee  on  the  pe-^ 
tition  of  Margaret  Lapaley  and  others     -  '661 

U. 

Union   Bank,  of  Georgetown,   Mr.  Smith,  of 
•     Maryland,  presented  the  petition  of  the 
directors  of  the,  praying  a  charter,  re- 
ferred to  the  committee  on  a  similar  pe-  ' 
tition  frofra  the  Bank  of  Washington      -    620 

V. 

Vamey,  Phineas,  a  bill  from  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives to  discharge  from  imprison- 
ment      625 1 

read,  and  passed  to  a  second  reading  -     630 

read  a  second  time,  and  referred  to  a  com- 
mittee  -        -        -        -        -        -        -    681 

a  third  reading  refused       -  '     -        -        -    644 


Page. 
Vamum,  Joseph  B^  a  message  from  the  House 
of  Representatives  that  they  have  elected. 

Speaker 10 

Vessels  and  G.unboats,  a  letter  from  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Navy,  with  a  statement  of    -       14 
Vice  President,  the,  attended  and  took  the  chair    616 
retired  from  the  chair         ....    SS6 

Virginia  Military  Land  Warrants,  a  bill  from 
the  House  of  Representatives  to  extend 
the  time  for  locating,  dec.,  read  twice,  and 
referred         ......    555 

reported   with   amendments,  which  were 
read.     .-.----     587 

amendments  agreed  io,  and  ordered  to  a 

third  reading 690 

read  the  third  time,  and  passed  as  amended  691 
VoIunteeiRs,  a  bill  to  engage  a  oorjto  of,  &c.,  read  628 
the  details  of  said  bill  -  -  -  -  629 
read  a  second  time,  s^d  amended  -  *  663 
debate  on  the  bill      -        •        •        -        •    667 

W. 

War,  a  letter  from  the  Secretary  of,  in  obedi- 
ence to  an  act  of  Congress    ...     519 

a  letter  from  ^le   Secretary  of,  in  obedi- 
ence to  the  act  to  regulate  and  fix  the 
-  compensation  of  clerks  -       .-        -        ->    628 
Washington,  Mr.  Anderson  presented  the  peti- 
tion of  sundry  inhabitants  of  the  county 
of^  CD,  C,)  prayine  the  repeal  of  so  mudv^ 
of  the  charter  of  the  city  of,  as  exempts 
said  city  from  taxation  by  the  levy  court 
,of  the  county ;  referred  to  a  select  commit- 
tee          562 

a  bill  supplementary  to  the  act  to  incoxpo- 
ratethe  city  of,  read,  dec.        •        -        .631 

postponed  to  December  next      -        -        -    648 

a  bill  from  the  House  of  Representatives  to 
make  public  a  road  in  the  county  of,  read    69C 

read  a  second  timcrand  referred  -        -        -    698 

reported    with    amendments,  which  were 
read -    611 

amendments  agreed .  to,  and  ordered  to   a 
third  reading  .....    614 

read  the  third  time,  and  passed  as  smended    643 

Washington  College,  a  bill  to  incorporate  the 

trustees  of,  postponed  to  December  next    648 
Water  Communication,  Mr.  German  gave  notice 
of  a  bill  to  appropriate  a  certain  tract  of 
la|id  for  opening  and  improving  the,  be- 
tween the  Hudson*  river  and  Lakes  Erie 
*    and  Ontario  -        -        -        •        -        -    636 
a  bill  t6  that  efieot  read,  dec      ...    686 
read  a  second  time    •        -        -        -        -    637 
Wea  and  Eel  River  Tribes,  a  further  annuity  in 

pemaneoce  assigned  to  the        ....    635 

Weights  and  Measures,  Mr.  Smith,  of  Maryland, 

'  stated  that  the  Legislature  of  said  State 

had  instructed  their  Senators  to  use  all 

proper  means  to  procure  the  passage  of  a 

law  to  establish 593^ 

Weymouth,  William  W.,  and  Joseph  P.  Weeks, 
a  bill  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
for  relief  of,  read    -        ...        -        .     644 
read  a  second  time    .....     646 
referred  to  a  select  committee    ...     666 
reported  without  amendment,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed    -        -        ...        .    680 
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Page- 
White,  William^  and  othen,  notice  of  a  bill  for 

relief  of         -        ...        ^r        -      14 

a  bill  presented  and  read    •        -        -        *       1^ 
read  a  second  time,  and  referred .  to.  a  com- 
mittee  -       ^-        -        •        "       ^        -       16 
White,  Samuel,  k  testimony  of  respect  to  the 

memory  of  the  late  Honorable        -        -    478 
Whiteside,  Jenkin,  appointed  a  Senator  bj  the 
Legislature  of  Tennessee,  produced  his 
credentials,  was  qualified,  Ai,         -        •       14 
attended  at  second  session         -        -        •591 
Wilkinson,  Joseph,  a  bill  from  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives  to  discharge  from  imprison- 
ment, read  three  times,  and  passed  -        •      49 
Wilmer,  Rev.  Mr.,  election  oU  as  Chaplain        *       14' 
Winters,  Elisba,  Mr.  Clay  presented  the  peti- 
tion of,  praying  the  reward  ofiered  for  the 
apprehension  of  a  certain  leader  of  ban* 
ditti,  referred  to  a  committee  •    -    -.       ••    648 
a  report  from  said  committee  read       «        •    668 

Y. 

Yaai  and  Nays,  on  a  resolution  of  Mt,  Giles  re* 
specttng  the  right  of  Mr.  Smith,  of  Ma- 
ryland to  hold  his  seat  until  the  Ijcgisla- 
ture  shall  give  official  information,  4kc.  - 

on  amending  the  bill  to  remit  certain  pen- 
alties and  forfeitures       - 

on  the  reading  oi  said  bill  as  amended        « 

1»n  the  final  passage  of  the  bill  to  interdict 
oommercia)  intercourse,  Ac.  -        •        - 

on  postponing  to  next  session  the  bill  to 
erect  public  baths  -        .        -        -        - 

on  postponing  the  bill  to  exdude  foreign, 
armed  vessels         -        -        -        •        *. 

on  amending  the  House  bill  for  stationery, 

dtc      ..---. 

on  amending  the  bill  making  further  provis- 
ion for  redemption  of  the  public  debt     '« 

on  a  motion  to  postpone  said  bill        -        • 

on  the  final  passage  of  the  said  bill    - 

on  the  final  passage  of  the  resolution  in 
relation  to  the  conduct  of  the  British 
Minister     .  -        ^        - '      - 

on  the  final  passage  of  the  bill  to  prevent 
abuse  of  privileges,  dto.  -        .   <    •^ 

on  postponing  the  bill  for  arming*  equip- 
ping, dec.,  the  frigates    •        .        -        *^ 

on  a  rs«Olotion  to  call  on  the  President  of 
the  United  States  for  certain  information     661 

on  amending  the  bill  to  engage  a  corps  of 
volunteers     -        -        -        •        -        •    663 

on  amending  Mr.  Hillhouie's  resolution  re* 
questing  information  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States      .        *        •        •    673 

on  amending  the  bill  for  support  of  Qovom* 
ment     -        -     .  -        .        *        -        .    676 

on  postponing  the  bill  concerning  commer- 
cial intercourse      -        *        -        -        *    676 

on  Mr.  Clay's  motion  to  recommit  said  bill      692 

on  the  final  passage  of  said  bill  -        •    683 

on  a  motion  to  recommit  the  House  bill  for 
support  of  the  Navy       -        -   .     -        -.    683 

on  amending  the  bill  to  authorixe  the  re* 
moval  of  slaves  from  one  purt  of  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  to' another  part    -        -    686 

en  amending  the  bill  for  the  rehef  of  Joseph' 
Summerl,  and  others     -     "-        -        -    686 
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on  postponing  the  bill  ooncemiiig  torpedoes    587 
on  recommitting  die  same  -         -        -    567 

on  poAponing,  ai^d  on  recommitting  the  bill 

for  relief  of  Summerl  and  others    - 
on  the  final  passage  Of  the  bill  ooncenun^ 

torpedoes       -        - '      - 
on  postponing   the    disagreement  of  the 

House  of  Representatives  to  the  Senate's 
*    amendments  to  the  bill  concerning  ootn- 

merciar  intercourse  -  •  -  •  590 
on  agreeing  v?tth  the  amendments  of  the 

committee  to  the  biB  conecming  the  Dis- 
trict Coort  of  the  Territoiy  of  Orieaas    -    594 
on  amending  the  bill  concerning  roads  and 

canals  ->--...  .  6O0 
on  poetpoiung  the  report  of  the  Managers 

at  the  conference  on  the  interoonrse  Oil  -  60S 
on  adhering  to  their  amendments  to  said  Mil  611 
on  postponing  the  hiU  concerning  roadis  and 

eanab  ^        ......    611 

on  amendfaig  the  same      ....    813 

oh  amending  the  bill  to  alter  and  amend  tho 
'    act 'fixing  the  Military  Peace  EstaUiah- 

ment   .  -        -        -        -        -        .        .    6SI 

on  amending 'thA  bill  to  prt>cure  munitions 
ofwar  -        -        -        -  •     -        -        -    636 

on  amending  "the  bill  concerning  pre-emp- 
tion rights     ......    631 

on  amending  the  bill  regulating  the  Poet 
Office  EsUbhkhment     637,  S38, 641,  642, 643 

on  agreeing  to  a  joint  resolution^to  adjom 

on  the  23d  April  *  ....  -644 
on  amending  the  bill  fixing  the  compensa* 

tion  of  Ministers  and  Consuls        •        -    645 
on  amending  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  Joaepli 
.  Summerl  and  others       ....    64< 
on  ordering  the  same  to  a  third  reading      -    647 
on  postponing  the  bill  to  amend  the  aet  to 

incorporate  the- City  of  Washington  *  64^ 
on  amending,  and  on  postpohinj^  Mr.  Reed's 

ivsblution  for  amending  the  Constitation  659 
on  amending  the  bill  concerning  the  haUure  65€ 
on  the  final  passage  of  said  bill  -        •    657 

oa  several  questions  arising  from  the  dian- 
greement  of  the  House .  of  Repreaenta- 
tives  to  the  Senate  antendmenta  to  the 
same     -        -        -        --        ...660 

on  the  third  reading  of  the  billfor  the  relief 
of  John  Thompson        ....    060 

on  striking  out  the  first  section  of  the  hill  to 
establish  a  National  Bank      •        •        .661 
^  on  the  passage  of  the  bill  for  the  rdief  of 
persons  imprisoned  for  debt    ...    662 

on  amending  the  bill  to  admit  the  Territory 
of  Orieans  into  the  Union      -*        •     664,  679 

on  amending  the  bill  to  establish  a  National 
Bank    -        -        -        -        -      666,667,668 

on*  the  third  reading  of  the  bill  for  the  i»> 
lief  of  Elixabeth  Hamilton      -        .        .     666 

on  the  third  reading  of  (he  hill  for  the  re- 
lief of  Isaac  Clason        ....     6^ 

on  postponing  the  bill  to  establish  a  Na- 
tional Bank 669 

on  the  third  reading  of  the  bUl  to  admit  (he 
Territory  of  Orleans  into  the  Union        -     676 
-    on  postponing  Mr.  Reed's  resolution  for 

amending  &e  Constitutioh    -        -        •670 


Ill 


INDEX. 


XXXiV 


HauBe  Proceedings  and  Debates. 


and  Nayf — continued.  Page. 

on  amending  the  lame       •  •        -    671 

on  the  final  pasaage  of  the  same  672 

on  amending  the  bill  eoncerning  commer- 
cial intercoarae      ...        *     673;  674 
on  the  final  paasage  of  the  bill  to  admit  the 

Territory  of  Orleans  into  the  Union       •    674 
on  the  third  reading  of  the  bill  for  the  relief 

of  Margaret  Lapeley      ....    676 
on  recommitting  the  tame         ...    678 


Yeas  and  Nays— continued.                                Page, 
on  a  motion  to  recede  from  their  amend- 
mcnts  to  the  intercourse  hill  -        -        •  687 
Young,  Moses,  a  bill  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives for  relief  of,  read    ...  644 
read  a  second  time,  and  referred  to  a  com- 
mittee -        -        -        -        -        .      •  •  646 
reported  without  amendment     -        .        •  647 
ordered  to  a  third  reading          •        .        .  661 
read  the  third  tame,  and  passed  •        .        •  668 
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ntees,  names  of  the,  on  the  final  vote  on 
the  bill  concerning  commercial  intercourse 
Accounts,  appointment  of  the  standing  commit- 
tee of,  at  flrit  session      .... 
appointment  at  the  second  session 
Accountability,  a  bill  providing  for  the  more  per- 
fect, of  persons  intrusted  with  public  mo- 
neys, read  twice,  and  committed     -        -  1617 
Adams,  John  Quincy,  nomination  of,  to  the  Sen- 
ate as  Minister  Plenipotentiary  to  Russia  8062 
Additional  Duties,  Mr.  Rhea  submitted  a  resolu- 
tion that  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means  be  instructed  to  inquire  into  the 
expediency  of  laying,  on  all  merchandise, 
&C.,  the  growth,  produce,  or  manufacture 
of  France  and  her  dependencies     -        -  1332 

ordered  to  lie  on  the  table 1333 

called  up  and  considered    .        -        -        -   1470 
a  bill  imposing,  twice  read,  and  committed 

to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  -  -  1669 
ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  ....  1863 
progress  on  it  reported,  and  leave  granted 

to  sit  again 187S 

Additional  Military  Force,  a  Message  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  with  a 
report  from  the  Secretary  of  War,  show-  . 
ing  the  progress  made  in  carrying  into 
e£ct  the  act  for  raising  an,  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Military  and  Naval  £s- 

^blishments 118 

Adjournment,  a  message  from  the  Senate  that 
they  are  ready  for,  with  notice  of  their 
appointment  of  a  joint  committee,  dtc.,   - 
was  concurred  in    -        -        -        -        -    470 
Mr.  McKee  submitted  a  joint  resolution  fir- 
ing the  second  of  April  for>  read,  dec      -  1620 
auch  a  committee  appointed,  and  the  reso- 
lution referred  to  it         -        -        -        •  1566 
a  ftiessage  firom  the  Senate  that  they  have 

appointed  a  committee  on  their  part  -  1606 
a  resolution  reported  from  the'  joint  com- 
mittee fixing  the  23d  of  April  for  -  -  1693 
the  resolution  was  agreed  to  -  -  -  1753 
Mr.  Smilie  moved  to  rescind  the  resolution  1880 
which  motion,  after  debate,  was  ordered  to 

lie  on  the  table      .....  1881 
the  consideration  resumed,  and  the  resolu- 
I  tion  passed 1920 
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Page. 
Administration,  Mr.  Morrow  presented  the  me- 
morial of  sundry  inhabitants  of  Ohio,  ex- 
pressing their  entire  approbation  of  the 

measures  of 686 

Alexandria,  a  bill  to  amend  the  charter  of,  read 

twice,  and  committed     -        •        .        .    337 

on  motion  of  Mr.  Love,  the  petition  of  the 
President,  dtc.,  of  the  Bank  of,  was  re- 
ferred to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  -    398 

a  petition  of  the  Common  Council  o^  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole      744 

(second  session)  a  bill  to  amend  the  charter 
of,  read  twice,  and  committed         -        -    783 

on  motion  of  Mr.  Love,  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole  were  discharged    -        -        -  1521 

on  motion  of  the  same,  the  Committee  on 
the  District  of  Columbia  were  instructed 
to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  amend- 
ing the  act  to  incorporate  a  turnpike  com- 
pany in  the  county  of     -        -        -        -    838 

a  bill  from  said  committee  to  amend  the  act 
named,  read  twice,  and  committed  -        -  1218 

on  motion  of  the  same,  said  committee  were 
discharged 1521 

the  House  considered  the  same,  and  ordered 
it  to  a  third  reading        ....  1533 

read  the  third  time,  and  passed  ...  1533 

returned  from  the  Senate  with  amendments  1858 

the  amendments  concurred  in    -        -        -  1879 

a  petition  of  the  levy  court  and  common 
council  of  the  county  and  city  o(  praying 
a  grant  of  money  for  the  erection  of  a 
permanent  jail  in,  referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  bistrict  of  Columbia      -        -    987 

a  bill  to  that  effect  reported,  read  twice,  and 
committed 1224 

Mr.  Van  Horn,  presented  the  petition  of 
sundry  inhabitants  of  the  county  of,  pray- 
ing an  alteration  in  the  laws  relating  to 
collection  of  debts,  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee dn  the  District  of  Columbia         -  1224 

a  bill  to  incorporate  the  Protestant  Episco- 
pal church  of,  read  twice,  and  committed  1300 

laid  on  the  table,  and  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  discharged 1368 

taken  up  in  the  House,  amended,  and  or- 
dered to  a  third  reading  ...  i403 

a  bill  to  incorporate  the  Fire  Insurance 
Company  of,  read  twice,  and  committed  -  1446 
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Algien,  Consul  Oenenl  of  the  United  Sutee  in     1999 
AUnnoni,  Mr.  Miller  submitted  a  resolution  re- 
questing   the    President  of  the    United 
States  to  take  measures  to  ascertain  the 
title  to  all  the,  islands,  accretions,  dcc^  on 
the  Mississippi  river,  which,  at  his  own 
suggestion,  was  ordered  to  lie enthe table    381 
Alston,  WUlis,  remarks  of,  on  blank  ballolis       •      54 

on  a  motion  to  appoint  the  standing  cdm- 
mittees  -        -        -        -        -        -        .      ^ 

on  Mr.  Randolph's  resolution     -        -        •      70 

on  the  motion  of  the  same  gentleman  to  ex- 
press approbation,  dec    -        -        -        -      94 

on  the  resolution  relating  to  the  census       •     154 

on  the  bill  from  the  Senate  to  complete  the 
fortifications  -        -        -        -  .     •        -    847 

on  the  resolution  to  refer  the  batture  ques- 
tion to  the  Attorney  General  ...    340 

on  a  motion  to  amend  the  Senate  bill  con- 
oerning  non-intercourse  ....   -447 

on  the  Senate  resohition  respecting  the  con- 
duct of  the  British  Minister   -.       -        -    749 

speech  of,  on  the  same  subject    ...  1064 

remarks  of,  on  the  resolution  relative  to  ad- 
ditional duties        1470 

on  the  resolution  to  repeal  the  non-inter- 
eourse  act      -        -        -        -        -        -  1713 

on  the  resolution  concerning  the  apportion- 
ment of  Representatives         ...  1766 

on  the  hill  for  the  better  accommodation  of 
the  General  Post  Office  and  Patent  Office  1791 

on  Mr.  Upham's  motion  relating  to  the  ex- 
penses of  foreign  intercourse  ...  1945 

on  Mr.  Pitkin^s  resolution  resi^cting  for- 
eign relations 2020 

American  Navigation  Act    (See  Commtrcial 

bitercourMC  bill  reported  by  Mr.  Macon.) 

American  Seamen,  a  bill  for  the  benefit  of,  read 

twice,  and  committed     -        -        -        -  1216 

(See^^eamen.) 
Ancient  Records,  dec,  on  motion  of  Mr.  Qum- 
cy,  a  committee  was  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  state  of  the       -        -        .        .  1427 

a  report  from  said  committee,  read  arid 
committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  1633 

on  motion  of  Mr.  Quincy  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole  were  discharged,  and  the  re- 
port referred  to  the  same  select  commit- 
tee to  report  a  bill 1704 

(Por  the  bill,  see  General  Pott  Offlu  tmd 
Patent  Office,) 
Anderson,  Mr.,  speech  of,  on  the  bill  concerning 

commercial  Intercourse  -        •        .        .  1326 
Annapolis,  a  bill  from  the  Senate  to  change  the 

post  route  from,  to  Rockhall   ...    323 

read  twice,  and  ordered  to  a  third  reading    329 

read  the  third  time,  and  postponed  indefi- 
nitely   -        -        -        -        -        -        -    349 

Approbation,  Mr.  Randolph  moved  that  a  vote 
of^  be  passed,  on  the  President's  prompti- 
tude and  frankness  in  meeting  ttie  over- 
tures of  Gniat  Britain,  dec.    -  .     -        -      93 

Mr.  J.  G.  Jackson  moved  its  indefinite  post- 
ponement       96 

a  motion  by  Mr.  Randolph  to  consider  his 
resolution  of,  was  declsrod  by  the  Speaker 
to  be  out  of  order,  from  which  decision 
Mr.  R.  appealed  to  the  House         -        •134 

the  decision  of  the  Speaker  confimied       •    186 


Appropriations,  Mr.  Randolph  submitted  a 

iution  that  a  committee  be  appointcil  to 
inquire  into  the  proper  appUcatioa  of, 
,  which  the  House  agreed  to  oonsider        -      64 

Mr.  Randolph  moved  that  the  House  con- 
cur therewith         .....       67 

Mn  Eppes  moved  «  modificatton  of  the  k». 
olution,  to  which  Mr.  R.  assented  -        -       71 

the  resolution  as  modified  carried  nnam- 
mously,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole -      73 

Committee  of  the  Whole  discharged,  and 
a  motion  to  refer  to  a  select  conunittee    -       90 

the  resolution  amended,  and  referred  to  m 
select  committee    .        .        .        -        -163 

OD  motion  oC  Mr.  Sheffey,  a  similar  resolu- 
tion was  adopted,  and  a  committee  ap- 
pointed •  '  T  -  -  -  -  1199 
Armed  Merchantmen,  Mr.  Livermore  submitted 
a  resolution  directing  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  to  lay  before  the  Hboise  copies 
of  any  instructions  issued  to  collectors, 
relative  to  the  refusal  of  clearances  to 
private,  agreed  to  -        -        -        -        .  1160 

a  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasuxy, 
in  obedience  to  the  resolution         -        .  1300 

Mr,  Dana  submitted  a  resohition  that  it  is 
proper  to  establish  by  law  permanent  teg- 

'  ulations  applicable  to,  dec  .  •  -  -  1324 
Armed  Trade,  Mr.  Dana  submitted  a  resohition 
that  it  is  expedient  to  allow  the  merchant 
vessels  of  the  United  States  to  be  armed 
for  their  defence,  dkc.  -  -  •  -135 
Armies  of  the  United  States,  a  committee  was 
appointed  to  inquire  whether  any  altera- 
tion is  necessary  in  the  act  establishing 
rules  and  sriidesforthe  government  of  the 

on  motion  of  Mr.  Montgomery,  the  subject 
was  referred  to  the  committee  on  the  Mil- 
itary Establishment 
Annroyd,  Oeoige,*  ^  Company,  a  fevoraUe  re- 
port on  the  petition  of,  was  concurred  in, 
and  a  bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  con- 
formable thereto    .        -        -        .        .  176S 

a  bin  presented,  read  twice,  and  committed  1817 

the  report  of  the  Committee  of  Commerce 
and  Manufactures  on  the  case  of    .        .  2497 
Armstrong,  General,  copy  of  a  note  froln,  to  Mr. 

Champagny  ......  20S9 

copy  of  a  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  State 
to  -.-,-«-  Jit0 

copy  of  a  letter  from,  to  the  Secretary  of 
State    -         •         2031,2063,2126,2127^2137 

copy  of  a  letter  from,  to  Mr.  Pinkney  2031,  2139 

correspondence  of,  with  Count  Champag- 
ny ....  2125,2126,2157 
Army,  Mr.  Randolph  submitted  a  resolution  to 

reduce  the     •        -        •        ...        .64 

a  motion  to  refer  to  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  .......      66 

the  said  motion  prevailed  .        -        -        -      71 

referred  to  the  committee  on  the  President's 
Message -      9e 

said  committee  reported  the  inexpediency 
of  disbanding  anv  portion  of  the     -        -    2^ 

(See  B/RKtary  ana  Naval  EttablUhmenUy 
for  further  proceedings  on  the  resolution.) 

a  bill  to  reduce  and  consolidate  the,  of  the 
Uiutsd  States,  reported  -  -  199( 


119 


-  137« 
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read  twice,  and  committed  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole         •        .        .        .        ^ 

Mr.  Milnor  moved  areaolotioii,  whieh,  bebg 
amended,  was  carried,  that  a  committee 
be  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  propriety 
of  defraying  the  expenies  of  the  commit- 
tee to  inquire  into  the  etato  of  the,  d^.  - 

■aid  committee  reported  a  reeolotion  to  pay 
the  witneaaes  examined,  dec.,  which  was 
concurred  in  by  the  House     .        «.        . 

Mr.  Newton  submitted  a  resolution  request- 
ing the  President  of  the  United  States  to 
cause  to  be  laid  befbts  the  Hou^  a  state- 
ment of  the  number  of  troops  compoeing 
theregulfr     -•       i.        .        .        . 

agreed  to,  and  a  committee  ap^ihted  to 
wait  on  the  President     -       -       ,       . 

a  Message  from  the  President,  with  the  itate- 
ment  asked  for,  which  was  read,  and  re- 
ferred to  a  select  committee   - 

the  message  and  accompanying  report  or< 
dered  to  be  printed         -        -        .  '     . 
Amo^  the  ship,  a  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  enclosing  a  statement  transmit- 
ted by  the  Collector  of  Boston,  in  relation 
to  forged  papers  used  by         *        . 
(For  the  statement,  see  Appendix,  pageS156.) 
Artidea  of  Warv  Mr.  Randolph  presented  a  bill 
to  amend  the  act  establishing,  which  was 
permitted.to->lie  on  the  table    ... 
Afliens,  (Georgia,)  Mr.  Stanford  submitted  a 
lesolution  directing  the  Postmaster  Gen- 
eral to  report  the  annual  amount  of  ex- 
penditures in  conteying  the  mail  from 

'  the  leat  of  GoTcmment  to  New  Orleans 
by  the  way  o^  with  the  proceeds  thereof 
Audrain,  Peter,  a  bill  from  the  Senate  for  relief 
ot,  read  twice,  and  committed 


-  1856 


-  l«67 


-  1367 

r- 

•  1368 


-  1426 


467 


153 


-  1406 


B. 


Bacon,  Mr.,'  remarks  of,  on  Mr.  Randolph's 

libel  resolution       -        -        -        .        .      80 

remarks  of,  on  Mr.  Randolph's  resolution  to 
pass  a  TOte  of  approbation  of  the  President 
of  the  United  States       -        -        -        .      95 

on  lus  resolution  concemitig  domestic  man- 
ufactures        163, 2«S 

speech  of,  on  the  report  of  the  committee 
on  the  petition  of  the  Carthagena  prison- 
ers       -.--..     274,881 

remarks  of,  on  hie  resolution  rolating  to 
ehallengee,  di&c.      -        -        •       .        .    702 

on  Mr.  Giles's  resolution  to  caU  foir  certain 
papers  ------     718,724 

on  his  motion  to  refer  the  memorial  of  the 
New  England  Canal  Company      -     730,  732 

in  support  of  his  motion  ta  add  certain  pa- 
pers to  Mr.  Troup's  resolution  to  print    - 

on  the  resolution  from  the  Senate  concern- 
ing the  British  Minister  .... 

on  the  Senate's  amendments  to  the  bill  con- 
cerning commercial  intercourse      -        -  1439 

speedi  of,  on  the  bill  authorising  a  detach- 
ment from  the  militia     •        -        •  1502, 1514 

on  the  bill  for  the  better  accommodation  of 
the  General  Post  Office,  dbc         -        -     1772 

on  the  bill  to  reduce  the  NaTal  Establish- 
ment             .  1989 
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Baltic,  on  motion  of  Mr.  Burwell)  a  committee 
was  appointed  to  wait  on  the  President  of 
the  United  States,  i^nd  request  him  to  lay 
before  the  House  any  information  he  may 
possess  relati?e  to  the  blockade  of  the 
iNiitaofthe    --....  X091 
a  Message  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  enclosing  a  report  from  the  Sem- 
tary  of  State  in  obedience  to  the  resolu- 
tion, was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations  -        .        .        ...  isoi 
said  committee  diseharged  horn  the  consid- 
eration of  the  subject     -        -        •        .  1753 
Mr.  Bibb  submitted  a  resolution  in  relation 

to  the  trade  of  the  -. ,.     -        -        •        .  1433 
which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 

Whole  --.-.-.  1429 
sundry  papem  aecompaoying  the  Message, 
on  the  subject  of  the  blodcade,  dbe.,  of  the  2131 
Baltimore,  on  motion  of  ^f.  McKim,  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury  was  directed  to  lay 
before  the  House  a  statement  of  the  emol- 
uments and  expenditures  of  the  Collect- 
or of,  for  the  years  1808  and  1809,  in  the 
discharge  of  his  duties    ....  1479 
a  report  from  that  officer,  in  obedienoe        -  1683 
•  referred  to  the  committee  on  the  bill  for  re- 
lief of  the  Collectors  of  Norfolk  and  Phila* 

.    dclphia i53e 

Bank  of  Alexandria,  the  petition  of  the  President 
and  Directors  of  the,  preying  an  extension 
of  their  charter,  was  referred  to  the  Com* 
mittee  on  the  District  of  Columbia  -        -  1082 
a  report  from  the  said  committee  diereon    •  1868 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  1376 
a  bill  from  the  Senate  for  continuing  the 

charter  of  the 1950 

Bank  of  Potomac,  the  ^tition  of  the  President, 
dec,  of  the,  preying  a  charter,  referred  to 
the  same  committee  as  above  ...  1032 
a  report  from  said  eommittee      -        .        .  1368 
referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole      -  1376 
Bank  of  the  United  States,  on  motion  of  Mr. 
Seybert,  the  memorial  of  the  stockholden, 
dice,  of  the,  was  referred  to  a  select  com- 
mittee   133S 

a  report  from  said  committee  referred  to  the 

Committee  of  the  Whole        ...  1413 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  discharged, 
and  the  subject  again  referred  to  a  select 
committee      -        -        •        .        .        .  I68I 
Mr.  LoVe  submitted  sundry  resolutions  in  re- 
lation to  the 1768 

which  were  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table         -  1759 
a  bill  to  renew  the  charts  of  the,  reported, 

read  twice,  and  committed  ...  1763 
debate  in  Committee  of  the  Whole  •  -  1795 
progress  reported,  and  leave  to  sit  again  re- 
fused -  -  -  -  .  -  -  1817 
debated  in  the  House,  and  Mr.  Swoope  pro- 
posed an  amendment  ....  1934 
the  amendment  considered,  and  fost  -  •  1935 
Mr.  Love  moved  an  amendment  -  •  1936 
which  was  also  lost  -  -  -  .  .  1937 
correspondence  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Tre^i- 

sury  with  the  President  of  the        -        .  2179 
cdntnct  between  the  CommMoneis  of  the 
Sinking  Fund  and  the  •        «       -2182,2184 
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Bank  of  the  United  States — continned.  Page. 
tlio  report  of  the  Secretarj  of  thh  Treaiuiy 
in  obedience  to  resolution,  on  the  divi- 
dends, Acm  of  the  -  -  -  -  -  2207 
Bank  of  Washington,  Mr.  Lots  presented  the 
petitions  of  the  President,  Ac,  of  the, 
praying  the  grant  of  a  charter;  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  the  District  o(  Co- 
lumbia   747 

m  report  from  said  committee      -  ,     -       ^  1368 
Bankruptcy,  Mr.  Whitman  presented  the  petfr- 
tion  of  sundry  inhabitants  of  Portland, 
praying  the  establishment  of  a  unilorm  sjrs- 
tem  of  -        -        -        -        -        -        .698 

a  motion  to  rafcr  said  petition  to  a  select 

committee,  lost       -    .    -        -        -        •     699 

Baibary  Powers,  a  bill  to  protect  the  commerce 

and  seamen  of  the  United  States  against 

tha,  read  twice,  and  committed        -        -  1 167 

nported  without  amendment,  and  onlered 

to  a  third  reading  •  •  -  '  •  *  1 168 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed  -        -        •  1173 

Bartmiy  William,  (a  Revolutionary  soldier,)  Mr. 

Boot  presented  the  petition  of,  and  moved 

to  refer  it  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole ; 

negatived 1444 

BaMett,  Mr.,  remarks  of  on  the  bill  suthorizing 

A  detachment  from  the  militia  -  -  1476 
lamarks  of,  on  a  -call  for  certain  papen  •  1623 
on  a  resolution  respecting  the  gunbosts  •  1668 
<A  a  motion  to  refer  the  subject  of  the  Bank 

of  the  United  States  to  a  select  commit^ 

tee 1680 

•apeech  of,  on  the  bill  to  reduce  the  Naval 

Establishment        -        -        -  1960,  1990 

•peech  of,  in  reply  to  Mr.  Randolph  -        •  1976 

BatUira,  Mr.  Shefley  submitted  a  resolution  that 
a  committee  be  appointed  and  instructed 
to  bring  in  a  bill,  authorising  the  Presi- 
dent to  appohit  ComraissionerB  to  deter- 
mine the  dispute  concerning  the  owner- 
ahip  of  the 323 

which  was  negatfved         ....  1373 

Mr.  8.  submitted  three  other  resolutions  on 
the  same  subject    .....    418 

which  were  referred  to  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole 419 

pragress  reported,  and  leave  to  sit  again  re- 
liised     -        - 1469 

Mr.  Bibb  submitted  a  resolution  to  vest  the 
ttUe  of  the  United  States  in  the  corpora^ 
tion  of  the  city  of  New  Orleans      >        -    349 

Mr*  Poydras  presented  the  repieMntation  of  . 
the  Mayor,  dec,  of  New  Orleans,  touch- 
ing the  title  of  the  United  Stotes  to  the, 
wkich  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Public  Lands 701 

Mr.  P.  also  presented  a  petition  of  the  eiti- 
aena  of  New  Orieans,  praying  that  the 
title  to  the,  may  be  retained  in  the  United 
Btotes -    701 

Mr.  Shffiey  submitted  sundry  resolutions 
■elating  to  the 707 

Mr.  Nelson  moved  that  said  resolutions,  to- 
.^ther  with  the  papers  presented  by  Mr. 
Paydras,  before  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Public  Lands,  should  be  referred  to  the 
Committee  of  tho  Whole,- and  the  Com* 
Mitfea  on  PubUo  Lands  be  discharged    .    739 


Battnre— continued. 

which  motion,  after  conaiderabla  diacnaaioB, 
prevailed        -.---.     744 

Mr.  Love  offi»red  a  resolotion,  which  was  r»> 
ferred  to  the  same  ....  1379 

on  motion  of  Mr«  Gardenier,  the  Secreteiy 
of  Steto  waa  directed  to.  lay  before  the 
House  a  copy  of  the  opinion  of  the  At^ 
tomey  GenenJ  on  the  right  of  the  United 
Stotes  to  the 1456 

a  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  State  endoo- 
ing  the  copy  asked  for   -        -        -        -  1468 

Mr.  Poydras  presented  sundiy  reoointionaof 
the  Legislative  Conncil,  dbe.,  of  the  Ter^ 
ritoiy  of  Orleans  in  relation  to  the  >        -   1469 

Mr.  Poindexter  submitted  a  resolution  on 
the  snbjact  of  the .        -        -        .        -  1469 

which  was  agreed  to,  and  seforred  to  a  ao- 
lect  committee       ......  i486 

a  bill  providing  the  means  to  ascertain  the 
title  to,  read  twiee,  and  committed  .        -  1496 

progress  reported,  and  leave  to  sit  again  re- 
fused    .......  1560 

called  up  in  the  House,  and  discussed*  1607, 1617, 

1616,  1694,  1700 

amended,  and  ordered  to  a  third  reading    >  1701 

read  the  third  time,  and  passed  -        •        .  1704 

returned  from  the  Senate  with  amendmanto  1858 

amandmente  disagreed  to  «        *        -        *  1880 

Message  fiom  the  Senate  that  they  adhere  -  1886 

tha  consideration  of  adherence  poetponed 

indefinitely 1936 

Bayliea,  William,  the  report  of  the  Committee 
of  Blections,  declaring,  not  legally  elected, 
waa  committed  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole 

progress  reported,  and  leave  to  sit  again 
fu«ed     .......    418 

the  resolution  of  the  Committee  of  Elections 
carried  .......461 

Baynham,  William,  a  bill  for  relief  of,  read  twice, 

and  committed      .....  15)3 

reported  without  amendment,  and  ordered 
to  a  third  reading  .....  176S 

read  the  third  time,  and  passed  *        •  1770 

Bayou  St.  John.    (See  ScitwUe  Harbor.') 
Beach  Point.     (See  as  above.) 

Bean,  Charles,  a  detailed  report  on  the  petition  of  1764 
a  bill  for  relief  o(  read  twice,  and  committed  1765 
Bedticking,  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury on  the  manufacture  of      -        .        .  2SS9 
Bibb,  Mr.,  remarks  of,  on  a  motion  to  lay  on  the 
toble  a  petition  to  divide  MiBsiss]|>pi  Ter- 
ritory      265 

remarks  of,  on  a  motion  to  poatpone  the 
Senate  reaolution  fixing  the  day  of  ad* 
journment      ......    S66 

attendance  of,  at  the  second  session   .        -    689 
remarks  of,  on  a  motion  to  call  for  certain 
papers  .......    714 

on  the  motion  to  refer  the  memorial  of  the 

New  England  Land  Company.       -        •    7M 
on  the  respective  motions  of  Measrs.  Troup 
and  Bacon  to  print  certein  acte  of  Georgia 
relative  to  the  Yazoo  claims    ...    746 
speech  of,  on  the  bill  concerning  commer- 

cial  intercourse      -        -        >        -        -1941 
remarks  of,  on  tho  resolution  to  inquire  into 
the  conduct  of  Albert  Gallatin         .        .  1431 
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dibb,  Mr.,  remarks  of — continaed.  Page, 

on  postponing  the  Senate  amendments  to 
the  bin  concemini^ commercial  intercoarse  1439, 

1449 
speech  of,  on  the  Nil  concerning  the  batture  1540 
remarks  introductory  of  a  motion  to  post- 
pone indefinitely  the  resolution  to  inquire 
into  the  conduct  of  General  Wilkinson    -  1746 
introducing  a  memorial  of  the  Legislature 
of  Georgia  relative  to  boundary       -        -  1987 
Blackwell,  David,  an  adverse  report  on  the  peti- 
tion of,  was  disagreed  to  in  Committee  of 
the  Whole,  and  their  disagreement  con- 
firmed by  the  House      -        -        -        -  1761 
Boone,  Daniel,  Mr.  Desha  presented  the  petition 
of,  praying  a  donation  of  land,  referred  to 
a  select  committee  ....  1166 

a  report  from  said  committee,  referred  to  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole        -        •        -  136.3 
Boston  Harbor.    (See  Seituaie  Harbor.) 
Boundary,  memorial  and  resolution  of  the  Legis- 
lature of  Georgia  on  the  subject  of  her    -  2273 
Boyd,  Mr.,  remarks  of,  on  the  resolution  to  refer 

the  batture  title  to  the  Attorney  Genera!    384 
speech  of,  on  the  biH  concerning  commer- 

dkl  intercourse 1322 

on  adhering  to  disagreement  to  the  Senate 

amendments  of  the  same        ...  1682 
on  the  motion  to  disband  the  Master  Com- 
mandants in  the  Navy   '        *        '       .*  ^^^^ 
Bradley,  Daniel,  an  adverse  report  On  the  peti- 
tion of  -        -  1216 

Brent,  John,  and  John  Randall,  Collectors  of 
Customs,  Mr.  Love  presented  the  petition 
of,  praying  allowance  for  certain  seilures 
nnder  the  St.  Domingo  non-intercourse 
act -    845 

Brickell»  Thomas,  an  adverse  report  onihe  pe- 

"\jm        -    783 


351 


tttion  of,  concurred  in  by  the  Ho 

Brigadier  General's  Pay,  Mr.  J.  G.  Jackson  sub- 
mitted a  resolution  to  limit  the        -    ^    - 
which,  after  some  discussion,  was  with- 
drawn -        •       .-        •   •     -        •        -    .356 

Briggs,  Isaac,  a  bill  for  relief  of,  read  twice,  and 
committed     -        -        -        -        - 
debated  in  committee,  disagreed  to,  reported, 
and  a  third  readihg  refused    .        .        - 

Brown,  John,  of  Maryland,  appeared  and  took 
his  seat  .----- 

Brown,  Rev.  O.  B.,  a  message  from  the  Senate 
^at  they  have  appointed,  their  Chaplain 

Buck,  Anthony,  a  report  on  the  petition  of,  with 
a  resolution  granting  the  prayer,  agreed 
to,  and  a  bill  lor  his  relief  ordered   - 
a  bill  ibr  relief  of,  presented,  read  twice,  and 
committed 

Borch,  IBenjamin,  election  of,  as  assistant  Door 
keeper 

Burwelt,  Mr.,  remarks  of,  on  the  subject  of  com 

merdai  intercourse  -  -  - 
on  the  bill  making  appropriations  to  com 

plete  the  fortifications  .  .  - 
on  the  Senate  bill  of  the  same  tenor  - 
on  the  motipn  to  lay  on  the  table  the  peti 

tion  to  divide  Mississippi  Territory 
on  the  resolution  to  refer  the  batture  qnes 

tion  to  the  Attorney  General  - 
on  the  bill  to  rednce  th^  Naval  Establiah- 

ment     -        -        •    '   - 
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1727 
57 

74 

139 
248 

265 

329 


Bnrwell,  Mr.,  remarks  of — continued.  Pi^g*. 

speech  of,  on  the  non-intercourse  biH  -    42C 

attendance  of,  at  the  second  session    - 

remarks  of,  introductory  of  a  resolution  ooik- 
cerning  the  blockade  of  the  Baltic  - 

speech  of,  on  the  bill  concerning  commer- 
cial intercourse       ...  1168,  1851 

remarks  of,  on  his  motion  to  postpone  said 
bill 1901 

introductory  of  a  resolution  concerning  con- 
Yoy -        -  1226 

speech  of,  on  the  resolution  to  inquire  into 
the  official  conduct  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury        - 1416 

remarks  of,  on  a  motion  to  call  for  certain 
papers '       -        -  1623 

OB  the  resolution  concerning  apportionment 
of  representation    ....        -  1767 

speech  of,  on  the  bill  to  impose  additional 
duties 1666 

remarks  of,  on  the  bill  from  the  Senate  to 
extend  the  time  of  payment  for  public 

lands 1969 

Business,  a  joint  committee  appointed  to  inquire 
what,  is  necessary  to  be  done  during  the 
present  session       •        -        -        -        -     117 

a  message  from  the  Senate  that  they  htfve 
appointed  a  similar  committee         -        -    168 

a  report  from  the  said  joint  committee        -    229 

a  similar  report  from  another  committee  of 
the  same  character  ....  1668 
Butierj  Mr.,  remarks  of,  on  the  motion  to  take 
up  the  report  of  the  committee  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  conduct  of  General 
Wilkinson  •  2088 

C. 
Caldwell,  Hiurry,  and  Amasa  Jackson,  Mr.  Heine 
pfes^nted  the  petition  of,  which  was  re- 
ferred to  a  select  committee    -        -       -    TOG 
a  bill  ^r  relief  of,  read  twice,  and  committed    844 
ordered  to  a  third  reading  -        -        -  1216 

read  the  third  time,  and  passed  -        -        •  1218 
returned  firom  the  Senate  with  an  amend* 

ment     -      • 1888 

which  amendment  was  concurred  in  -.       -  1366 
Calhoun,  John,  a  bill  for  relief  of,  read  tivioe, . 

and  committed       -        -        -      ^  •        -  1868 
Campbell,  John,  of  Maryland,  appeared  and  took 
his  seat  --•-.- 

Canning,  Mr.,  unoflicial  account  of  a  eonveim- 

tion  held  by,  with  Mr.  Pinkney       -        -  2064 
copy  of  a  despatch  from,  to  Mr.  Enkine     ^  2066 
Cape  St.  Vincent,  a  bill  to  make,  in  the  district 
of  Sackett's  harbor,  a  port  of  delivery, 
read  twice,  and  committed      ...  1766 
Capitol,  a  biU  making  further  appropriations  §n 

completing  the,  read  twice,  committed     «  1166 
reported  with  amendments,  which  were  read 

and  agreed  to 2661 

read  the  third  time,  and  passed  as  amended  2068 
Captures,  British,  French,  and  Danish,  a  Mes- 
sage from  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  with  a  report  from  the  Secretary 
of,  in  obedience  to  a  resolution  of  the 

House  -        '        *        '     ,  *        '        "  ^*** 

Carthagena  Prisoners,  Mr.  McKim  presented 
the  petiticm  of  thirty-five  American  dti- 
sens,  praying  the  interposition  of  Govern- 
ment, dec,  referred  to  a  select  committee     161 
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160 
183 


-    469 


690 


1373 


-  1406 


1406 

1427 
1428 


C«rthag«na  PTUoneri--coiitintted.  Page. 

a  report  from  said  cominittee  read,  and  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole    • 

tbe  resolution  reported  by  the  committee 
agreed  to,  and  reported  to  the  House 

on  the  question  of  concurrence,  the  resol}! 
tion  lost  by  the  vote  of  the  Speaker 
Cenaos,  Mr.  Randolph  submitted  a  resolutioii 
eonceming  the  third       .... 

agreed  to,  and  referred  to  a  select  committee 

a  hill  presented  providing  for  taking  the 
third,  permitted  to  lie  on  the  table  • 

on  motion  of  Mr.  Fisk,  a  committee  was 
appointed  to  make  provirioo  for  taking 
the      ,  "        "        "        "        "        "        • 

a  bill  from  said  committee  read  twice,  and 
committed 744 

reported,  and  referred  to  a  select  oommit- 
tee        ..-...•- 

sundry  amendments  reported,  and  commit- 
ted to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 

reported  to  the  House  with  sundry  amend- 
ments   -        -        -  .     - 

partially  agreed  to,  further  amended,  and 
ordered  to  a  third  reading       ... 

read  the  third  time,  and  passed  as  amended 

returned  from  the  Senate  with  amendments  1633 

the  amendments  agreed  to,  except  one        *  1536 

the  Senate  insist,  and  ask  a  conference      -  1636 

the  House  insist  and  consent  to  the  confer- 
ence       1669 

a  rei>ort  from  the  Managers        ...  1683 

a  message  from  the  Senate  that  they- recede 
with  an  amendment       ....  1684 

the  modification  proposed  by  the  Senate  cen- 
Cttired  in  ' 1606 

on  motion  of  Mr.  Fisk,  a  eonunittee  was 
appointed  to  prepare  a  bill  to  rectify  a 
mistake  which  had  occurred  in  enrolling 
the  bill  just  passed        -        .        . 

the  nctHying  bUl  presented,  read  twice,  and 
ordered  to  a  third  reading      ... 

read  the  third  time,  and  passed  ... 

on  motion  of  Mr.  Bacon,  the  Committee  on 
Domestic  Manufactures  were  instructed 
to  inquire  into  tbe  expediency  of  so 
■mending  the  Act  for  taking  the,  as  to 
make  it  the  duty  of  the  officers  to  coHect 
infbrmation  thereon       ... 

a  bill  further  to  amend  the  act  ibr  taking 
tbe  third,  read  twice^  and  committed 

ordered  to  a  third  reading  .... 

read  the  third  time,  and  passed 

Challenges,  d^c,  Mr.  Bacon  submitted  a  resolu- 
tion in  relation  to 708 

Mr.  B;  gave  notice  that  he  should  call  up 

bis  resolution  to-morrow         ...    703 
the  resolution  was  modified,  and  referred  to 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  -        -    706 

Chamherlain,  John  C,  of  New  Hampshire,  ap- 
peared and  took  his  seat         ...    688 

Champagny,  Mr.,  a  note  from  General  Arm- 
strong to       -        •     .    -        -        -        -  2029 

Ghaplaini,  a  message  from  the  Senate  proposing 

the  election  of  two,  agreed  to         -        -      68 
'   a  cimilar  message  and  result,  at  the  second 

session  -.---..     684 

ChflBiicat  PrMMurations,  report  of  the  Secretary 

of  the  Treasury  on  Ajuerican         -        -  8886 


-  1760 


1761 
1762 


.  1964 


1988 
2016 
2028 


Chesapeake  and  Delaware  Casfl  Compfiiy,  a 
bill  from  the  Senate  authorising  tiie  sale 
and  grant  of  a  quantity  of  land  to  the    -  1679 
read  twice,  and  committed         ...  1699 
Chickasaw  Indians,  a  bill  making  appropriatioiia 
to  carry  into  effect  a  treaty  with  the,  and 
to  establish  a  land  office  in  the  Miasianppt 
Territory,  read  twice,  and  committed      -     198 
reported  without  amendment,  and  ordered 
to  a  third  reading  •        .        .        •        . 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed  -        -     234 

China,  nam«  and  emoluments  of  the  Consul  of 

the  United  States,  in     -        -        -        -  1998 
Christiansand,  a  memorial  fitom  sundry  Ameri- 
cans at -  2137 

Circular,  a,  from^  the  Treasury  Depaiimeot  U> 

Collectors  of  Customs    -        -        -2074,2394 
from  the  Britidi  Envoy,  Mr.  Jackson  -  8123 

Claims,  appointment  of  the  standing  Commitlett 
of  (first  session)     -  ,     • 
appointment  of  the  atanding  Committee  of 

(second  session)    -        -       .-        - 
said  Committee  disduurged  firom  the  conad- 
eration  of  all  claims  not  reported  on        -  1987 
Clay,  Matthew,  of  Virginia,  appeared  and  took 

his  seat         ......    668 

remarks  of,  on  the  bill  authorizing  a  detacb- 

ment  from  the  militia.    1474,  1476,  1477,  1478 

remarks  of,  on  Mr.  Pitkin's  amendment  to 

tbe  same        .        .        «         1569,1671.167* 

Clapton,  Thomas,  election  of  as  Doorkeeper     -      57 

anthoriied  to  employ  an  assistant,  servants, 

dec   •    -        -        -        -        .        -        -     118 

an  extra  allowance  granted  to   -        -        -  9063 

ClaxtOD,  James,  the  Secretary  authoriaed  to  pay 

one  hundred  dollars  to  -        -        -        -  2063 

Cleiks»on  motion  of  Mr.  Stanibrdytfae  Commil- 
tee  oftWays  and  Means,  were  instructed 
to  bring  in  a  bill  fixing  and  allowing  suit- 
able salaries  to  the  Government  •  •  1456 
t  bill  to  fix  the  compensation  of,  read  twioew 
and  committed       .....  1669 

Clock,  on  motion  of  Mr.  Van^  Horn,  the  Clerk  of 
the  House  was  directed  to  procure  a,  fta 
the  use  of  the  House  of  Representatives    416 

Clopton,  John,  of  Virginia,  was  qualified  and 

took  his  seat 217 

Coast  Survey,  on  motion  of  Mr.  Dana,  the  Com- 
mittee of  Commerce  and  ManufacoireB 
were  instructed  to  inquire  into  the  pro- 
priety of  making  further  provision  for  a 
complete       ......  1254 

Coki,  Isaac  A.,  the  Speaker  laid  before  tbe 
House  a  leUer  from,  apologizing  for  a 
certain  occurrence,  on  which  no  order 
was  taken     •        .       ^        .        .        .     666 
on  motion  of  Mr.  Taylor,  a  committee  waa 
appointed  to  inquire  into  the  occurrence 
referred  to  in  said  letter,  which  was  re- 
ferred to  tbem  ■•.....     706 
a  report  made  by  said  committee        -        -     987 
,  which,  with  the  papers  accompanying  it, 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  and  referred  to 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  •        -     98S 

Collecton  of  Customs,  a  bill  from  the  Senate  au- 
thorising credit  to  be  given  to  certain,  for 
all<|wance  paid  by  them  to  the  owners  and 
crews  of  fishing  vessels  -        -        .        .381 
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twice  read  aisd  eommitlad         .,       •        .    &3 
read  the  third  time,  and  paaeed  •        •        •    464 
CoUaciorB  of  Norfolk  and  PhUadelpbia;  a  bill  for 

relief  of  the^  read  twiee,  and  oommitted  -  1464 
Conuneice  and  Manufactures,  appointment  of 

the  aUndiog  Committ^  of  -        60,  684 

Comaiercial  loteroottrae,  Mr.  Newton  piresented 
a  hill  concerning,  which  was  twice  read, 
and  referred  to  a  Ooramittee  of  the  Whole      74 
reported  without  amendment  and  ordered  to 

a  third  reading      -        •        .        •        •     118 
read  a  third  time,  and  peaaed     »        •        .     11^. 
a  bill  to  revive  and  amend  the  act  to  inter- 
dict, with  Great  Britain  and  France,  read 
twice  and  committed      -        -        •        -     162 
on  motion  of  Mr.  J.  Q.  ^adcsoo  the  Com* 
mittee  of  the  Whote  were  discharged,  and   ' 
the  bill,  was  recommitted  to  the  committee 
that  reported  it,  for  amendment      •        •    832 
an  amendatoxy  bill  to  the  same  effect  report- 
ed, read  twice,  and  committed        •        -    28T 
reported  without  amendment,  and  ordered 

to  a  third  reading 446 

read  a  third  time  -     - .       -        ....    449 
pasasd      .        .i.       i.,       •        .       .•       ,  '457 
a  bill  from  the  Senate  to  amend  and  con- 
tinue in  force  the  act  to  interdict,  dbc, 
read  twice,  and  committed  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  to  whom  the  amen- 
datory bill  of  the  House  was  committed    829 
Mr.  McKim  submitted  two  resolutions  con* 

cerning  our 720 

which  were  a^ed  to        -        •        -        •    744 
Mr.  Macon,  from  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relatione,  reported  a  bill  respecting^  the, 
between  the  United  States  and  Great  Brit- 
ain and  France,  and  for  other  purposes    754 
read  twice  and  referred  to  a  Committee  of  the 

Whole 755 

bill  debated  in  Committee  of  the  Whole    -1160 
progress  reported,  said.  leav«  to  nnt  again 

obtained        -  -  '      -        -        .  1172 

debate  resumed  in  Committee  of  the  Whole  1 173 
progress  reported,  and  ^ leave  to  sit  agaiii 
obtained         ......  1182 

debate  resumed  neit  da^   -        •        -        -  1 182 
an  amendment  offered .  by  Mr.  Chittenden 

to  permit  the  importation  of  salt,  prevailed  1 1 95 
an  amendment  ofiered  by  Mr.  Macon,  pving 
the  President  the  power  to  judge  when  the 
belligerent  edicts  shall  cease  to  violate  our 
commerce,  also  prevaSed        -        -        .  1195 
after  several  verbal  amendments,  the  Com- 
mittee rose  and  reported  the  bill     -        -  1196 
debate  on  the  bill  resumed  in  the  House    -  1201 
on  motion  of  Mr.  Burwell,  the  further  con- 
sideration postponed  till  to-morrow        -  1202 
the  House  resumed  the  consideration  tff  the 

report  of  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  -  1219 
several-amendmentsmade  to  the  bill  in  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  were  agreed'to        -  1222 
debate  in  the  House  resumed     ...  1247 
a  motion  to  recommit  the  bill  to  a  select  com- 
mittee was  negatived      ....  1352 

debate  on  the  bOl  resumed        ...  1257 
a  motion  to  postpone  was  negatived  -        -  1273 
the  debate  on  it  resumed   -         1275,  1800, 1325 
an  amendmeotproposed  by  Mr.  Montgomery 
was  agreed  to        -       ...        •  1829 


Commercial  Intercourse— continued.  Page, 

and'  the  bill  was  ordered  to  a  third  reading  1830 
read  the  third  time,  fhrther  debated,  and  the 

Hoose  adjourned   .        •        1        .        •  1882 
debate  on  the  final  question,  **  ^hull  this  bill 

pass?"  -        - 1838 

the  question  taken  and  carried  .        .        -  1864 
returned  from  the  Senate  with  amendments, 

upon  which  debater  ensued  -  1438, 1446 

the  amendments  of  the  Senate,  and  one  by 

Mr.  Eppes,  referred  to  a  select  committee  1463 
said  committee  reported  a  disagreement  to 
the  Senate's  amendments,  in  which  die 
Honse  concurred/ezceptas  to  so  much  as 
strikes  out  the  last  section      -        -      .  .  1484 
Ale  bill  returned  to  the  Senate  predsdy  in 

its  original  form     .....  1485 
a  message  from  the  Senate  insisting  on  thehr 

amendment!!,  and  asking  a  conference     -  1493 
the  House  agreed  to  the  conference,  with  a 

•  resolntian,  also,  to  insifct  .    -       -        .  1490 
a  report  from  the  committee  of  conference 

of  disagreement     -        -        -v      -        -  1559 
the  disagreement  between  the  two  Houses 

debated  -        -        -         1685,  1665,  1701 

a  bill.  No.  2,  concerning  the,  presented,  read. 

and  passed  to  a  second  reading  -  -  1768 
debated  in  Committee  of  the  Whole  -  -  1887 
amended  and  reported  ....  1913 
the  first  and  second  amendments  of  the  Com- 
mittee concurred  in  -  .  .  •  .- 1914 
the  third  amendment  concurred  hi  •  -  1915 
ordered  to  a  third  reading  ....  1928 

read.a  third  time 1930 

the  final  question  put  and  carried       -        -  1931 
returned  from  the  Senate  with  amendments  2007 
one  amendment  disagreed  to,  and  managers 
appointed  to  confer        ....  2049 

tiie  Senate  agree  to- the  conference,  recede 
from  one  and  adhere  to  the  others  of  their 
amendments  •        -        «        •        -        -  2050 
a  report  from  the  conferees  recommending  a 
modification  -        -        -        -        -        -  2051 

the  recommendation  of  the  committee  con- 
curred m 2058. 

Commercial  La#s,  so  much  of  the  President's 

'  Message  as  relates-to  the  revision  of  the, 

referred  to  the  Committtee  of  Commerce 

and  Manufactures .        •        -        •        -      90 

Comptrollers,  a  report  in  relation  to  balances  on 

the  books  of  the     -        -        -        -        -1617 
Oongress,  a  bill  from  the  Senate  to  ^x  tiie  time 

for  the  next  meeting  of  -  -  -  -  281 
read  twice  and  committed  .  •  -  •  288 
read  a  third  time  and  passed  ...  381 
a  concurrent  resolution  from  the  Senate  fix- 
ing the  20th  instant  for  the  adjournment 
of  the  present  session  of  -  -  -  264 
the  resolution  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  -  266 
agreed  to  with  an  amendment  altering  the 

day 880 

a  bill  making  appropriations  to  defiay  the 
contingent  elpenses  Of,  twice  read,  and 

committed •    285 

reported  with  amendments  and  ordered  ta  a 
third  reading  -        -        -        -        -        -    882 

read  the  third  time,  and  passed  as  amended    394 
on  motion  of  Mr.  Root,  a  committee  was  ap*    . 
pointed  to  prepare  and  bring  in  a  bill  to 
fii  the  time  for  the  next  meeting  of       >-  1768 
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said  committee  reported  a  bill  for  that  pur- 
pose, read  twice,  and  committed     •        -  1793 
Constitution,  a  concurrent  resolution  from  the 

Senate  to  amend  the      -        -        -        -  \Wt 

twice  read  and  committed  ....  2006 

reported  without  amendment,  read  a  third 
time,  and  passed    .....  20&0 

Mr.  Macon  submitted  a  resolution  to  amend 
the,  which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  2028 
Cpnsuls,  a  bill  from  the  Senate  fixing  the  com- 
pensation of,  residing  on  coast  of  Barbery  1768 

read  twice  and  committed  -        •        .        •  1758 

reported  without  amendment,  read  a  third 
time,  and  recommitted    ....  1868 

C!ommittee  of  the  Whole  discharged,  and 
the  bill  again  ordered  to  a  thiid  reading  -  1879 

read  the  thud  time  and  paseed  -        -        -  2019 

Mr.  Upham  submitted  a  resolution  that  the 
President  be  authorized  to  cause  to  be  laid' 
before  the  House  a  statement  of  the  names, 
compensation,  dec,  of  the  sereral  United  ■ 
States -        -  1946 

the  resolution  agreed  to,  and  a  committee 
appointed  to  wait  on  the  President  •        -  1947 

a  Message  from  the  President  enclosing  the 
statement, aeked  for        -        .        />        -  1998 
Contested  Blections,  Mr.  Southard  submitted  a 
resolution  relating  to  evidehee-in  cases  of, 
which  was  referred  to  a  committee  -        -     183 

a  bill  to  render  permanent  the  act  prescri- 
bing the  mode  of  taking  eTidenoe  iik  cases 
of,  presented,  read^  twice,  and  committed    264 

the  same  action  on  the  same  subject  at  the 
second  session        ....     738,  827 

reported  without  amendment     ...  1378 
Contingent  Fund,  a  Message  from  the  President, 

with  an  account  of  the,  for  1809      -        .  1274 
Convoy,  Mr.  Burwell  submitted  a  resolution  re- 
lating to,  &c. 1226 

referred  to  a  select  committee    -       .-        -  1S64 

a  bill  reported  by  said  committee  on  the  sub- 
ject of ^  '     .  1403 

twice  read  and  committed  •    .   -        -  1404 

on  motion  of  Mr.  Eppee  the  Committee  «f 
the  Whole  were  dischaiged    ...  1464 

a  new  bill  was  reported  by  Mr.  Bppes,  which 
was  read  twice  and  committed        -        -  1484 
Cook,  Orchard,  of  Massachusetts,  was  qiialified 

and  took  his  sest   -        ....        .     134 

remarks  of,  on  the  bill  to  complete  the  for- 
tifications     - 340 

on  the  resolution  for  the  r^ef  of  the  Car- 
thagena  prisoners  -        •        -     .  -        -    304 

on  the  bill  to  red uce  the  Naval  Establishment    390 

appeared  and  took  his  seat,  at  the  second 
session  -        -        -        -        " .      •        *  \^^ 

on  a  motion  to  postpone  the  bill  concerning 
commercial  intercourse  i^        -        .        .  1585 

on  the  resolution  to  call  for  certain  papers  1622 

1624 
Copper  and  Brass,  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the^ 

Treasury  on  the  manufactures  of  -  •  2234 
Cotton  Goods,  a  memorial  of  the  manufacturers 
of,  in  Baltimore,  praying  that  an  additional 
duty  may  be  imposed  on  the  importation 
of,  referred  to  the  Committee  of  Com- 
merce and  Manufactures        -        -        -     152 

the  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
on  the  American  manufactures  of  •<        -  2SS9 
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446 
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466 

717 


1402 

387 

1231 


Crist,  Henry,  of  Kentucky,  appeared  and  took 

his  seat  ----.-- 
Cumberland  Boad,  on  motion  of  Mr.  Nebon,  the 

Message  of  the  President  on  the  sn^ect 

of  the,  was  referred  to  a  select  cominittee 
a  bill  in  addition  to  the  act  for  laying  eat 

and  making  the,  re^  twice  and  committed 
a  bill  ftom  the  Senate  on  the  same  eabject 
debate  on  the  same  in  Committee  of  the 

Whole 

ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  .... 
read  twice  and  referred  to  a  select  committee 
reported  without  amendment  and  committed 

to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
and  ordered  to  a  third  reading    ... 
read  a  third  time  alid  passed      ... 
Cotta^  Mr.,  speeeh  of,  on  the  bill  to  reduce  the 

Naval  Establishment  .... 
on  the  bill  concerning  commercial  iater- 

eonrse   -        -        -        -        -        • 

D. 

Dana,  Mr^  speech  of,  on  Mr.  Randolph's  reaolo- 

tion  relating  to  libel        .        .        .        78,  83 

remarks  of,  on  the  same  member's  resoliitioB 
to  repress  approbatioo  of  the  President's 
conduct      -    -        - .       -        .        -        -      94 

on  the  resohition  concerning  the  eeditkm 
law        - 190 

on  Mr.  Ross*8  amendment  to  the  same        -     127 
•     speech  of,  pn  the  motion  to  poat^ne  the 

vote  of  approbation  lAdefinitely       -        -135 

remarks  of,  introductory  of  a  resolution  for 
the  benefit  of  American  seamen      •        -     154 

introductory  of  a  resolution  to  allow  UMr- 
chant  vessels  to  arm  for  defence      •     .  ■  -     155 

on  the  bill  from  the  Senate  te  complete  the 
fortifications 248 

on  the  bill  for  the  redemption  of  the  paUie 
debt      -        -        •        ...        .        •     268 

on  the  motion  to  lay  on  the  table  the  joint 
resolution  £rom  the  Senate  concerning  ad- 
journment    -       -        .        .        .        .    266 

speech  of,  on  the  bill  to  reduce  the  Naval 

Establishment        ....     386,390 
.  on  the  bill  to  amend  and  continue  in  katet 

the  non-intercourse  aet  -        -     409, 419, 445 
.  on  the  third  reading  of  the  same        -        .    458 

remarks  of,  on  the  resolution  concerning  the 
navigation  laws     .....    687 

on  his  amendment  to  the  nesolntton  calling 
for  a  copy  of  Mr.  Jackson's  circular      708,  713 

on  the  motion  to  refer  to  the  Committee  of 
Claims  the  memorial  of  the  New  Eng- 
land Land  Company  -        .     730, 735 

on  the  resolution  from  theSenate  concerning 
the  conduct  of  the  British  Minister  •        -    748 

speech  of,  on  the  same       ....    762 

remarks  of,  on  a  verbal  amendment  to  a 
resolution  offered  by  Mr.  Burwell   .        •  1226 

on  Mr.  Newton's  resolution  calling  for  a 
ststement  of  the  Army  .        •        .        -1256 

on  Mr.  Nicholson's  resolution  for  a  genenl 
establishment  of  National  Banks     -        -  1377 

on  the  bill  concerning  sea^iletters         -        -  1379 

on  the  bill  authorising  a  detachment  from 
the  militia     -        -        -         1381,  1382,  1533 

on  the  resolation  to  inquire  into  the  official 
conductof  Albert  GaUatitt      -        -        -1422 
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Dana*  Mr.,  remarks  of-Hioiitinii^  Pai^e. 

on  the  bill  eoncemin^  eoouiMreial'  intM^ 
ooarM 1443,  1454 

on  the  bill  relatiDf  to  oonvoj     -  149<V  1491 

on  the  Senate's  amendments  to  the  bill  con- 
cerning commercial  intercourse         1493,  1496 

speech  of,  on  the  bill  authorising  a  detach- 
ment from  the  militia     -        -  ,     -        -  1525 

remarks  of,  on  Mr.  Pitkin's  amendment  to 
the  same        -        -        -         1569,  1671,  1&7S 

on  a  .call  for  certain  papers         ...  1623 

speech  o^  on  the  bill  concerning  tomedoes    1686, 

1629 

remarks  of,  on  referring  the  subject  of  the 
Bank  of  the  United  States  to  a  select 
committee     --*-..  1680 

on  Mr.  Kandolph's  resolution  to  repeal  the 
non-interoourM  act       «        ..       •        .  1708 

on  the  bill  to  impose  additional  duties  -        -  1861 

on  the  bill  to  reduce,  the  Annj.  •        -        -  1865 

speech  of,  on  the  same  tulject   ...  1876 

remarks  of,  on  an  amendment  to  the  inter- 
course bill  No.  2    ......  1916 

on  Jf  r.  Upham's  resolution  relaliag  to  Con- 
suls         -  1946 

on  the  loan.bill         •        •       •       •     •  .  1947 

on  his  resolution  relating  to  the  Post  Office 
EsUblishment        .....  1954 

speech  of;  on  the  bill  to  reduce  the  Naval 
EsUblishment        -        -  .      -        -        -  1966 

remarks  of,  on  the  motion  to  disband  the 
Master  Commandants  •  •       •        -        •  1985 

an  Mv«  Pitkin's  resolution  concerning  our 
f6reign  relations     -      . .        .        .        -  2020 
I>anisb  Captures,  resolutions  of  several  merchants, 

dbc.,,of  Philadelphia,  concerning     •        -  2142 

memorial  of  merchants  and  underwriters  on 

the  same  subject,  to  the  President  -        •  2143 

Darby,  Ezra,  Honorable,  Mr.  Fisk  submitted  m 

resolutioa  that  a  grave  stone  be  erected 

over  the  grave  of  -        -        -        ...  1794 

Dardin,  Amey,  Mr.  Gholson  ma^e  a  fiivoraMe 

report  on  the  petition  of         -        -        -  1466 

the  report  concurred  in,  a  bill  ordered  in 
pursuance  thereof  «...  1531 

a  bill  for  relief  of,  read  twice,  and  committed  1533 

reported  without  amendment,  and  ordered  to 
a  third  reading       .....  1560 

read  the  third  time,  and  passed  -        -        •  1564 
Dawooli,  Mr.,  remarks  of,  introductory  of  a  mo- 
tion to  meet  at  ten  o'clock,  A.  M.  -        -      57 

the  Speaker  laid  before  the  House  a  letter 
from  the  Governor  of  Georgia,  enclosing 
a  certificate  of  the  election  of,  referred  to 
the  Committee  of  Elections    •        -        -     152 

remarks  of,  on  Mr.  Newton's  resolution  re- 
specting the  state  of  the  Army        -        -  1556 
Debentures,  a  bill  to  authorize  the  issuing  of,  in- 
certain  cases,  read  twice,  and  committed      754 

Mr.  Seybert  presented  the  petition  of  mer- 
chants of  rhiladelphia,  praying  that  cer- 
tain formalities  in  the  bond's  ^r,  may  be 
dispensed  with,  referred  to  the  Committee 
of  Ways  and  Means  r  '  '  '  ^^^ 
Denmark,  Mr.  Whitman  submitted  a  resolution 
respecting  captures,  &c.,  under  authority' 
of  the  Government  of     -        -        -        -    699 

the  resolution  was  amended,  and  agreed  to      7D0 

a  report  from  the  Secretary  of  State  concern- 
ing our  afBurs  with         -        -  2135, 2168 


.  Page. 
Denmark  and  its  Dominions,  a  statement  of  Uni- 
ted States  Consuls,  and  their  compensa- 
tion, in  1998 

Dennes,  James,  (a  disabled  man  at  the  navy 
yard,)  Mr.  Wjtherspoon  presented  the  pe- 
tition of        1090 

Desha,  Mr.,  speech  of^  on  the  v bill  concerning 

commercial  intercourse  ♦  '     -        -        .  1300 

remarks  of,  on  the  bill  suthoriting  a  detach- 
ihent  from  the  militia     -        -        .        .  1392 

on  a  motion  to  take  up  the  report  in  the  case 
of  tjleneral  Wilkinson  -  -  -  '•  2084 
Distillers,  the  petition  of  sundry,  praying  a  prohi- 
bition of  the  importation  of  foreign  liquors 
distilled  from  grain,  ^c,  referred  to  Com- 
mittee of  Commerce  and  Manufectnrss  -  218 
District  of  Columbia,  appointment  of  the  stand- 

iog  committee  on  the     -        -        -       60,  684 

said  committee  instructed  to  inquire  what 
amendments  are'  necessary  in  .the  act  re- 
lating to  the  .....      90 

several  petitions  presented  at  last  session  re- 
ferred to  said  committee  -     229,  230,  233 

a  motion  to  instruct  the  committee  to  re- 
pert  what  snbjects  before  them  ought  to 
be  acted  on,  was  negatived     ...    234 

a  bill  respecting  the  circuit  court  of  the, 
read  twice,  and  committed     ...    266 

a  petition  of  sundry  persons  praying  that  a 
certain  way  be  made  public,  referred  to 
the  committee  aforesaid  .        .        ,    310 

Mr.  Love  presented  the  petition  of  a  num- 
ber of  inhabitants  of  the,  praying  the  in- 
corporation of  a  company  to  make  a  road 
leading  from  the  Capitol  toFredericktown, 
referred  to  same     .....    754 

a  bill  to  authorise  the  removal  of  slaves  from 
one  part  to  another  of  the,  read  twice, 
and  committed       .....    783 

reported  Without  amendment,  and  ordered 
to  a  third  reading  ......  12I6 

read  a  third  Cim^i  and  passed     -        -        -  1218 

\hiXi  to  make  a  certain  road  in  thot  public, 
read  twice,  and  ordered  to  a  third  reading  1487 

sead  the  third  time,  and  passed  ...  1631 

returned  from  (he  Senate  with  amendments  1617 

which  wi^re  concurred  In    -        -        -        -  1622 

a  bill  to  amend  the  laws  within  the,  read 
twice,  and  committed     ....  1531 

a  bill  from  the  Senate  to  incorporate  a  com- 
pany ibr  making  certain  turnpike  roads  in  1533 

read  twice,  and  committed  ...  1532 

the  Committee  of  the  Whole  discharged,  and 
on  motion  of  Mr.  Love  the  bill  was  read  a 
third  time,  and  passed    .        *        ^        .  i860 

a  bill  from'  the  Senate  to  amend  the  .laws 

within  the, 1727 

read  twice,  and  committed      ...  1760 

on  motion  of  Mr.  Nelson,  a  committee  was 
appointed  to  inquire  into  the  expediency 
of  amending  the  act  concerning  the  or^ 
ganization  of  the  militia  in  the        -        -  1768 

a  bill  from  said  committee,  read  twice,  and 
committed     -        -        -        -        -        -  1818 

Mr.  Love  submitted  a  resolution  that' the 
President  of  the  United  States  be  author- 
ized to  appoint  three  commissioners  to 
draw  up  a  code  of  laws  for  the,  which  the 
House  did  not  consider  ...  I886 
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DixoHi  Lnay,  an  advene  leport  on  the  pelitioa 
of,  waa  d'lM^greed  to  in  Committee  of  Uie 
Whole,  and  the  Hoiue  concturred  in  the 

diaaffreement 

Documeata,  the  Committee  on  Poat  Officea  and 
Post  Roads  were,  inatracted  to  prvpaie  a 
bill  authorizing  members  to  frank  the 
Meaaage  and  .        .        .        r        - 

a  biU  in  puraaance,  read  twice,  and  ordered 
to  a  third  reading  .        .        .        , 

read  the  third  time,  and  paaoed  ... 

returned  from  the  Senate  with  amendmenta, 
which  were  concurred  in  ,      - 

Domeatic  Manufacturea,  Mr.  Baoon  aubmitted  a 
reaolation  ^directing  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treaaury  to  report  at  the  next  sastton  a 
plan  to  protect  and  foater 

agreed  to,  and  ordered  to  be  printed  • 

Mr.  Lyon  aubmitted  a  reaolution -on  the 
same  subject  -        -        •    '    • 

a  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treaamy, 
encleaing  a  report  in  obedience  to  the  firat 
reaohilion,  of  which  one  thousand  copies 
wcK  ordered  to  be  printed 

the  oommittee  on  so  much  of  the  Preaident'a 

'Message  aa  relatea   to,  made  a  report 

thereon 

reaolutiona  accompanying  said  report,  the 
ilrat  of  which  waa  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole       .... 

the  question  of  referring  the  aecond  reaotn- 
tion  negatiTed       .        .        .        .        « 

Drawback,  Mr.  Van  Horn  aubmitted  a  resolu- 
tion that  a  committee  be  appointed  to  in- 
quire into  the  expediency  of  modifying  or 
repealing  the  laws  relating  to,  which  the 
Houae  refused  to  consider       ... 

a  bill  from  the  Senate  to  extend  the  benefit 
of,  in  certain  cases  .        .        ^        . 

twice  read,  and  committed         •        -    \  - 

Mr.  Van  Horn  again  submitted  a  reaolution 
aimilar  to  hia  fint  -        *■        -        • 

a  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treaaury 
enclosing  a  statement  of         -        -        . 

on  motion  of  Mr.  Potter,  the  Committee  of 
Commerce  and  Manufactures  were  in- 
atructed  to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of 
extenditig  the  benefit  of,  on  certain  mer- 
chandise         '      - 

a  bill  to  extend  the  allowKnce  of,  to  certain 
▼eaaela,  read  twice,  and  committed  - 

a  bill  to  allow  the  benefit  of,  in  certain  eaaea, 
read  twice,  and  committed 

committee  discharged  from  its  con^deration  1769 

on  motion  uf  Mr.  Potter  the  bill  waa  or- 
dered to  a  third  reading  .... 

read  a  third  time,  and  passed      ... 
Dunn,  Thomas,  election  of  as  sergeant-at^arms 

Dyater,  Joseph  Joshua,  Mr.  Findley  presented 
the  petition  of,  praying  the  grant  of  a 
V  patent  right  to  a  new  principle  for  erect- 
ing iron  bridges,  referred  to  a  select  com- 
mittee    694 

a  bill  from  the  Senate  to  extend  the  benefit 
of  patent  right  to,  read  twice,  and  com- 
mitted  -' 

reported  with  amendments^  and  again  re* 
lerred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole    - 
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I^«ter,  Joseph  Joshaa    coatinBed* 

the  amendment  agreed  to,  and  the  bill  ot^ 

dered  to  a  third  reading  ... 

read  the  third  tine,  and  paaaed  aa  amesded 

a  bill  from  the  Senate  to  extend  certain  pvi^ 

ilegea  to      ---*•-         - 
read  twioe,  and  committed        ... 

E. 

Earthenware,  a  report  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treaaury  on  American  maiiiiftctiiiea  of 
Eaat,  Samuel  O.,  a  hill  fiir  the  benefit  of  the  es- 
tate of,  read  twice,  and  committed  - 
reported,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table 
refenad  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
Bleetiona,  appointment  of  the  atanding 

•eeof 

Ely,  Mr.,  remarka  of,  en  an  amendment  to  the 

biU  for  a  delechment  from  the  militia 

on  another  amendment  piopoaedto  theaame 

on  a  motion  to  reectsd  the  reaohalioM  fiztng 

the  day  of  adjenmment         ... 

on  the  bill  from  the  Senate  to  extend  tiie 

time  of  payment  for  paUie  laada      S(MI, 

Embargo,  a  bill  to  repeal  the  aeTeral  acta  laying 
an,  and  for  other  porpoaea,  read  twice, 
and  committed       ..... 

a  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasmy 

to  the  Chairman  of  tike  Committee  of 

Commeree,  dte.,  on  the  aubjeci^of  the 

Emott,  Mr.,  remaiks  of,  on  the  Senate  biH  to 

complete  the  fortifications       ... 

speech  of,  on  tiie  report  in  the  case  of  the 
Carthagena  prisoners     - 

on  the  coneurrent  reaolntion  of  the  Senate 
relating  to  tfie  Britiah  Minister 

remarka  of,  introductory  of  an  amendment 
to  the  bill  authoriiing  a  detaehment,  dec 

speech  of,  on  the  question  of  adhering  in 
'  disagreement  to  the  Senate's  amendments 
to  the  bill  concerning  commercial  inter- 
courae   ....        ...i 

Eppes,  Mr.,  remarks  of,  on  Mr.  RandoIpVs  rea^ 

olutions  .-..--      64 

in  reply  to  Mr.  Randolph   -        -        .        .      65 

on  the  question  of  concurrence  on  the  sec- 
ond resolution 71 

on  the  bill  for  the  redemption  of  the  public 
debt 261 

on  the  resolution  to  limit  the  Brigadier 
General's  pay        -        -        -        -        -    354 

speech  of,  on  the  bill  to  amend  and  continue 
in  force  the  non-intercourse  act       -        -    408 

remarka  Of,  on  the  resolution  to  call  for  a 
copy  of  Mr.  Jackson's  circular         -     708, 7  U 

speech  of,  on  Mr.  Gold's  resolution    -        -Til 

speech  of,  on  the  concurrent  resolution  firom 
the  Senate  in  relation  to  the  British  Min- 
ister     -       -       -        :        -.      -        -    911 

remarks  of,  on  Mr.  Rhea'a  reaolution  to  im- 
pose additional  dutiea    -         .  1333,  1471 

speech  of,  on  the  Senate's  amendmenta  to 
the  commercial  intercourse  bill 

remarka  of,  on  withdrawing  an  amendment 

proposed  by  himself 

remarka  of,  on  the  bill  relating  to  convoya 

1487,1491,1492 

speech  of,  on  Mr.  Randolph's  resolution  to 
reduce  the  Army  and  Navy     ...  16U 
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qieech  of,  in  rejoinder  to  Mr.  Randolph's 

reply     -      '  -        -        - 
remarks  of,  on  his  motion  to  take  up  the 

eonToy  bill 

speech  of,  on  the  bill  to  impose  additional 

duties 1819,  1825 

speech  of,  in  reply  to  Mr.  Randolph    -        -  1836 
Erakine,  Mr.,  correspondence  of,  with  the  Sec* 

retaiy  of  State  2057,  2059,  2060,  2061,  2069, 

2077,  2084,  2103 
Errine,  John,  and  othen,  petition  o^  praying  to 
be  paid  the  amoiint  of  their  accounts  for 
collecting  the  direct  tax,  referred  to  the 
Committee  of  Claiihs     - 
Estimate,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  reported 
an,  of  appropriations  for  the  year  1810, 
which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  of 
Ways  and  Means  -        -      ''- 
EYsna,  Oliver,  on  motion  of  Mr.  Love  a  commits 
tee  was  appointed  to  inquire  what  altera- 
tions if  any  are  necessary  in  the  act  for 

relief  of 

Execative,  a  resolntion  from  the  Senate  eipres- 
aing  approbation  of  the  conduct  of  the, 
in  relnsing  to  hold  further  communica- 
tion with  Mr.  Jackson    •• 
debate  on  the  resolution  in  Committee  of 

the  Whole     -        ...        -        -766 
progress  reported,  with  leave  to  sit  again    -   783, 

84^,868 
debate  resumed  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  784, 
848,  869,  874,  935,  988,  1032,  1091 
a  motion  for  indefinite  postponement  neg- 
atived   -        -        -        -        -        -        -  1088 

Mr.  Gordenier's  motion  to  recommit  the  res- 
olution negatived  -        -        -        -        -1144 

question  on  the  final  passage  of  the  same 
taken  and  carried  -        -        -        -        .  1151 

Expenditure  -of  Public  Moneysr  Mr.  Randolph 
made  a  report  on  the,  accompanied  with 
sundry  documents^  which  were  ordered 
to  be  printed  -.---- 

£xpoita,  a  report  from  the  Seerelary  of  the  Trea- 
sury, with  a  stateittenr  of,*  for  the  year 
1809,  was  ordered  to  be  pri&led  -  -  1404 
£xpoits  and  Imports,  to  and  from  Gnat  Britain 
and  France,  report  of  the  Secretary  of  th^ 
Treasury  giving  an  aeoonnt  of 
Sxtra  Compensation,  ordered  to  be  paid  to  Ae 
servants  of  the  House    -        -^       . 
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FiaaBces,  a  xesolution  relating  to  tbe^  sobmitled 

by  Mr.  Dana,  was  agreed  to  -        •        •  -  825 

so  much  of  the  President's  Message  as  le- 
latss  to,,reforied  to.  the  Committee  of 
Ways  and  Means  •  -        -   .  !  .    389 

annual  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Trea- 
sury on  the  state  of  the  -        •    704 

the  report  at  large  '  •        -        -  21^,  2185 

T*indley»  Mr«,  remarks  o^  en  Mr*'Randoiph*s  ap- 
probatory resolution       .        •        .        -      93 

speech  o^  on  the  motion  to  postpone  the 
same  indefinitely    -        -        •        --114 

appeared,  (second  session,)  and  took  liis 
seat 682 

remarks  of,  on  the  resolution  to  inquire  into 
the  oficial  conduct  of  the  Secretai^  of  the 
Treasury 1420 


Fiadley,  Mr^— continued.  Page, 

speech  of,  on  the  bill  authoriziQg  a  detach- 
ment from  the  militia     ....  1517 
on  the  inquiry  into  the  condoct  of  General       ^ 

Wilkinson 1736 

on  the  bill  to  renew  the  charter  of  the  Bank 
of  the  United  States 
Fines,  penalties,  Ac,  Mr.  Newbold  presented  a 
bill  to  remit  certain,  read  twice,  and  com- 
mitted   -        -        -        •        -        - 
(See  PenahUs,  dec.) 
Fink,  John,  the  testimony  of,  read  by  Mr.  Emott 
in  his  speech  on  ^e  subject  of  the  Car- 
thagena  prisoners  -        -        -        -    .     . 
Fishing  Vessels,  bounties  to  the  owners,  dec,  of, 

(See  C0lUctor$  of  CustotM.) 
First  Meridian.    (See  Lambert,  Wiiliam.) 
Fisk,  Mr.  speech  of,  on  Mr,  iiandolph's  approba- 
tory resolution        -        -  ^      - 
remarks  of,  on  the  bill  to  complete  Uie  forti- 
fications          240,254 

spcecli  of,  on  the  subject  of  the.  Carthage- 

na  nrisoners  •        -        ...      279,  297,  314 
remarks  of,  on  the  resolution  to  refer  the 
battttre  question  to  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral      •        -----. 
speech  of,  on  the  bill  to  amend  and  continue 

the  non-intercoufse  act  - 
speech  of,  on  the  joint  resolution  relating  to 

the  conduct  of  the  British  Minister 
remarks  of,  on  the  bill  concerning  commer- 
cial intercourse      .        «        .        . 
remarks  of,  introductory  of  an  amendment 

to  the  foreign  license  bill 
remarks  o!^  on  the  Senate's  amendmente  to 

the  commercial  intercourse  bill  1440, 1443, 1494 
speech  of,  on  the  bill  authorizing  a  detach- 

ment  from  the  m)lftia     «.        .        .        .  1510 
remarks  of,  on  the  torpedo  experiment  1628,  1630 
-  speech  of,  on  adhering  to  the  disagreement 
of  the  Senate's  amendmente  to  the  com- 
merdal  intoreoorse  bill  •        -        -        -  1654 
remarks  of,  introductory  of  a  resolution  re- 
specting the  apportionment  of  representa- 
tion      •        -        -        -        •        -1765,1766 
remarks  of^  on  a  motion  to  rescind  the  reso* 

Intion  fixing  the  day  of  adjonrnment 
remarks  of,  on  an  amendment  to  the  com- 
mercial intercourse  bill,  ^o.  2 
Flag  of  the  United  States,  io  much  of  the  Presi- 
•'dent's  Message  as  relates  to  abuses  of  the, 
'  by  collushre  prostitution  thereof,  referred 
to  the  Committee  of  Commerce  and  Man- 
ufoctures       -        -  '      - 
Foreign  Armed  Vessels,  a  resolution  asking  foi 
copies  of  the  instnietions  issued  wit]^  re- 
spect to,  submitted  by  Mr.  Dana,  was 
agreed  to       -        -        -  .      - 
a  Message  from  the  President  of  the  Uni- 
ted States  enclosing  a  report  from  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  that  no  instruc- 
tions have  been  issuod  on  the  subject  of  •  1367 
Foreign  Intercourse,  Mr.  Upham  submitted  a 
lesoltttiDn  relating  to  expenditures  on,  dte., 
which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table      r 
Mr.  Upham  submitted  another  resolution  of 

like  tenor,  which  was  agreed  to 
a  letter  from  the  Seeretary  of  the  Treasury 
in  reply  to  said  resolution,  was  reforrrd 
to  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  •  1988 
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(See  Short,  WUHam,  for  the  object  of  the 
resolution.) 
Fofe^  Licenses,  Mr.  McKim  submitted  a  reso- 
lution^  rogarding  the  practice  of  trading 
under,  which  was  agreed  to,  and  a  com- 
mittee appointed    .....    694 

said  committee  reported  a  bill  to  prohibit  the 
use  of,  read  twice,  and  committed  -        -    764 

progress  reported,  with  leare  to  sit  again    -  1490 

Foreign  Relations,  appointment  of  the  commit- 

tec  of    -        - 91 

m  report  from  said  committee      -        -        -    367 

reference  of  so  much  of  the  President's  Mes- 
sage as  concerns  our,  to  the  same     -        -    688 

a  concurrent  resolution  from  the  Senate 
touching  our,  read,  twice,  and  referred  to 
the  Committee  of  tie  Whole  -        -        -    766 

debated  in  Committee  of  the  Whole  747, 755, 784, 
>     848,  869, 874,  935, 988,  1032,  1091 

Mt.  Pitkin  submitted  a  resolution,  calling  lor 
certain  correspondence  -        -        -        -3018 

agreed  to,  and  a  committee  appointed  to 
wait  on  the  President    ....  2021 

a  Message  from  the  President,  with  a  report 
from  the  Secretary  of  ^tate,  complying 
with  the  resolution         ....  2028 

(For  Tarioos  documents,  correspondence,  dbc^ 
see  Appendix.) 
Forged  Documents  and  Sea  Letters,  on  motion 
of  Mr.  Montgomery,  certain  papers  ac- 
companying the  President's  Message  in 
Telation  to,  were  ordered  to  be  printed     -  1428 

(For  copies  of  these  papers,  see  pages  2155, 
3156,  2157,  and  2158.) 

(See,  also,  Amo,  Ship.) 

Fortifications,  so  much  of  the  Preaident's  Mee- 
•age  as  relates  to,  referred  to  a  select  com- 
mittee    -      90 

a  resolution  was  submitted,  requesting  the 
President  to  cause  to  be  laid  before  the 
House  an  estimate  of  the  sams  neceasaiy 
to  complete  the -.  -        -        -        -..    -     118 

agreed  to,  and  a  committee  appointed  to 
wait  on  the  President    -        -        -        -  >  163 

a  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  War,  in  reply 
to  the  resolution    .....    231 

a  bill  from  the  Senate,  making  appropjda- 
tions  to  complete  the,  read  twice,  and  com- 
mitted  -        - 241 

reported  without  amendment,  and  ordered 
to  a  third  reading 356 

read  the  third  time,  and  passed  >        -       ,  •    356 

so  much  of  the  Message  (second  session)  as 
relates  to,  referred  to  a  select  committee  -    689 

a  report  from  the  Secratary  of  War  on  the 
state  of  the 887 

referred  to  the  committee  on      -        -        -    828 

Mr.  Clopton,  from  said  committee,  made  a 
detailed  report  on  the  subject  of      -        -  1443 

Fetter,  Andrew,  and  partner,  the  petition  of,  pray* 
ing  restitution  of  their  ship,  &c.,  was  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Commerce  and 
Manufactures         -      '•        -        •        -    230 

aaid  committee  reported  a  bill  to  relinquish 
and  remit  the  claim  of  the  United  States,, 
arising  from  the  condamnation  of  their 
•hipk  Clara,  read  twice,  and  committed    -    384 

read  a  third  time,  and  passed      -        •        -    466 


P«g^ 
Foster,  Hannah,  a  report  from  the  Committee  of 

Claims,  on  the  petition  o^  unfavorable  to 

the  prayer  thereof,  was  read    ...    319 

and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table    -         -        -Sit 

France,  Mr.  Mosely  submitted  a  resolulion  in 

relation  to  our  oommunic%tioaa  with  the 

Government  of,  which,  being   amendeda 

-  on  motion  of  Mr.  Eppes,  so  as  to  include 

Great  Britain,  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the 

table 1331 

the  resolution  considered    ....  1374 

agreed  to  as  amended,  and  a  committee  ap- 
pointed to  wait  on  tbe  President      -         -  137t 
a  Message  from  the  President,  with  a  report 

from  the  Secretary  of  State,  in  reply         -  1433 
documents  concerning  our  relations  with    -  3134 
France  and  its  Dominions,  a  list  of  Consols  and 
commercial  agents  of  the  United  Statea 
in,  with  a  statement  of  their  compensatioo  1998 
France  and  Great  Britain,  a  letter  from  the  Secre- 
tary of  State,  communicating  certain  let- 
ters called  for,  on  the  subject  of  negotia- 
tions with      ......  3154 

Franklin  Meshack,  of  North  (^arolina,  appeared, 

and  took  his  seat    -        .        -        -         .    68S 
Friday,  on  motion  of  Mr.  Johnson,  this  day,  in 
each  week,  was  set  apart  for  the  consid- 
eration of  reports  and  bills  arising  from 
g    petitions        ......  1253 

Frigates,  a  bill  from  the  Senate  to  authorise  tbe 

fitting  out,  dtc,  of  the    ....  1374 

read  twice,  and  committed  ...  laop 

Fugitives  from    Justice,  Mr.  Jennings  submit- 
ted a  resolution  in  relation  to,  from  the 
Territory  of  Indiana,  dtc        ...  1334 
Fulton,  Robert  a  letter  was  received  from,  to- 
gether with  sundry  copies  ot  his  pam- 
phlet, dLc      -        -        -        -        -        -  140S 

(See  Torpedoed.) 

G. 

Gallatin,  Albert,  Mr.  Qardenier  suhmittad  area- 
olotion  that  a  committee  be  appointed  ta 
inquire  generally  into  the  official  oonduoC 
of,  as  Secretary  of  the  Treasoiy  -  1416 

after  eonsiderationt  the  reeolaikm  was  ncg- 
ativad    .......  1433 

a  letter  from,  aa  Secretary  of  State,  Id  Mr. 
Srskine  -        -        -        -        -        • 

Galphin;  Thomaa,  the  petition  of«  prayiag  an  act 
to  compel  certain  parsons  resident  in  the 
Creek  nation  to  pay  certain  warrants, 
dtc^i  referred  to  a  select  committee 
Gannett,  Deborah^  Mr.  Wheaton  presented  the 
petition  oi^  praying  ^to  be  placed  on  the 
pension  roll  as  a  soldier  of  the  Revolu- 
tion under  the  name  of  Robert  Shirtlifl^ 
referred  to  a  committee  ....  14M 
Garanger,  Lewis,  a  bill  for  the  relief  o^  t«ad 

twice,  and  committed     ....  1764 
Gardenier,  Mr.,  remarks  oi^  on  the  appotntaMBt 

of  the  standing  committees  by  ballot  S6 

remarks  o<^  on  the  resolution  concerning  Uie 
Sedition  law  ....        -     137 

speech  ol^  on  the  same      «•  -        .131 

on  the  approbatory  resolution  of  Mr.  Ran- 
dolph     

speedi  of,  on  the  bill  from  the  Senala  to 
complete  the  fortifications      ... 


Ivii 


mDBX. 


Iviii 


Hou$e  Proceedings  and  Debater* 


Gardenier,  Mr.-^«oiitinaed.  Pftge. 

appeued  and  took  his  -Mat  (at  the  aecond 
■eflsion)  -        •        ...        .    705 

remarks  of,  on  the  resolution  to  call  for  a 
copy  of  Mr.  Jackson's  Circnlar      -     709,  711 

speech  of,  on  Mr.  Gold's  resolution  ef  a  sim- 
lar  chsracter  -        -        -        -    719, 7IS5 

remarks  of,  on  the  joint  resolution  from  th« 
Senate  relating  to  Mr.  Jackson,  ^.  •     -    747 

speedi  o(  on  the  same      ...    968,  1 145 

remarks  ot,  on  the  bill  concerning  oommer- 
cial  intercourse      -        •        -        .        -1172 

remarks  of,  oU  the  appropriation  bill  -        •  1364 

speech  of,  introductory  of  a  resolution  to  in- 
quire into  the  ofiicial  conduct  of  the  Sec- 
retary ol  the  Treasury  •  1414,  1417,  14S2 

remarks  of,  on  the  Senate's  amendments  to 
the  intercourse  bill         -  1439,  1449,  1460 

Gardner,  Gideon,  of  Massachusetts,  appeared 

and  took  his  seat  -        ...        -    684 
Garland,  David  8.,  a  new  member  from  Virginia, 

produced  his  credentials,  dec.  -        -  1215 

remarks  of,  on  the  bill  authorizing  a  detach- 
ment JTom  tlte  militia     •        -  1474,  1476 

speech  o^  on  the  question  of  adhering  to 
disagreement  in  the  Senate's  amendments 
to  the  intercoume  bill     ....  1665 

speech  of,  on  the  bill  (No.  2}  concerning 
commercial  intercourse           -        -        -  1781 
Garret,  Joab,  a  report  from  the  Committee  on 
Public  Lands,  on  the  petition  of,  agre^ 
to 1158 

a  bill  for  the  relief  of,  read  twice,  and  com- 
mitted          -        .  1168 

reported  without  amendment,  and  ordered 
to  a  third  reading  -        .        -        •        .  136ft 

read  the  third  time,  and  passed  ...  1373 

returned  from  the  Senate  with' amendments  1407 

which  amendments  were  concurred  in        -  1426 
General  Post  Office  and  Patent  Office,  a  bill  for 
the  better  accommodation  of  the,  &Cn 
read  twice,  and  committed     ...  1704 

reported  without  amendment,  and  ordered 
to  a  third  reading  -        -        .        •        •  1772 

read  the  third  time»  and  passed  ...  1791 
General  Welfare,  Mr.  Nicholas  submitted  a  res* 
olution  that  provision  be  made  by  law 
for  the  general  establishment  of  banks 
throughout  the  United  Statee,  and  thit 
the  profits  arising  from  the  same  be  ap» 
propristed  for  the  -        -        •        •        -    690 

a  motion  to  refor  the  resolution  to  a  select 
committee  negatived  ....  1379 
Georgia,  meoioiial  of  the  Legislature  of,  with 
sundry  papers  on  the  subject  of  the  boun- 
dary with  North  Carolina  ...  2273 
Germany,  a  list  of  Consuls  of  the  United  States 
in,  with  a  statement  of  their  eompensa- 

tion       -* 1999 

Gholson,  Mr.,  remarks  of,  on  the  Senate  bill  to 

complete  the  fortifications.      -        ...    251 

speech  of,  on  the  resolution  to  refor  the  ba^    • 

ture  question  to  the  Attorney  General    -     341 
is  interrupted  by  a  question  from  Mr.  Ran- 
dolph, which  he  answers,  and  proceeds  -    343 

remarks  of,  in  reply  to  Mr.  Randolph  •    347 

on  Mr.  Sheffisy's  resolution  relative  to  the 
batture 468 

speech  of,  on  the  joint  resolution  from  the 
Senate  req>e€ting  the  British  Ministsr    -    826 


Gholson,  Mr.— continued.  Psgs* 

remarks  of,  on  Mr.  ^ewton*s  resolution  re- 
lating to  the  state  of  the  Army      -        -  1256 

on  the  resolution  to  inquire  into  the  ofikial 
condiict  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Tressury  1416 

on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the 
intercourse  bill      -        -        -       ..  1635,1638 

on  the  motion  to  refer  the  subject  of  the 
United  States  Bank  to  a  select  committee  1680 

speech  of,  on. adhering  to  disagreement  with 
the  Senste  on  the  intercourse  bill  -        -  1685 

remarks  of,  on  die  bill  (No.  2)  concerning 
commercial  intercqurse  -  1772,  1787 

speech  of,  in  reply  to  Mr.  Taylor's  objection 
to  his  amendment  of  the  same        •*        -  1788 

remarks  of,  on  the  motion  to  rescind  the 
rseolntion  fixing  a  day  for  adjournment  -  1886 

on  Mr.  Upbam's  resolution  relating  to  ex- 
J      penses  of  foreign  intercourse  -        ...  1945 

on  the  motion  to  take  up  the  report  iiT  the 
case  of  General  WUkinson     -        -        •  2041 
Ginghams,  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Trea- 
sury on  the  American  manufacture  of    -  2229 
tilass  Wars,  report  of  the  Secrotsry  of  the  Trea- 
sury on  the  Americsn  msnuiacture  of    -  2235 
Gold,  Mr.,  remarks  of,  on  Mr.  Randolph^  reso- 
lution respecting  the  doctrine  of  libel     ■•'      84 

speech  of,  on  the  Senate  bill  to  complete  the 
fortifications  ......    250 

on  the  bill^  to  amend  and  continue  in  force 
the  non-interoourse  act  -        -      368,  397,  447 

remarks  of,  introductory  of  a  resolution  to     ^ 
call  for  certain  information     ...    717 

in  support  of  ssid  resolution      -        -     718,  724 

on  the  joint  resolution  from  the  Senate  re- 
specting the  BriUsh  Minister  -     747,749 

speech  of,  on  the  Ksme  subject  -        -        -    848 

remarks  of,  on  the  Senate's  amendments  to 
the  inlercourse  bill '       -        •  1439,  1636 

speech  of,  on  the  convoy  bill      ...  1487 

on  the  bill  anthortxing  a  detachment  from 
(he  militia     -        •        «•        -        -        -  1609 

remarks  o^  on  a  lesolutian  respecting  the 
gunboats 1664 

on  the  resolution  relating  to  apportionment 
of  representation  -        - .      -        •  '     -  1766 

oa  Mr.  upham's  resolutiaL  concerning  Con- 
suls      -        -        -        -        -        -        -  1946 

Government,  a  hill  making  appropristfons  for 

'   the  support  oi^  read  twice,  and  committed  1247 

reported  to  the  House  without  amendment    1355 

lead^  the  third  time,  and  passed  -        •        -  1373 

returned  from  the  Senate  with  amendments  1427 

recommitted  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  1428 

reported  with  the  amendments,  which  were 
concurred  in  -  -  •  -  -  -  1431 
Grain,  a  petition  of  sundry  citisens  of  Pennsyl- 
vania, praying  that  the  importation  of 
foreign  liquors  distilled  from,  may  be  pro- 
hibited,   referred    to  tl^e  Committee  of 

'    Commerce  and  Manufactures         -        -    690 
Gray,  Edwin,  of  Virginia,  appearsd  and  took  his 

seat 685 

Great  Britain,  Mr.  Gold  submitted  arssolntton 
calling  for  information  touching  our  rela- 
tions with      -        .        .        «        •        .718 

the  resolution  sgreed  to,  and  a  committee 
appointed  to  wait  on  the  President         -    727 

a  Message  from  the  P^resident  in  reply,read, 
and  onlered  to  be  piiated       -       -  x      •    75S 
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Great  Britain  and  iti  Domioiom,  a  Ivt  of  the 
Consuls  and  commercial  agents  of  the 

United  SUtea,  in 1908 

(2reat  Britain  and  France,  a  Menage  from  the 
President  transmitting  copies  of  corres- 
pondences between  our  Ministen  it  Lon- 
don and  Paris  with  those  of  -  -  1424 
•  the  correspondence  accompuiying  the  Mes- 
sages of  S3d  May  and  16th  Jnne    -        •  9055 

the  correspondence  accompanying  the  Mes- 
sage of  the  16th  December     -        -        -  9063 
GiiUlet,  Urban.     (See  La  TVappe.) 
Gunboats,  on  motion  of  Mr.  Pitkin,  the  Secretary 
of  the  NsTy  was  directed  to  report  a  state- 
ment of  the     -        •        .        .        .        •■91 

a  resolution  submitted  by  Mr.  Pitkin,  direct* 
ing  the  sale  of,  Ac,  was,  after  an  amend- 
ment by  Mr.  Macon,  adopted  •  •     -        -    282 

a  report  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Na^,  hi 
obedience  to  the  first  resolution  ■    -        •    23T 

aBother  report  from  the  same,  on  the  expense 
of  equipping 238 

a  report  from  the  Committee  on  NaTal  Af- 
fairs, that  it  is  not  expedient  to  sell  any 
part  of  the  public  armed  vessels,  was  of- 
der(^  to  lie  on  the  table  .        .       ^.    264 

the  motion  to  sell  the,  negatiTed         -        -    392 

Mr.  Van  Dyke  submitted  a  resolution  on  tVe 
subject  of 1662 

which,  being  amended,  was  agreed  to,  and 
referred  to  a  committee  •     .   -        -        -  1665 

report  thereon  from    said  committee,  le- 
lerred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole    -  1699 
Gunpowder,  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Trea- 
sury on  the  American  mamcUhctures  of  •  2235 

H. 

Hale,  William,  of  New  Haiispshire,  appeared 

and  took  his  seat    •     .   -        -        -        •    684 

remarks  of,  on  the  bill  authoriiUig  a  detach- 
ment from  the  militia  -  -  1476,  1477 
Hamilton,  Elinbeth,  the  petition  of,  praying  to 
be  allowed  and  paid  the  amount  of  her 
husband's  half-pi^,  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  Clatras 153 

an  unfaTonble  report  thereon  from  s^d 
committee     -        ...        .        •  1197 

the  report,  debated  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  progress  reported,  dfcc.        •       •  1412 

the  Committee  of  the  Whole  report  their  dis* 
agreement  to  the  report  of  the  Committee 
of  Cliiims^  in  which  disagreement  the 
House  concurred   .....  1480 

the  Committee  of  Claims  were  thereupon 
instructed  to  bring  in  a  bill  in  compliance 
with  the  prayer  of  the  petition        -    '    r  I486 

a  bill  for  relief  of,  presented,  read  twice,  and 
committed     -        -        -        -  '      -        -  1620 

reported  to  the  House,  and  several  amend* 
ments  proposed      .....  1561 

ordered  to  a  third  reading  -        ...  1564 

read  a  third  time,  and  passed      •        .        -  1565 
Hamiflon,  General  Alexander,  on  motion  of  MV. 
Seybert,  tiie  original  report  of,  on  the  sub- 
ject of  manufa^res,  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  lor  the  use  of  the  House     -     *  -  *  702 
Harris,  Levett,  a  letter  from;  to  the  Secrefary  of 

State 2062 

a  note  from  Count  RoBtmoff  to        -       •  2063 


P^. 

Hastings,  WilHam,  a  bill  for  relief  o(  read  twice, 

and  committed       ....         .        .  1379 

Hats,  a  memorial  of  the  mannfkctnrers  ati  in 
Fredericktown,  praying  protection,  refer- 
red to  the  Committee  of  Commerce  »nd 
ManUfrictures         .....      7? 

a  memorial  of  the  manu&cturers  of,  in  the  city 
of  Baltimore,  to  the  like  eflect,  referred  to 
the  same        .....         -      M 

of  the  town  of  Alexandria,  to  the  like  efieet       I5S 
of  Philadelphia,  to  the  like  effect  -      152,  2C7 

of  New  Yoit,  ta  the  like  eflect  -         -153 

of  If  ewburyport  and  Newbnrg,  to  the  like 

effect     - 161 

of  the  borough  of  Readings  to  the  like  eStet      16S 
of  Boeton,  and  other  towns  of  Msssacb osctts, 

to  the  like  effect m 

of  Woodbridge,  New  Jersey,  to  the  like  ef- 
fect         tJS 

of  HigerstowUf-Maryland,  to  the  like  eflect      231 
of  Lancaster,  PennsyWania,  to  the  like  ef- 

lect 2JT 

of  Portland,  Maine,  to  the  like  eflect             -    266 
of  New  Jersey,  to  the  like  eflect        *  -         -    316 
of  Providence,  Rhode  Island,  to  the  like  ef- 
fect         3U 

report  of  the  Secretary  i>f  the  Treaeniy  on 
the  American  manufactures  of        -         -  2231 
Haten,  Mr.,  speech  ot,  on  the  bifl  concerning 

.    commercial  intercourse  ....  J319 
Hawkins,  William,  a  bill  authorizing  the  dis- 
charge of;  from  imprisonment,  read  twice, 
and  committed       -    .    •        .        .         .893 
reported  without  aihenduent,  and  otdend 

to  a  third  reading  .....  I3)0 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed  ...  1355 
returned  from  the  Senate  with  amendments, 
which  wen  concurred  in        -        -        -  1406 
Haxen,  Chariotte.  and  others,  a  report  and  reso- 
lution on  me  petition  of         -        .        -701 
.Heardt  John,  a  bill  authorizing  the  dtscharice  of, 
fiom  imprisonment,  reaid  twice,  and  com- 
mitted  239 

a  detailed  report  accompanying  the  hSU  re- 
ferred to  the  same  -        -    231 
reported  without  amendment,  and  ordered 

to  n  third  reading 264 

raid  the  thiid  time,  and  passed  -        -        -    268 
Heister,  Daniel,  of  PennsyWani*,  was  qunliAed, 

and  t»€k  his  seat   -        •        .        .        .57 
atlendtfnee  of,  at  second  seasionr         •        -    683 
Hemp  Linen,  a  petition  £rom  the  manuftctureis 
of,  in  Kentneky,  praying  protection,  re- 
Isrred  le  thb  Committee  of  Commeree 
and  Manufcctums .        -        -        •        .    334 
Hodgson,  Rebeoea,  and  children,  the  petition  ot, 
praying  oompensaUon  Ibr  n  house  de- 
stroyed by  fire  while  in  the  occupancy  of 
the  War  Bepartmettt,  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  Claims    .....  1247 
Holland,  Mr^  speech  of,  on  Mr.  Handolfli's  ap- 

probatOTf  resohitien  -    107 

remarks  of,  on  the  resolution  relating  to  do- 
mestic manufactures       -        -        -        -    187 
on  the  bill  to  complete  the  fortifications     .    240 
speei^  of,  on  the  bill  fiom  the  Senate  of 

the  same  tenor       .....    245 
on  die  resolttti6n  respeoting  th*  Carthagena 
primiers       «.•••.    30i) 
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Holland,  Viu — continued.  Page. 

remarkt  of,  on  the  resolution  to  Tefer  the 
batture  question  to  the  Attorney  General    848 

on  the  resolution  to  limit  the  Brigadier 
General's  paj         -.       -        -        -        «•    356 

on  the  bill  to  reduee  the  Naval  Establisb* 
ment     -        -        -        -        -        -        »    391 

speech  of,  on  the  bill  to  amend  and  con- 
tinue in  force  the  non-inteneourse  act      -    484 

attendance  of,  at  second  session         -        -    987 

remarks  of,  on  the  resolution  to  inquire  into 
the  offidal  conduct  of  the  Semtarj  of 
the  Treasury  -        •        ...  1423 

on  the  bill  authoricing  a  detachment  ftom 
tlie  militia     •        -        •        -        -        -  1479 

speech  of,  on  the  same       ...        .    .    ••  1527 

remarks  of,  on  the  torpedo  experiment        •  1689 

on  the  inquiry  into  the  conduct  <kf  C^neral 
Wilkinson     -        •        -        -  1731,  1751 

Holland,  Edward,  an  unfayorable  report  from  the 
Committee  of  Claims,  on  the  petition  of, 
ordered  to  He  on  the  table  -  .  -  -  1699 
Holland  and  its  Dominions,  a  list  of  Con^ls, 
dec,  of  the  United  States  in,  with  a  state- 
ment of  their  respective  compensations  -  1998 
Household  Mann^ctnres,  report  of  the  Secretary 

of  the  Treasury  on         -        -        -        -3330 
Honee  of  Representatives,  meeting  of  the,  and 

names  of  members  present      -        -         53, 54 

interchange  of  messages  with  the  Senate  in 
relation  to  a  quorum       -        -        -        -57 

the  hour  of  meeting  of  the,  fixed  at  ten 
o'clock,  A.  M. 57 

meeting  of  the  second  session  of  the,  and 
names.of  members  present      -        -        -    681 

the  hour  of  meetiilg  of  the,  fixed  at  eleven 
o'clock     _    -        -        -      ^-        -        -    P82 

interchange  of  messages  with  the  Senate  in 
relatioh  to  a  quorum      •        •        -        -    683 

the  usual  joint  resolution  preparatory  to  ad- 
journment passed;  and  adjournment  of  the  3054 

Hofij,  Mr.,  remarks  of,  on  the  bill  authorizing  a   ' 

detachment  from  the  militia    ...  1471 
Hussey,  Tristram,  a  faTorable  report  from  the 
Committee  of  Commerce  and  Manufac- 
tures on  the  petition  of,  concurred  in,  and 
a  bill  ordered  in  pursuance  thereof  -        -  I08t 

a  bill  for  the  relief  bfj  read  twice,  and  com^ 
mitted  -        -        -        -        -        -        -  1559 

reported  with  an  amendment,  which  was 
concurred  in,  and  ordered  to  a  third  read- 
ing       -        -' 1638 

read  a  third  time,  and  passed  as  amended  -  1633 

Illinois  Territory,  a  petition  of  the  GoYernor, 
Judges,  &C.,  relating  to  location  of  lands, 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Ptiblic 
Lands  -  ...  .  -  .  1378 
an  unfaTorable  report  fiom  Said  committee 
concurred  in  -        -        -        -        -        -  1437 

Importations,  on  motion  of  Mr.  Newton,  the  let- 
ter from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,' 
enclosing  two  statements  ■  of,  in  Ameri- 
can and  foreign  ▼essels,  was  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Commerce  and  ManU- 

fiictures 694 

a  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
enclosing  two  statements  of    •        -        -  1153 


Page. 
Imports,  on  motion  of  Mr.  McKtmV  the  Commit- 
tee of  Cemmerce  and  Manufactures  were 
instructed  to  mquire  whether  any  and 
^hat  further  provisions  are  necessary  to 
secure  the  duties  oi»  •  .  .  .  1089 
Imports  and  Tonnage,  on  motion  of  Mr.  New- 
ton, the  Committee  of  Commerce  and  Man« 
u&ctures  were  instructed  to  inquire  whe- 
ther any  and  what  alterations  are  neces- 
sary in  the  set  to  compensate  the  officers 
employed  in  the  collection  of  duties  on, 

dbc.    ^ 1446 

Indiana^erritory,  a  memorial  of  the  LegisIatiTe 
Council  of,  concerning  apportionment  of 
Representatives,  was  referred  to  a  select 
committee      -        ^       -^        .        .        .    683 

a  bill  supplemental  to  the  act  to  extend  the 
riglit  of  sufirage  in,  twice  read,  and  re- 
ferred   -        -        -        -        -        -        .644 

reported  without  amendment,  and  ordered  to  . 
a  third  reading       .....    695 

read  the  third  time,  and  passed  -        -        -    701 

returned  from  the  Senate  with  an  amend- 
ment, which  was  agreed  to  •  -        -        •.716 

on  motion  of  Mr.  Jennings,  the  Committee 
on  PuMio  Lands  were  instructed  to /in- 
quire into  the  expediency  of  estsblishing 
a  new  district  for  the  sale  of  lands  in      -  1530 

a  bill  to  provide  for  the  sale  of  certain  lands 
in,  read  twice,  and  committed         -        -  1760 

reported  with  an  amendment,  agreed  to,  and 
ordered  to  a  third  reading       ...  1794 

read  the  third  time  and  passed  as  amended  1818 

returned  from  the  Senate  with  amendments  1996 

which  were  concurred  in    -        •        *        *  3006 
Indian  Depredations,,reportof  a  committee  on  a 

claim  for  losses  by  -    .    -        -     .   -        •  1538 

Indian  Tribes,  the  President  transmitted  oopiea- 

of  treaties  with  sundry  •  -  •  «  1469 
refened  to  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 

Means  • 1479 

■   a  bill  from  said  committee  to  carry  into  el^ 
leet  the  treaties  mentioDed,  read  tsrioe, 
and  committed       -        -        .       ' .        *  1487 
reported  without  amendment,  and  oidered 

to.  a  third  reading  .  -  •  ^  .  1608 
read  the  diird  time,  and  passed-  .  -  -  1618 
returned  from  the  Senate  with  amendmeBta  1693 
read,  and  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the 

Whole 1699 

reported,  and  amendflsents  concnnred  in     -  3053 

Infirm,  dissUed,  and  superannuated' officers  and 
soldiers  of  the  Revolution,  on  motion  of 
Mt«  Nelion,  a  committee  was  appointed 
to  inquire  ihto  the  expediency  of  providing 
fhr  the  relief  of '     -        -        -        -        -     163 

Mr.  Nelson-  renewed  his  resolution  at  the 
second  session,  aiid  a  committee  was  ap- 
pointed  695 

a  Mil  for  the  relief  of,  twice  read,  and  coth- 
mttted  *        ...        .        .        .739 

reported  with  amendments,  and  ordered  'to 
a  third  reading       .....  1«43 

read  a  third  time,  and  recommitted    •        •  1660 
Instructions,  Alexander  Hamilton's,  in  1798,  to 

eollectora  of  customs       •        •        -3144,3147 

Olitex  Waksott's,  to  same  -         8150,  3393,  3393 

Albeit  Qmllatin's,  to  same  -       -       -  S163, 3891 
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Invalid  Pendonera,  a  report  fiom  the  fiaeretaiy 
of  War,  in  relation  to,  referred  to  the  Com" 
mittee  of  Claims  •  - 

a  bill  concerning,  reported  .        .        .        . 

read  twice,  and  committed 

reported  with  itmendmenCe         •        •        . 

the  amendments  concnired  in    - 

further  amended,  and  ordered  to  a  third  read* 


Page 


mg 


1632 
1559 
1560 
1618 
1764 

1764 
1768 
1928 


67 


71 


read  the  third  time,  and  passod  as  amended 

letnrned  from  the  Senate  with  amendments 

oommitted  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole, 

who  agreed  to  the  amendments,  and  the 

House  concurred    -        -        -        -        -  1944 

Iron  Bridges.     (See  DyHer,  Joseph  Joihua.) 

Iron  Works,  Mr.  Holland  submitted  a  resolution 
to  encourage  the  establishment  of,  in  the 
Teiritories,  which  was  negatived    -        -  1157 

Iron  and  manufactures  of,  report  of  the  Secreta- 
ry of  the  Treasury  on    -        -        -        •  3283 

Isaacson,  Peter,  translation  of  an  extract  of  a  let- 
ter from,  to  the  President  of  the  United 
SUtes  -        -        -        -        .        -        .  2140 

Italian  States,  Consuls  of  the  United  States  in 

the,  with  a  statement  of  compensation    -  \999 

J. 

Jackson,  J.  G.,  remarks  of,  on  Mr.  Randolph's 
resolutions,  to  reduce  the  Army  and 
Naty    -        -        -       - 

remarks  of,  on  concurrence  with  the  second 
resolution      ...... 

the  Speaker  laid  before  the  House  a  letter 
from  the  Governor  of  Virginia  enclosing  a 
certificate  of  the  election  of,  referred  to  the 
Committee  of  Elections »        >        -        -       89 

speech  of,  on  Mr.  Randolph's  approbatory 
reoolution      -        -       -        -        -       -    109 

speech  of,  on  the  biU  td  -amend  and  continue 
in  foree  the  non-intercoQise  act 

remark  o(  on  laying  on  the  table  the  joint 
resolution  from  the  Senate  fixing  a  day 
Ibr  adjournment     -        -      '  •»        .    .    - 

on  the  report, in  the  case  of  the  Carthagena 
prisoners        -        •        -        •      281,282,306 

introdacing^  a  resolntton  to  limit  the  Briga- 
dier General's  pay  -        .  ,     .     •  .     $60, 862 

on  the  bill  from  the  Senate  to  amend  and  . 
eontinne  in  force-  the  non-intekoourse  aet    368 

speech  of,  on  the  same        -        -     379,438»447 

in  reply  to  a  remark  of  Mr.  Whitman  -        •    898 

remarks  of,  on  the  bill  to  extend  the  time  of 
payment  for  public  lands        .        .       *.  2008 

speech  of,  on  the  Senate's  amendmente  to 
the  bill  concerning  commercial  interoourse  2022 
Jackson,  Mr.,  (the  British  Plenipotentiary,)  Mr, 
Quincy  submitted  a  resolution  to  call  for 
a  copy  of  the  circular  of,  to  British  Con- 
suls, which  was  amended  so  as  to  include 
the  copy  of  a  despatoh  from  Mr.  Canning 

the  resolution  agreed  to  as  amended  - 

a  committee  appointed  to  wait  on  the  Presi- 
dent with  the  resolution 

said  committee  reported  that  the  President 
would  comply  as  far  as  practicable  - 

a  Message  from  the  President,  transmitting 
the  papers  asked  for,  ordered  to  be  printed 

the  ooirespondence  ot,  with  the  Secretary  of 
State 2086 


-    219 


266 


708 
709 


-    716 


-    717 


742 


-     448 


10« 


-     683 


-     844 


1179 
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Jackson,  Araasa.    (See  Caidweii,  Harry,} 
Japanned  and  Plated  Wares,  report  of  the  8e^ 
retaiy  ef  the  Treasury  on  American  man- 
ufactures of  .... 

Jefierson,  Thomas,  a  bill  from  the  Senate 

from  postage  all  letters  from,  was  read 
three  times,  and  passed 
Jenkins,  Robert,  of  Pennsylvania,  appeared  and 
took  his  seat ...... 

Jennings,  Jonathan,  produced  his  credentiala  as 
a  delegate  from  Indiana  Territory  - 

the  credentials  of,  referred  to  the  Committee 
of  JSIections  -        •  >     • 

said  committee  report  that  his  election  was 
illegal,  and  that  his  seat  ought  to  be  Tacated, 
which  report  was  referred  to  the  Com- 
aittse  of  the  Whole   •  - 

an  agreement  with  the  Committee  of  Elec- 
tions reported         ..... 

in  which  agreement  the  House  refused  to 
concur  -        -        - 
Johnson,  Mr.,  remarks  o^  on  Mr.  Ross's  amend- 
ment to  the  resolution  concerning  the  Se- 
dition law      -  '     •        -        •        -        -    1S7 

speech  of.  on  Mr.  Randolph'^  approbatory 
resolution      •...-.    156 

on  the  bill  to  annul  and  continue  in  ibroe 
the  non-interoo^rse  act  - 

on  the  joint  resolution  from  the  Senate, 
specting  the  British  Minister 

on  the  bill  concerning  commercial  inter- 
course .«>..... 

remarks  of,  on  the  resolution  to  inquire  into 
the  ofiictal  conduct  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasuiy         ..... 

on  the  Senate^  amendmente  to  the  billooo- 
cerning  commercial  intercourse 

on  the  resolution  to  repeal  the  non-intcr- 
oourse  act      -----        . 

speech  of,  on  the  reduction  of  the  Army     - 

remarks  o^  on  the  bill,  No.  2,  concerning 
commercial  intercourse  .... 

speech  of,  on  the  same       .... 

remarks  of,  on  the  Senate  bill  to  extend  the 
time  of  payment  for  lands 

Jones,  Walter,  of  Virginia^  appeared  and  took 
his  sef  t  ....        •        . 

JoQea»  Levin,  Mr.  Goldsboroogh  presented  the 
petition  oi,  praying  remission  ot  penalties 
I  referred  to  the  Conunittee  of  Conuneice 
and  Manufactures  ...         -        •    738 
report  thereon,  read,  and  referred        .        .1167 
(See  Caldweii,  Harry,) 

Journal,  on  motion  of  Mr.  Randolph  a  correction 
of  the,  was  made,  as  to  the  ballot  for 
Speaker         ......      57 

another  correction  of  the,  on  motion  of  Mr. 
J.  G.  Jackson,  by  inserting  an  order  to 
print  five  hundred  copies  of  the  Pmodent's 
Messsge         ...... 

a  motion  of  Mr.  Randolph  to  expunge  a  cer- 
tain part  of  the,  negatived 
Jury,  Mr.  Randolph  submitted  a  resolution  that 
provision  ought  to  be  made  by  law  to  se- 
cure an  impartial,  in  all  cases 

agreed  to,  and  a  committee  appointed 

a  Inll  presented  to  that  etted^  read,  and  per* 
mitted  to  lie  on  the  table        -        •        -    466 
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1711 
1866 

1887 
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684 
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Jmy—- continued.  Page. 

Mr.  EmoU  preeanted  the  petition  of  iundry 
inbebitantfl  of  the  State  of  New  York, 
praying  that  the  mode  of  trial  by»  may  be 
adopted  in  the  United  States  courts,  re- 
ferred     1353 

Mr.  Mumford  presented  a  similar  petition 
from  the  same  State*  referred  to  the  same  1274 

a  bill  relatiTO  to  the  returning  and  empan- 
nelling  a,  in  the  courts  of  the  United 
States,  read  twice,  and  committed  r        -  1487 

K. 

Kaakaskta,  the  Committee  on  Publio  Lands  were 
instructed  to  inquire  into  the  expediency 
of  authorizing   the  appointment  of  an  ^ 
agent  to  investigate  the  claims  to  land  in 
the  district  of        ....        -      89 

a  bill  in  pursuance  of  instructions,  read 
twice,,  and  committed    -'      -        -     .  -     182 

reported  with  amendments,  and  ordered  to 
a  third  reading       -----   '231 

read  three  times,  and  passed  as  amended   -     234 

returned  from  the  Senate  with  amendments    256 

committed  to  the  Committee  on  Public 
Lands  -        -        -        -        -        .    ,    -    264 

said  committee  reported  a  dbagreement  with 

the  Senate 267 

,   in  which  disagreement  the    House   con- 
curred  -      •  -        -        -        -        -        •    268 

a  letter  from  the  Secretary  o/  the  Treasury, 
with  a  list  of  claim*  confirmed  by  the 
land  commissioners  in  the  district  of,  re<- 
ferred  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands.  1950 

«  bill  to  confirm  the  decisions  .of  said  com- 
miesionere,  read  twice,  and  ordered  to  a 
third  reading  .        -        -        -        -  1987 

read  a  third  time,. and  passed     -        ...  1999 

Konan,  Thomas,  of  South  Carolina,  appeared 

and  took  his  seat  ...        -        -    689 

Kennedy,  Mr.,  speech  of,  on  the  bill  to  impose 

additional  duties 1847 

Kentucky,  Mr.  Desha  presented  sundry  resolu- 
tions of  the  Legislature  oi,  expressing 
their  entire*  approbation  of  the  conduct  of 
the  Executive  to  the  British  Minister      -  1788 

Kerr,  John,  a  bill  for  relief  of,  read  twice,  and 

committed     -        -        -        -        -        -    267 

a  bin  (second  session)  authorising  the  dis- 
charge of,  from  imprisonment,  read  twice,, 
and  ordered  to  a  third  reading        -        -  1584 

read  a  third  time,  and  passed     -        -        -  1618 

returned  from  the  Senate  with  amendments  1770 

which  were  concurred  in  -        -        -        -  1818 
Key,  Mr.,  remarks  of,  on  the  resolution  coneem* 

ing  the  Sedition  law      '        '        *       .'     ^^^ 

appeared,  at  second  session,  and  took  his 
i^ 704 

remarks  of,  on  Mr.  Gold's  resolution  calling 
for  papers      -        -        -        -        -     722,725 

on  the  bill  authorixing  m  detabhment  from 
the  militia     -        -        -         1382,  1384,  1479 

on  an  amendment  to  the  bill  concerning 
commercial  intercourse  -        -        -        -  1459 

speech  of,  on  the  militia  detachment  bill    -  1504, 

161^ 

remarks  of^  on  Mr»  Hale's  amendment  to 
the  same  ...    -        -        -        -        -  1578 

OD  his  own  proposition  to  amend  the  same    1675 
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Key,  Mr.,  remarks  o^--coBtintted.  Page. 

on  the  resolution  to  repeal  the  non-inter- 
course act      -----        -  1712 

speech  of,  on  bill  No.  2,  concemmg  com- 
mercial intercourse         -        -        -        -  1904 

on  the  bill  to  reeharter  the  Bank  of  the  Uni- 
ted Sutes 1941 

remarks  of,  on  the  bill  to  reduce  the  Na?al 
EsUblishmmt        -        -        ...        .  2014 

on  the  motion  to  consider  the  report  in  tiie 
L  case  of  General  Wilkinson    -        .        .  2037 
Kickapoo  Tribe,  a  Message  from  the  President 
transmitting  copies  of  a  treaty  with  the, 
referred  to  the  Committee  of  W  ay  sand- 
Means  •----..  1568 
Knickerbacker,  Mr.,  speech  of,  on  the  resolution 

in  favor  of  the  Carthagena  prisoners       -    298 

appeared  (second  session)  and  took  his  seat    743 

Lambert,  William,  a  letter  from,  enclosing  cer- 
tain astronomical  calculations,  referred  to 
•the  committee  on  the  variation  of  the 
magnetic  needle    -        -        -        -        -  1532 

said  committee  reported  on  tbe  memorial  of  1660 
a  letter  from,  proposing  to  collate  and  putn 
Itsh  a  correct  statement  of  all  questions  of 
order  decided  in  the  House  of  Represent-* 
atives,  referred  to  a  select  committee       •  1760 
a  report  thereon         -        -        -        .        .  1944 
the  report  considered,  and  a  resolution  passed 
granting  free  access  to  the  Journals  and 
Library    to    -        -        -        -        -        -  1987 

Landais,  Peter,  the  Speaker  presented  the  peti- 
tion of,  praying  to  be  allowed  his  share  of 
Srixe  money  in  three  vessels  captured  by 
im>  referred  to  the  Committee  of  Claims    893 
their  report  read,  and  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole       -        -        -        -1373 

the  Speaker  laid  before  the  House  a  letter 
fron>>  in  relation  to  the  report  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Claims  on  his  petition,  which  was 
ordered  to  lie  on  the  table       -        -        -  1427 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  made  a  report 

which  was  concurred  in  -•       -        -  1521 

the  said  report  at  large       -  '      -        -        -  2381 
Land  Districts,  on  motion  of  Mr.  Jennings  the 
Committee  on  Public  Lands  was  instroct* 
ed  to  inquire  into  theexpedlenoy  of  estab- 
lUhing  one  .Of  more,  in  the  lands  lately 
'  ceded  by  certain  Indian  tribes        -        •  1659 
Land  Laws,  a  petition  of  the  inhabiUnlaof  Upper 
LouUiana,  praying  a  revision  of  the,  re* 
feared  to  the  Committee  on  the  Public 

Lands  - 1089 

Land  Offices,  a  bill  to  prescribe  the  mode  in  which 
applications  shall  be  made  for  the  pur- 
chase of  land  at  the  several,  read  twice 

and  committed 1168 

reported  without  amendment,  and  ordered  to 

a  third  reading       -----  1368 
read  a  third  time,  and  passed     -        -        •  1873 
returned  from  the  Senate  with  amendments  1407 
which  were  concuned  in  -        -        -        -  1426 
Lapsley,  Margaret,  an  unfavorable  report  of  the 
Committee  of  Claims  on  the  petition  of, 
^was  ^  disagreed  to  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  their  disagreement  concurred  in 
1  by  tiie  House,  and  bill  ordered       -       -  1531 
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Lapslej,  Margaret— continued.  Ptge. 

«  bill  for  relief  o(  reported  i»  pnrsuanoe  of 

order     -,*----- 

read  twice  and  committed  -        -    .   •        • 

on  motion  of  Mr.  Johnaon,  the'  Committee 

of  the  Whole  were  discharged,  and  (he  bill 

and  petition,  with  other  petitionoof  a  aim- 

ilar  tenor,  were  referred  to  the  committed 

on  the  petition  of  John  M.urray 

saidcommittee  reported aeveral amendmenti 

to  the  bill,  which  Were  ooncurfed  m 
ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  a  third  time, 

and  passed  aa  amended  ••       *        *     . 
returned  from  the  Senate  wt&  amendmenti^ 
which  were  concurred  in        - 
La  Trappe,  the  petition  of  the  Bociet j  of;  joying 
confirmation  of  their  title  to  a  certain  tract 
of  land,  refened  to  the  Committee  on  P«b- 

lic  Lands 

a  bill  from.tiie  Senate  concerning  tiie  soci- 
ety of    -       -        -       -        -       -       - 

Laws  of  ti^e  United  Sutes,  on  motion  of  Mr. 

Morrow,  resolved  that  the  President  of  Che 

United  States  be  authoriied  to  employ  a 

person  to  compile  a  digest  of  the     - 

ordered  that  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands 

prepare  and  bring  in  a- bill  to  that  eflect  -  1330 
a  bill  providing  for  printing  and  distributing 
such  as  relate  to  the  public  lands,  read 
twice  and  committed 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  dischaigedj  and 

the  bill  ordered  to  a  third  reading   - 
read  a  third  time,  and  passed     ... 
Lead,  report  of  the  Secretory  of  the  Treasury  on 

American  manufactures  of      -        - 
Leather,  and  manufoctures«of,  the  report  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  on  -        - 

Lee,  the  Rev.  Jesse,  appointment  of,  as  Chaplain 
reappointment  e^  at  the  second  session 

Leitaendorfer,  Eugene,  Mr.  Mumford  presented 

the  petition  of,  praying  compensation  for 

services  rendered  in  1 804  to  General  Eaton, 

dec,  referred  to  the  Committee  of  Claims 

L'Enfant,  Peter  C,  a  biU  for  relief  of,  read  twice 

and  committed 

Lewis,  Mr.,  remarks  of;  on  Mir.  Sheffey's  resolu- 
tions relating  to  the  batture  - 
Lewis,  Edwin,  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands 
ordered  to  prepare  and  bring  in  ^  bill 
granting  tiie  right  of  pre-emption  to 
a  bill  in  pursuance  thereof,  read  twice  and 
committed     -.---- 
reported  with  amendments,  and  ordered  to 
lie  on  the  table      -        -        -        .        - 
Libel,  Mr.  RaUdolph  submitted  a  resolution  con- 
cerning the  doctrine  of  -        -        -        - 
the  resolution  agreed  to,  and  a  committee 
appointed      -        -        -.       " .  .  '        " 
Library,  on  motion  of  Mr.  Randolj^  a  joint  com- 
mittee was  appointed  on  the  - 
a  message  from  the  Senate,  that  they  have 

appointed  alrommitteeon  their  part 
a  joint  resolution  from  the  Senate  on  the' 

subject  of  the         -        -        -        -. 
read  twice,  agreed  to,  and  a  committee  ap- 
pointed          - 

a  bill  from  the  Senate  relating  to  the,  read 

twice     -        - 1997 

read  a  third  time  and  passed      •       -       -  2017 
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LimiUtion,  severd  reports  from  the  Committee 
of  Claims  on  petitions  barred  by  the  statnte 
of,  on  which  a  debate  arsee  - 
the  committee  were  instructed  to  report  on 
the  merits  of  the  cases,  without  regard  to 
the  statute  of         -        -        -        ■ 

Lindsey,Thomas,  the  petition  of,  praying  reatitu- 
tion  of  his  vessel,  condemned  for  bringiBg 
a  French  family  with  their  slaves  from  the 
island  of  Cuba,  ite*  .  ^  -  - 
(See  PenaUies,  dtc.) 

Linnard,  WUliam,  abiil  to  increase  the  compen- 
mtion  of,  read  twice  and  committed 

Livermore,  Mr.,  remarka  of,  introductory  of  a 
olutlon  concerning  the  non-int»conne 

remariu  <A  on  Mr.  Randolph's  resohitkm 
lating  to  the  doctrine  of  libel  •        -  ■     . 

on  the  resolution  for  relief  of  the  Carthagena. 
prisoners       ...--. 

speech  o(  on  the  same       -        .     -  - 

remarka  of,  on  the  resolution  to  limit  the 
Brigadier  Gonerals'  pay  .         .        - 

speech  of,  on  the  Senate  Dill  to  aknend  and 
continue  in  Ibrce  the  non-^intercousse  act  3^, 

431 

remarks  of;  introducing  an  amendment  to 
the  same        .----- 

in  explanation  of  his  motion  to  amend 

attendance  of,  in  his  seat  at  the  second  ses- 
sion      -        -        -        -        •        - 

remarks  of,  on  the  motion  to  refer  the  me- 
morial of  the  New  England  Land  Com- 
pany      ^'^t 

oh  the  joint  resolutTon  from  the  Senate  re- 
lating to  Uie  British  Minister  -        .        -    750 

sDcech  of.  on  the  conduct  of  the  Executive   909, 
*^  IOCS 

remarks  of,  on  tiie  .hill  cooaeming  oommer- 
cial  interoourse     1160, 1165,  1176,  1171, 1181. 

1247 
speech  of,  on  the  same       -        -        -        -  1190 

remarks  of,  on  the  bill  la  prohibit  the  uea  «f 
foreign  licenses      •       -        -        -        -  1203 

on  an  amendment  to  the  bill  ooneenuag 

commeicial  interoouiae  ...  1458, 1460 
iatkoduetory  of  a  resolution  to  call  Ibr  infor- 
mation in  relation  to  Spain    - 
on  the  Senate's  afnendmento  to  the 

meieild  intoroouxse  mil  - 
speech  of,  on  the  bill  authorising  a  detach- 
ment from  the  militia     •        -        - 
on  a  motion  to  postpone  the  aaid  hill  • 
on  the  torpedo  experiment  bill    -        -        - 
in  support  of  his  resolution  calling  for 
papers  ------ 

on  the  repeal  of  the  non-intercourse  act 
on  the  apportionment  of  representation 
on  tiie  motion  to  consider  the  convoy  hill 
on  the  bill  to  impose  additionkl  duties 
on  the  motion  to  rescind  the  resolution  fix- 
ing the  day  of  adjournment    •> 
apeech  o^  on  the  bill,  No.  2,  ooBceming  eom- 
merdal  intercourse         -        -        -        - 

on  a  proviso  moved  by  him  to  the  same 
Livingston,  Edward,  and  otiiers,  the  Speaker  laid 
before  the  House  the  ^linion  of  the  At* 
torney  General  on  tiie  daima  of,  to  the 
bettuvo  •       •       -       •       - 
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LiTingston,  £dward-HX>iitinued.  Page, 

the  committee  to  whom  the  sbbjeet  wm  re- 
ferred, were  diKherged  and  a  motion  to 
refer  Uie  President's  Message  and  accom- 
panying documents  on  Uie  subject  to  the 
Attorney  General,  wes  ordered  to  lie  on 

the  table 317 

the  motion  negatived         ....    349 
the  Speaker  laid  before  the  House  a  letter 
6om,  expresaiog  a  wish  for  a  speedy  deci- 
sion as  to  the  batture      -        -        -        -  1428 

Loan,  a  report  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury, of  proceedings,  dbc,  on  the  subject 
ofa       ------        -,   398 

a  bill  authorizing  a,  read  tv^ice,  and  torn- 

mitted 176S 

-  1947 


1955 


-  2194 


162 


1157 


-  1253 


187 


370 


-  1377 


-  1431 


considered  in  Committee  of  the  Whole 

reported  without  -amendment,  read  a  tUrd 
time,  and  passed  .  .  -  -  . 
LfOana  and  additional  duties,  correspondence  be- 
tween the  Chairman  of  the  Committee 
of  Ways  and  Means  and  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury,  on  the  subject  of  .  - 
liOuisiana,  Mr.  Rhea  submitted  a  reeolution  rela- 
tive to  lands  in,  which  was  negatiTed     - 

Mr.  Rhea  presented  the  petition  of  sundry 
inhabitants  of,  praying  that  the  second 
grade  of  Territorial  Govemment  may  be 
granted  to  them,  referred  to  a  select  com- 
mittee  -        -        -■-,..- 

a  bill  further  to  provide  for  the  goTemmebt 
of,  read  twic^,  and  committed 

iOTe»  Mr.,  remarks  of,  on  the  resolution  relating 
to  domestic  manufactures       ... 

speech  of,  on  the  Senate  bill  to  amend  and 
continue  in  force  the  non-intercourse  act 

remarks  of,  on  the  resolution  for  a  general 
establishment  of  national  banks 

speech  of,  on  the  reiolution  fhat  it  is  expe- 
dient to  establish  a  National  Bank  - 

remarks  of,  on  the  Senate's  amendments  to 
the  bill  concJeniittg  commercial  intercourse  1440 

speech  of,  on  the  same       .        .        *        .  1443 

remarks  of,  on  his  motion  to  postpone  the  in-   . 
tercourse  bill  -        -        -        -        -        -  1585 

on  his  motion  to  refer  the  subject  of  a  Na- 
tional Bank  to  a  select  committee  - 

on  Mr.  Taylor's  motion  to  the  same  effect  - 

on  the  resolution  to  inquire  into  the  conduct 
of  General  WiUdnson    -        -        - 

introductory  of  sundry  resolutions  in  rela- 
tion to  the  Bank  of  the  .United  States 

speech  of,  on  the  bill  to  renew  the  charter  of 
said  Bank     ...... 

on  bill  No.  2,  concerning  commerdal  inter- 
course  -        - 

fOUf  Mr.,  remarks  of,  on  his  motion  to  appoint 
the  standing  committees  by  ballot  - 

remarks  of,  on  Mr.  Alston's  motion  on  the 
same  subject 

on  Mr.  Randolph's  resolutions    •        -         67,  70 

speech  of,  on  the  resolution  concerning  the 
sedition  law  ......     123 

remarks  of,  on  the  resolution  relating  to  the 

third  census  - 154 

on  the  resolution  relating  to  domestic,  man- 
ufactures      -        -        -        -        •  .     -     162 
cftk  his  own  resolution  on  same  subject    163,  185 
on  Mr.  Bacon's  resolution-  -        •    235 


1008 
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LyoB,  Mr.,  remarks  of— ^continued.  Page* 

on  reforring  the  batture  question  to  the  At- 
torney (^neral       -        - 

speech  of,  on  the  bill  for  redemption  of  the 
public  debt    ...... 

remarks  of,  on  the  bill  to  reduce  the  Naval 
Bstablishment        ..... 

appeared,  aiid  took  his  seat,  at  the  second 
session  -        •        .        . 

speech  of,  on  the  appropriation  bill    • 

remarits  of,  on  the  bill  to  anUiorise  a  detach- 
ment from  the  militia    -        -        - 

speech  of,  on  the  same      -    '   - 

in  reply  to  Mr.  Ross 

in  reply  to  Mr.  Bacon        .        .        «       . 

remarks  of,  on  the  torpedo  bill- 
on a  call  for  papers   .    -    . 

speech  o(  on  the  bill  to  make  an  experiment 
with  the  torpedo     ...  1627,  1620 

remarks  of,  on  the  Senate's  amendments 
to  the  intiBrcourse  bill     - 

speech  of^  on  adhering  to  disagreement  with 
the  Senate  on  the  same  -        -  - 

remarks  of,  on  the  resolution  to  inquire  into 
the  conduct  pf  General  Wilkinson  - 

on  the  bill  for  better  accommodation  of  the 
General  Post  Office,  dec.        -    .    -  ,      - 

on  the  bill  to  impose  additional  duties 

speech  of,  on  bill  No.  2,  concerning  com- 
mercial intercourse  -        -        - 

remarks  of,  on  the  bill  to, extend  the  time  of 
payment  for  public  lands        -        -        -  2003 

speedi  of,  on  the  bill  to  reduce^ the  Naval 
Establishment        ..... 
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Macon,  Mr.,  remarks  of,  on  the  value  of  blank 

ballots    -         r        -        •         - 
•  remarks  of,  persuading  his  friends  not  to  vote 
for  him  as  Speaker         .... 

on  the  resolution  to  appoint  the  standing 
committees    ...... 

on  Mr.  Randolph's  resolutions    -        -         66,  71 

on  an  amendment  to  the  resolution  concern- 
ing the  sedition  law       ....     120 
■  speech  of,  on  the  resolution  concerning  the 

.    sedition  law   -        -        .        ^    .    -     129,131 

on  the  resolution  relating  to  domestic  man- 
ufactures      .--.-- 

remarks  of,  on  laying  on  the  table  a  petitiou 
to  divide  Mississippi  Territory 

on  the  resolution  coocerning  the  Carthagena 
prisoners        -        -        -      *- 

speech  of,  in  reply  to  Mr.  Jackson  on  the 
same     -        -        -        -        -        -     282,310 

remarks  of,  on  his  resolution  to  refer  the  bat- 
ture question  to  the  Attorney  General    - 

on  the  bill  concerning  the  Naval  Establish- 
ment    -.-..-- 

on  Mr«  LivermOre's  amendment  to  the  non- 
intercourse  bill 

on  the  third  reading  of  the  bill  to  amend  and 
revive  the  bill  above  mentioned 

on  the  bill  to  remit  certain  penalties  • 

introductory  of  two  resolutions  concerning 
the  navigation  laws        .... 

on  a  motion  to  refer  apetition    ... 

on  the  resolution  concerning  the  Dahish 
spoliations 


186 
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on  the  resolution  calling  for  certain  papen    711 
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Macon,  Mi. — contiaaed.  Page. 

apeecb  of,  on  the  motion  to  refer  the  nemo- 
rial  of  the  New  England  Land  Company     734 

on  the  joint  resolution  from  the  Senate,  con- 
cerning the  British  Minister  .        -        .    857 

on  the  bill  concerning  commercial  intercourse  I  l6l, 

1172,  1223,  1276 

remarks  of,  on  the  resolntion  to  inquire  into 
the  official  conduct  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury 1421 

on  the  resolution  respecting  additional  duties  1471 

on  insisting  on  disagreement  with  the  Sen- 
ate on  the  intercourse  bill        1495,  1635,  1658 

on  amending  the  bill  authorizing  a  detach- 
ment from  the  militia     -'      -        -        -  1575 

on  the  resolution  concerning  gunboats        -  16C3 

on  referring  the  subject  of  the  Bank  of  the 
United  States  to  a  select  committee        -  1681 

apeech  of,  on  the  resolution  to  inquire  into 
the  conduct  of  General  Wilkinson  -        -  1748 

remarks  of,  on  the  resolution  concerning  ap- 
portionment of  representation         -        •  1766 

on  the  bill  to  impose  additional  duties        •  1828 

on  the  reduction  of  the  Army  and  Navy    •  1863 

on  Mr.  Dana*s  resolution  relating  to  the 
Post  Office  Establishment      -        -        -  1955 

on  considering  the  report  in  the  case  of  Gen- 
eral Wilkinson       -        •        -        -        -  2032 

ICadiaon  County,  Mississippi  Territory,  a  bill  to 
authorize  the  citizens  of,  to  elect  one  Rep- 
resentative to  the'  General  Assembly  of 
said  Territory,  read  twice>  and  committed     163 

Magistrates'  Judgments,  Mr.  Van  Horn  present- 
ed the  petition  of  sundry  citizens  of  W ash- 
ingtpn,  praying  an  act  directing  the  Mar- 
ahal  for  the  District  of  Columbia  to  take 
into  custody  persons  on  whom  executions 
have  been  issued  on,  refeVred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  District  of  Columbia  -        -  1182 

Magrader,  Patrick,  election  of,  as  Clerk  of  the 

House  of  Representatives       -        -        -      66 

Mail  Agents,  the  section  of  the  Post  Office  bill, 
authorizing  the  employment  of,  having 
been  struck  out  by  the  Senate,  the  House 
concurred  therein  >--...  1793 

Mail  Contracts,  a  report  from  the  Postmaster 

General  concerning        ....  1479 

Mail  Routes,  on  motion  of  Mr.  Clay,  the  Post- 
master General  was  directed  to  report, 
eonceming  certain,,  as  to  their  revenue 
and  expenses         -        -        -        ...  1584 
the  report  of  that  officer  in  obedience         •  1679 

Maine«on  motion  of  Mr.  Whitman,  a  committee 
was  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  expedi- 
ency of  altering  tho  times  for  holding  the 

District  Court  in 1173 

a  bill  repoited  in  pursuance,  read  twice, 
and  committed       -        -  .     .        .        .  1605 

Malbona,  Francia,  a  message  from  the  Senate 
informed  the  House  of  the  death  of  the 
honorable,  on  which  the  usual  resolution 
of  respect  was  passed    ....     229 

Malcolm,  Henry,  a  detailed  report  adverse  to  the 

petition  of,  concurred  in         -        -        •  1869 

Malt  Liquors,  the  petition  of  manufacturers  and 
bottlers  of,  praying;  that  bisck  glass  bot- 
tles may  be  imported  free  of  duty,  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  of  Commeroe.and 
Manufaclurea        «       -       -       -       -    153 


Page. 
Manufactures,  Mr.  Sawyer  submitted  a  resolu- 
tion for  a  standing  committee  on    -        -   230 
which  the  House  refused  to  consider      -   235 
Mr.  8.  submitted  a  similar  reaolution  at  the 

second  session       ...        -        -    6K 
which  the  House  rejected  -         >        -    717 

the  petition  of  John  Allen,  and  others,  pray- 
ing protection  to  domestic       ...  2171 
report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treaanry  on 
the  subject  of  American  ...  23S4 

Marion,  Mr.,  remarks  of,  on  the  biti  to  remit  cer- 
tain penalties        ....      462, 4K 

on  the  bill  authorizing  a  detachment  from 
the  militia     ......  1474 

on  the  bill  (No.  S]  concerning  commercial 
intercourse    -        •        -        -        -        -  191S 

Maritime  Jurisdiction,  Mr,  Dana  sobmitted  a 

resolution  concerning     -        -        -        -    S85 

agreed  to,  and  a  committee  >appointed  le 

consider  and  report  thereon    -         -        -    S86 
sundry  documents  in  relation  lo,  transmitted 
by  the  Preaident  of  the  United  Sutea  -    SI44 
Maritime  Precincts,  on  motion  of  Mr.  Dana,  the 
Committee  of  Commerce  and   Manufiio> 
lures  were  instructed  to  inquire  into  the 
.  propriety  of  adopting  legialative  provis- 
ions respecting  the  extent  of,  dec  -        •  ISSO 
Marshall,  John,  (Secretary  of  Sute,  1800)  extract 

of  a  letter  from,  to  R.  Soderstrom  -         -  2I5S 
Marshals,  Mr.  Randolph  submitted  a  reaolution, 
relating  to  summary  proceaa  againat,.who 
fail  to  pay  oTcr  moneys  Collected,  dfcc, 
referred  to  a  select  committee  -        -    164 

said  committee  reported  a  bill,  which  was 
twice  read,  and  committed      -        .        .    tSl 

Maryland,  on  motion  of  Mr.  McKim,  a  commits 
tee  was  appointsd  to  inquire  into  the  ex- 
pediency of  altering  the  times  for  hold- 
ing the  circuit  court  for  the  diatrict  of     -  1594 
bill  to  that  cfTecttread  twice,  and  committed  15$6 
reported  without  amendment,  and  oidered 

to  a  third  reading  .....  1779 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed  -        -        -  1789 
Mr.   Brown   presented  certain  proceedings 
of  the  Legislature  of,  disapproving  of  the 
amendment  of  the  Constitution  aa  pro- 
posed by  Massachusetts  ...  ig79 
Masters  Commandant,  Mr.  Randolph  moved  an 
amendment  to  the  bill  concerning  Naval 
Establishment,  proposing  to  disband  the  -  198S 
which  amendment  was  negatived       -        -  19% 
Matthews,  Vincent,*  of  New  York,  waa  quali- 
fied and  took  his  seat     -        ...      57 
attendance  of,  at  aecond  aession         •         -    684 

Mediterranean  Fund.     (See  Bwrbary  Ptnoa^ 
Meigs,  Return  J.,  and  others,  the  petition  of, 

was  referred  to  a  select  committee  -        -  13S4 
said  committee  reported  a  hill  granting  fur- 
ther compensation   to,  as  witnesses  on 
the  trial  of  Aaron  Burr,  which  waa  read 
twice,  and  committed     ....  1596 
Mesaage,  the  President*s,  at  the  opening  of  tho 
first  session,  of  which  500  copies  wer« 
ordered  to  be  printed      ...         .61 
Message  at  the  second  session,  of  which  th« 

same  number  were  printed     ...     6^ 
appointment  of  committees  on  the  aeveral 
subjects  of  the  same      -        -  90,91,6^ 
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Page. 
Michigmn  Tenitorj,  the  CMsniittM  on  Pablic 
Lands  were  discharged  from  the  memorial 
of  the  Governor  and  Judges  of      «•        -    285 
Mr.  Peter  B.  Porter  presented  the  petition 
of  sundry  inhabitants  of,  praying  to  be 
allowed  to  send  delegates  to  Congress^ 
ordered  to  lie  on  the  table       •    .    •        -  1428 
Mr.  P.  also  presented  the  petition  of  son* 
dry  Fren^  inhabitants  of,  praying  that 
an  edition  of  such  laws  as  relate  to  the, 
may  be  printed  in  the  French  language, 
which  was  referred  to  a  select  committee   1446 
a  report  from  said  eommittee  adverse  to  the 
petition  -        -        -        •        -        •  1886 

Middlesex  Canal,  a  bill  from  the  Senate  aathor- 
izing  the  sale  and  grant  of  a  certain  quaor 
tity  of  land  to  the  •        •  .     -        -  1704 

read  twice,  and  committed         ...        .  1760 

Military  Establishment,  so  much  of  the  Message 
as  relates  to  the,  referred  to  a  select  com- 
mittee   688 

a  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  War,  with  a 
statement  of  the  contingent  expenses  of 
the        -        -        -        -        -        -        -  1163 

a  bill  for  the  support  of  the,  for  1810,  read 
twice,  and  committed     ....  1247 

reported  with  amendments,  and  ordered  to 

a  third  reading       -    .    -        -  .     -        -  1427 
read  the  third  time*  and  passed  as  amended  1428 
Mr.  Randolph  submitted  a  resolution  to  re- 
duce the        .----.  1613 

referred  to  the  committee  on  additional  du- 
ties      ------        -  1616 

Mr.  R.  gave  notice  that  he  should  call  for 
the  oonsiderattOB  of  his  resolution  on  a. 
certain  day '-        -        -        -        -       .-  1693 

debate  on  the -resolution    •        -        •        -  1863 
amended*  and  adopted       ....  1879 

bill  ordered  in  pursuance  of  said  resolution  1886 
a  bill  to  reduce  the,  reported,  twice  read,  and 
committed     -        -        -        -        *•     '   •  1961 

Military  and  Naval  Establishments,  on  motion 
of  Mr.  Macon,  Che  Secretary  of  the  Tveas* 
ury  was  directed  to  report  to  the  House  a 
statement  of  tiie  gross  annual  amount  of 
expenditures  in  relation  to  the»  from  1789 
to  the  end  of  1809         ....  169» 

a  report  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
in  obedience  thereto       ....  1760 

Military  and  Naval  Expenses,  a  detailed  state- 
ment of         -        -        .        -        -        -  2424 
Military  Land  Warrants,  a  resolution  was  sub- 
mitted by  Mr.  Morrow,  that  the  Commit- 
tee on  Public  Lands  be  instructed  to  in- 
quire into  the  expedency  of  extending  the 
time  for  issuing  and  locating  ...    695 
the  resolution  agreed  to     -        -        -        -    698 

a  bill  to  that  efiect  reported,  read  twice,  aiid 
committed     -  •     .    .    -        -        -        -    706 

amended,  and  ordered  to  a  third  reading    -    706 
read  a  third  time,  and  passed  as  amended  •    716 

Military  Peace  Establishment,  a  bill  from  the 
Senate  to  alter  and  amend  the  act  fixing 

the -  1621 

read  twice,  and  committed         -        -      .  -  1622 

Militia,  so  much  of  the  Message  as  relates  to  the 
organization  of  the,  was  referred  to  a 
lect  committee       .... 


Militia — continued.  Page* 

Mr.  Southard  submitted  a  resolution  that 
said  committee  be  instructed  to  inquire 
into  the  laws  concerning  an  exemption 
from^duty     ......  1621 

a  message  from  the  President,  in  relation  to 
a  detachment  from  the,  was  referred  to  a 
select  committee    .....  IW9 

a  bill  from  said  committee  was  read  twice, 
and  committed       •        -        -        -        •  1196 

on  motion  of  Mr.  Dana,  the  Secretary  of 
War  was  directed  to  report  to  the  House 
the  returns  of  the  respective  quotas  of  the 
last  two  detachments      •        .        •        .  1218 

a  report  from  that  offieer  in  obedience  there- 
to ...       -        -        i        -        -  1891 

t)ie  bill  reported  to  the  House,  and  dif  cussed  1381 

on  motion  of  Mr.  Southard  it  was  recom- 
mitted to  a  select  committee  of  twenty 
members        -        -        -.       •        -        -  1886 

reported  with  amendments,  and  committed 
to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole     -        -  1412 

read  in  Committee  of  the  Whole  as  amend- 
ed        - 1471 

reported  to  the  House  as  amended      •        -  1620 

debate  on  the  bill  and  amendments    -        -  1591 

Mr.  Pearson,  proposed  an  amendment,  which 
was  adffpted  -  >      -        ...        .        .  ]580 

ordered  to  a  third  reading  ....  1683 

read  a  third  time  as  amended      -      ^  -        .  1686 

a  Message  from  the  President,  transmitting 
retuiliB  from  the  several  States,  of  the    -  1606 

Mr.  Dawson  submitted  a  resolution  for  the 
classification  of  the        -        -        -        -  1678 

which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole 1679 

Miller,  Mr.,  remarks  of,  in  reply  to  objections  to 

refer  a  petition 696 

on  the  bill  from  the  Senate  to  extend  the 
time  for  payment  on  public  lands    -        -    696 

MUnor,  Mr.,  remarks  of,  on  the  resolution  rela- 
ting to  domestic  manufactures         -        •     184 

speech  of,  against  printing  the  papers  in 
Olmstead's  case 266 

remarks  of,  introductory  of  a  resolution  re- 
specting the  alluvions  of  the  Mississippi    881 

on  his  amendment  to  the  non-intejcourse 
bill 441 

on  a  resolutiou  calling  for  certain  papers    -    714 

speech  of,  on  the  joint  resolution  from  the 
Senate  respecting  the  British  Minister    -    854 

remarks  of,  on  the  Senate*s  amendments  to 
the  bill  concerning  commercial  intercourse  1687 

on  the  bill  to  reduce  the  Naval  Establish- 
ment    -        -        -        -        -        -        -  1967 

Mime,  Samuel,  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands 
reported  a  resolution  favorable  to  the  peti- 
tion of 1682 

the  resolution  conedrred  in,  and  a  bill  for 
his  relief  ordered   -    '    -        •        -        -  1638 

a  bill  in  pursuance,  read  twice,  and  commit- 
ted         \2^ 

reported  amended,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
table 1888 

Minifies  Charles,  a  biU  from  the  Senate  for  re- 
lief of  ---..-        -  1487 
read  twice,  and  committed         .        •        .  1499 
reported  without  ameodmeBt     •        .       •  1590 
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MiniBUn,  a  billlrom  the,  Senate  fixing  the  eom* 

peneation  of  public        ....  1766 

read  twice*  and  committed         ...  1818 

leported  without  amendment,  and  oidered 

te  a  third  reading  •        ....  1858 

,   zead  a  third  time  and  paeeed       -        -        -2049 

Mhior,  John,  a  bill  for  relief  of,  nad  twice,  and 

.  committed     •...-•  1618 
reported  without  amendment,  -and  ordered 

to  a  third  reading  j.        -v       •        .        .  1763 
read  a  third  time,  and  paeeed      -.       *        -  1762 
Mint,  the  President  transmitted,  a  report  of  the 

operations  of  the  *        -        -        .        .  1196 
Miranda  •  Expedition.  (See  C^^At^^ena  Prtsofters.) 

Mississippi  Territory,  the  Committee  on  PobKc 
Lands  were  instructed  to  inquire  what 
further  provision  is  necessary  for  the  die* 
poeal  of  public  lands  in  -        -    .    -        -      8^ 

a  bill  to  esteblish  a  land  office,  ai)d  for  other 
purposes,  read  twice,  and  committed       -    152 

on  motion  of  Mr.  Poindextor  a  committee 
was  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  expedi- 
ency of  allowing  to  Madison  county  a 

'  representotire  to  the  Ctoneral  Assembly 
of.        .------    689 

OB  motion  of  Mr.  Troup,  the  Secretory  of 
the  Treasuiy  was  directed  to  report  tb  the 
House  any  information  he  may  hare  fondl- 
ing any  illegal  settlement  of  lands  in  the 
•aid  county,  in       -        -       -        -        -'  689 

a  report  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
in  obedience  thereto       -        -        -        -    743 

Mr.  Miller  presented  the  petition  of  a  num- 
ber of  inhabitonte  east  of  Pearl  river, 
praying  a  division  of     -    .    -        •        -  ,  695 

a  bill  eoocerning  claims  to  land  in,  granted, 
by  Uie  British  Govemors  of  Florida,  read 
twice,  and  committed    -        -     .  -        •    754 

reported  without  amendment     -        -  .      -  1402 

on  motion  of  Mr.  Poiudexter,  a. committee 
was  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  expedi- 
ency of  allowing  an  additional  judge  to, 
to  reside  in  Madison  county  -        -        - '  898 

a  report  from  said  committee  was  read,  and 
referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  1824 

the  bill  extending  the  right  of  soffi-age  to 
the  citizens  of  Madison  county,  tvas  so 
amended  as  to  authorize  the  appointment 
of  an  additional  judge,  and  having  been 
twice  read,  was  reported  to  the  House, 
and  ordered  to  a  third  reading         -        -  1330 

read  a  third  time,  and  passed     -        -        -  1365 

returned  from  the  Senate  with  amendments,  1446 
which  were  concurred  in        -        -        •  1455 

Mobile^  on  motion  of  Mr.  Poindexter  a  commit- 
tee was  appointed  to  wait  on  the  Presi- 
dent and  request  information  whether  any 
steps  had  been  taken  to  secure  the  free 
navigation  of  the,  6lc.    .        .        ...  1257 

a  Message  from  the  President,  with  a  report 
from  &e  Secretory  of  Stete  in  compliance  1404 

the  report  was  referred  to  a  select  commit- 
tee         1443 

Mr.  Weakley  presented  the  memorial  of 
sundry  inhabitonte  of  Tennessee,  praying 
to  be  secured  in  the  'free  navigation  of  the 
Tombigbee  and,  rivers,  which  was  re- 
ferred to  the  Sedretoiy  of  Stato      -        -  1761 


P^. 

Montgomery,  Mr.^  remarfts  of,  oA  ^e   bill  to 

remit  certain  penalties,  dte.  -  -  -  4Ci 
^ech  of,  on  the  bill  concerning  commcr- 

ci^  interoonrae  .....  118X 
remarks  of,  on  the  appropriation  bOI  .  -  1X5 
on  his  amendment  to  Mr.  Randolph's  reao 
'  lutioh  to 'repeal  the  non4nterconi«e  act  -  170S 
on  the  bill  to  iinpose  additional  doties  -  IMI 
is  excused  from  serving  on  the  committee 

in  the  case  of  General  Wilkinson  -  -  20€S 
remarks  of,  on  the  bill  to  rednee  the  Navy  20U 
remarks  of,  introdnctoty  of  a  reeolotioB  eon- 

eeming  receipte  and  expenditures  -  -  2017 
on  Mr.  Pitkin's  resolution  respecting  our 

foreign  relations     -       .        .        •        - 
Jilorocco,  the  Consul  of  the  United  States  in, 

v^ith  a  statement  of  his  compensation    -  1997 
Morocco -Leather,  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the 

Treasury  on  the  American  manitiracCareB 

of 


Morrow,  Mr.,  remarks  o^  on  the  bill  from  the 

I    Senate  to  extend  the  time  of  payment  for 

public  lands,  dec.    ..... 

Mortality  of  Troops,  (See  New  OrUanM,^ 

Moseley,  Mr.,  remarks^  of,  introductory  of  a  rea- 

olution  tp  call  for  papers  ...  1331 

speech  of,  on  the  bill  authorizing  a  detach- 
ment, dec*      -        -        -     .   -         -        -  1577 

Mullowney,  John,  an  adverse  report  on  the  pe- 
tition of,  concurred  in    -        -        -        -  14S1 

Mumfbrd,  Gordon  S.,  of  New  York,  waa  qtiafi- 

fied  and  took  his  seat  .  .  .  .  fiO 
attendance  of  at  aecond  seekton  -        -  ISOI 

speech  of,  on  the  bill  coaoeming  ooninMr- 

cial  intercourse  -  -  .  1248, 1S§9, 13IS 
remarks  of,  on  the  hill  coBocming  ae»4eW 

ters        -        -        -        -        -        -        -  1379 

on  die  8«nate^s  amendmente  to  inteieonrse 

bttl 1489, 1446, 14M 

on  the  bill  relating  to  convoy  ...  1489 
on  a  reeolntion  to  caiLibr  papen  -  .  1611 
on  the  hiin.  No.  2,  oonceming  commercial 

intsroourse    ......  1915 

on  the  bill  to  reduce  die  Naval  Eetahlkh- 

ment     •        •'      -       -        -        -       -  1957 

Murray,  John,  an  adverse  report  from  the  Com- 
mittee of  Claims  on  the  petition  of         .323 

Musketo,  on  motion  of  Mr.  McBlim  the  Secreta- 
ry of  War  was  directed  to  report,  on  the 
sufficiency  of  the  Springfield  ...  13S5 
a  report  from  that  officer,  in  obedience  1464 

McFarlane,  Henley,  a  report  from  the  Secretary 

of  War,  on  the  petition  of      •        -        -  1330 

MeKee,  Mr.,  speech  of^  on  the  approbatory  reso- 
lution     197 

on  the  joint  resolution  from  the  Senate  re- 
lating to  the  British  Minister  -        -        *    7M 

remarks  of,  on  his  resolution  fixing  a  day  of 
adjournment ......  1534 

speech  of,  on  adhering  to' the  disagreement 
with  the  Senate  on  the  intercourse  bill    .1644 

remarks  of,  on  the  resolution  to  repeal  the 
non-intercourse  act        -        -        -  1714,1753 

speech  of,  on  the  reduction  of  the  Army    -  1874 

remarks  of,  on  the  bill  from  the  Senate  to 
extend  the  time  of  payment  for  pubfic 
land 20M 
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McKinit  Mr^  TemarkB  of,  on  the  reBolation  con- . 

cerning  the  Carthagtoa  prisoners  269, 281,313 
attendance  of,  at  the  second  session   -        -    689 
remarks  of,  on  the  bill  to  prohibit  foreign 
licenses         -        -        -        -        -  1203, 1306 

on  the  resolation  to  inquire  into  the  official 

conduct  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  1417 
on  the  rssolution  to  impose  additional  duties  1470 
on  the  bill  concerning  commercial  inter-  v 

course   --.-.--  1494 
on  the  resolution  to  call  for  papers      -        •  1628 
on  the  bill  to  experiment  if  ith  the  torpedo  -^  1628 
on  adhering  to  the  disagreement  on  the  in- 
tercourse bill  .....  1059 

on  the  resolution  to  rq>eal  the  non^inter- 
course  act      -        -        -        -        -        -  1728 

on  the  resolution  to  inquire  into  the  conduct 
of  General  Wilkinson    ....  1732 

on  the  reduction  of  the  Army    -        .     '  -  1876 
on  the  motion  to  disband  the  Masters  Com- 
mandants     ....        -1982,2014 

on  Mr.  Pitkin^s  resolution  respecting  for- 
eign relations        -        -        -        -        -  2020 

on  considering  the  report  in  the  case  of  Gen- 
eral Wilkinson 2032 

N. 

Nfttioiial  Bank,  so  much  of  the  report  of  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Tneasury  on  pahUe  eredit,  as 
treats  of  a,  was  ordered  to  be  printed  for 
the  use  of  the  House     ....  1382 

Mr.  Lots  submitted  a  resolution  that  it  is 
expedient  to  establisli  a,  which  was  refer* 
red  to  the  committee  on  the  memorial  of 
the  Bank  of  the  United  Stales        -        -  1438 

said  committee  discharged,  and  the  sul^ect 
referred  to  a  select  committee  -        >  1609 

bill  to  establish  a,  read  twice,  and  committed  1704 
Naval  Armament,  so  much  of  the  President's 
Message  as  relates' to  the,  was  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Naval  Establishment  -  1090 
Naval  Establishment,  a  bill  to  reduce  the,  under 
certain  contingencies,  read  twice,  and 
committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole    264 

reported  without  amendment,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed    -        -        •        - '      -    394 

so  much  of  the  President's  Message  as  re- 
lates to,  referred  to  a  select  committee     -    688 

the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  were 

'  discharged  from  the  consideration  of  cer- 
tain documents  accompanying  the  Mes- 
sage, and  they  were  referred  to  the  com- 
mittee just  appointed     ....    696 

said  committee  made  a  report,  in  part,  which 
was  read        .        .        .        .        w        .  1157 

a  Airther  report,  in  part,  read,  and  commit- 
ted to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  -        -  1430 

another  report,  in  part,  referred  as  before     -  1446 

Mr.  Randolph  submitted  a  resolution  to  re- 
duce the 1613 

referred  to  the  committee  on  the  bill  to  lay 
additional  duties    •        -        -        -        -  16} 6 

reported  amended,  and  carried  -        -        -  1879 

a  bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in,  m  pursuance 
of  said  resolution  -        -        -        -        -  1886 

Mr.  R.,  from  the  committee  appointed,  pre- 
sented a  bill  to  reduce  the,  which  was 
read  twice,  and  referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole 1983 


Naval  Establishment-— continued.  Page*, 

considered  in  Committee  of  the  Whole     -  1901 

1957,  1989, 2007 

Navigation  Laws,  Mr.  Macon  submitted  two  ree- 

olations  relating  to  the    -        •        -        -    868 

referred  to  the  Committee  of  Commerce  and 
Maonfkctures 687 

Mr.  Van  Horn  submitted  sundry  resolutions 
instracting  said  committee  on  the  sabjeet 
ofthe 704 

three  of  said  resolutions  were  referred  and 
two  rejected  ......    728 

(See  Commercial  Iniercoisree^  btU  No.  2.) 

Navy,  a  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the,  with  a 
report  of  the  state  of  the  vessels  and  gun- 

boets 73 

the  report  reftrred  to  the  Committee  on 
modifications  of  the  Military  and  Naval 
Establishments      -        -        -        -        -91 
the  President  transmitted  the  report  of  the, 
referred  to  in  his  Message;  referred  to  the 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Means     -        -    694 
a  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the,  with  a 
•    statement  showing  the  expenditure  and 
application  of  moneys  appropriated  for  the 
service  of  the         -        -        -        -        -  1162 
a  bill  for  support  of  the,  for  the  year  1810, 

read  twice,  and  committed      -   .     -        -  1247 
reported  with  amendments^  and  ordered  to  a 

third  reading 1427 

read  a  third  time,  and  passed  as  amended  -  1428 
returned  from  the  Senate  with  amendments  1466 
which  were  concurred  in   •        -        -        -  1465 

Navy  Hospitals,  a  report  from  the  Naval  Com- 
mittee on  the  subject  of         -        -        -  2398 
letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  NaVy  on    -  2399 

N*vy  Pension  Fund,  a  report  from  the  Secretary 

.   on  the  subject  of  the      •        -        -        •  118T 

Nelson,  Mr.,  remarks  of,  on  the  resolution  to 

limit  the^  Brigadier  Generals' pay    -        •    354 

on  the  bill  authorizing  a  detachment  from 
the  militia 1474 

speech  of,  on  the  reduction  of  the  Army     -  1868 

remarks  of,  on  ihe  motion  to  reecind  the 
resolution  for  adjournment     .        >        -  1880 

speech  of,  on  the  motion  to  consider  the  re- 
port in  the  case  of  Gen.  Wilkinson  -        -  2032 

Neutrality,  the  proclamation  of,  issued  by  Gen- 
eral Washington  in  1793        -        -        -  2145 

Neutral  Rights,  Mr.  Troup  submitted  sundry 

resolutions  respecting  the  violation  of     -    698 

Newburyport,  Mr.  Livermore  submitted  a  resolu- 
tion relating  to  making  the,  turnpike  a 

mail  route 1665 

the  resolution  agreed  to      -        -        -        -  1566 

New  England  Land  Company,  Mr.  Bacon  pre- 
sented the  memorial  of  the    -        -        -    729 
a  motion    to  refer  to  the  Committee   of 
Claims,  carried      -        -        .    >    -        -    737 

New  Jersey,  on  motion  of  Mr.  Huffy,  a  commit- 
tee was  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  ex- 
pediency of  altering  the  time  for  holding 
the  district  court  in        •        -        -        -  1496 

a  bill  to  that  effect,  read  twice,  and  com- 
mitted .......  1650 

a  bill  to  annex  a  part  of  the  State  of,  to  the 
collec  tion  district  of  New  York       -        -176 
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New  Orleatii,  on  motion  of  Mr.  Alston,  the  com- 
mittee on  Public  Lands  were  instructed 
to  inquire  into  the  propriety  of  confirming 
the  right  of  the  city  of,  to  the  com- 
mon^  dec*       •««...    685 

«  report  from  said  committee  agreed  to,  and 
they  were  ordered  to  bring  in  a  bill         -  1376 

on  motion  of  Mr.  Newton,  the  committee, on 
a  report  of  the  Secretary,  were  instructed 
to  inquire  into  the  causes  of  the  mortality 
of  the  troops  at      .        ^        .        .        .  1533 
'  a  report  from  said  committee,  ordered  to  be  . 
printed  -        -        -  .  -  -        -        -        -  1997 

sundry  letters  and  documents  accompany- 
ing said  report       .....  2425 
Newspapers,  the  usual  resolution  for  the  supply 

of,  to  the  members  •        -        -  8, 682 

Newton,  Mr.,  remarks  oC  on  the  Senate  bill  to 

complete  the  fortifications       ...    24t 

remarks  of,  on  the  bill  to  remit  certain 
penalties        .....    463,  465 

on  a  motion  to  refer  a  petition   ...    698 

on  Mr.  Whitman's  resolution  concerning 
Banish  spoliations  ....    700 

on  referring  Mr.  Van  Horn's  resoIutioA  re- 
lating to  drawback         ....    704 

on  a  resolution  calling  for  certain  papers    -     714 

on  the  joint  resolution  from  the  Senate  re- 
specting the  British  Minister  ...     753 

speech  of,  on  the  same       ....  t091 

remarks  of,  on  the  bill  to  prohibit  foreign 
licenses  ....  1204,1205,1206 

introductory  of  a  resolution  to  call  for  a  state 

of  the  regular  army 1266 

Niagara,  a  bill  to  remove  the  office  of  collector 
from,  to  Lewtstown,  read  twice  and  com- 
mitted          .  1768 

Nicholas,  Wilson  C.,  of  Virginia,  was  qualified 

and  took  his  seat  .....    229 

the  Speaker  laid  before  the  House  a  letter 
from,  resigning  his  seat  ...    705 

Nicholson,  John,  of  New  York,  appeared  and 

took  his  seat  .....    684 

remarks  of,  on  his  resolution  for  a  general 
national  establishment  of  banks      •        .  1378 
Non-Intercourse,  Mr.  Livermoie  offered  a  resolu- 
tion on  the  subject  of    -        -       .        -      74 

read  and  referred  to  the  Committee  of  Com- 
merce and  Manu&ctures        ...      75 

Mr.  Randolph  submitted  a  resolution  for  the 
immediate  repeal  of  the  act    .        -        .  1703 

Mr.  Montgomery  moved  an  amendment     -  1704 

debate  on  the  subject         ....  1705 
North  Carolina,  on  motion  of  Mr.  Sawyer,  a 
committee  was  appointed  to  inquire  into 
the  expediency  of  altering  the  times  for 
holding  the  district  court  of    •        •        •  1568 

a  bill  to  that  efifect,  read  twice,  and  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  table  ..      -        •        -        .  1566 

O. 

Officers  of  the  Navy,  on  motion  of  Mr.  Ander- 
son, the  petitions  of  the,  presented  in  1808, 
were  referred  to  the  committee  on  the 
Naval  Establishment      ....  1208 

Ohio,  Mr.  Morrow  presented  the  petition  of  sun- 
dry pqrdiasers  of  land  in,  praying  a  revis- 
ion of  the  land  laws,  dtc,  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Public  Lands  ...    686 


Ohio— continued* 

Mr.  Morrow  presented  also  a  petitiMi  pray- 
ing that  the  provisions  of  the  act  extend- 
ing the  time  of  payment,  and  certain  pre- 
emption  rights,  may  be  extended  to  them    8M 

a  bill  from  the  Senate  to  anthorixe  the  sar- 
veying  and  making  of  certain  roads  in 
the  State  of,  as  contemplated  by  the 
Treaty  of  Brownsville,  read  twice  and 
committed     ......     935 

the  Speaker  laid  before  the  House  a  letter 
from  the  Governor  of.  enclosing  a  rceolQ- 
lution  of  the  General  AsMmbly,  appror- 
ing  the  conduct  of  the  Government  in  its 
negotiations  with  foreign  Powers    -        .  I48f 

a  bill  from  the  Senate  to  alter  the  time  for 
holding  the  district  court  in    -        -        -  1560 

read  twice,  and  ordered  to  a  third  rea^ng  1663 

read  the  third  time,  and  passed  ...  1566 

Ohio  Canal  Conqpany,  a  bill  from  the  Senate 
authorixing  a  subscription  to  the  stock  of 
the 167t 

read  twice  and  committed  ...  1699 

Olmstead's  Case,  the  President  transmitted  a  de. 
tailed  report  of  the  Legislative  proceed- 
ings of  Pennsylvania,  communicated  by 
the  Governor  of  that  State,  Ac,  nnd  a 
motion  was  made  to  >  print  the  same 

which  motion  was  negatived 

copies  of  the  paper  transmitted  in  the  oaae  S253 

Olsen,  Blicher,  letters  from,  to  the  Secretary  of 

State  -        -        -        -  •      -         -  2163,  2I6» 
from  the  Secretary  of  State  to  -         -  3164,  21S5 

Order  in  Council,  of  the  24th  May,  commnnica- 
ted  by  Mr.  Erskine  to  the  Secretary  of 
State 2076 

Orleans  Territorr,  Mr.  Rhea  submitted  a  reec^> 

tion  relative  to  public  lands  in         -        -     18S 

Mr.  Morrow  presented  a  letter  from  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Treasury,  enclosing  one 
from  the  Kegister  of  the  Land  Office  in 
the  Eastern  district  of    -        -         .        -    459 

on  motion  of  Mr.  Morris,  the  Committee  on 
Public  Lands  were  instructed  to  inquire 
whether  any  and  what  provision  was  ne- 
cessary to  be  made  for  selling  the  claims 
to  land  hi  Louisiana,  and       -         -        -  1377 

a  bill  in  pursuance  of  aaid  instruction,  read 
twice  and  committed      ....  1633 

a  bin  from  the  Senate,  respecting  the  dis- 
trict court  in  -        -        •        -        -  1 531 

read  twice,  and  committed  -        .        .        .  1569 

a  bill  from  the  Senate,  to  enable  the  people 
of,  to  form  a  constitution,  dec.         .        -1997 

read  twice,  and  committed         ...  2007 

a  bin  from  the  Senate,  providing  for  the 
final  adjustment  of  claims  to  land  in,  and 
Louisisna      -        .        .        .        .        .  2019 

the  memorial  of  the  Inhabitanta  of,  praying 
admission  into  the  Union       ... 

sundry  document*  relstive  to  the  mortality 
of  the  army  stationed  at  ...  2425 

P. 

Paper,  Mr.  Qutncy  presented  the  petition  of  the 
manufacturers  of,  in  Massachuaetts,  pray- 
ing protecting  duties,  ^bc,  referred  to 
the  Committee  of  Commerce  and  Maan- 
faeturet 1069 
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Paper  «im1  Printtng,  report  efthe  SecreUtyof 

the  Treasory  on  Americen     - 
Patent  Rights,  m  Mil  to  extend  the  privilege  Of, 
to  any  penon  residing  within  the  United 
States,  whether  citiien  or  not,  read  twice 
and  referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  ...--. 

Pearl  River,  Mr.  Poindexter  presented  the  report 
of  the  Jand  commissioners  west  of,  which 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Pablic 
Lands  ------ 

the  report  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  - 
a  memorial  from  the  convention  of  the  peo- 
-  pie  east  of,  praying  a  division  of  the  Mis- 
sissippi Territory,  dbc,  referred  to  a  com- 
mittee •        --.-- 
Mr.  Barwell  presented  similar  petitions,  re- 
ferred to  the  same  -        -  •      . 
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1318 


118 
886 


868 


-     893 


67 


1639 
1680 


1606 
1748 


-  3Q35 


380 

465 


688 


Pearson,  Joseph,  of  North  Carolina,  was  quali- 
fied and  took  his  seat     -        -        -        - 

speech  of#  on  the  resolation  respecting  the 
C*arthagena  prisoners     ....    376 

remarks  of,  in  reply  to  Mr.  Smilie      -    379,  304 

remarks  o(  on  the  hill  authorizing  a  detach- 
ment from  the  militia     .... 

speech  oi(  on  Ihe  same       .... 

remarks  of,  introdnring  a  resolution  of  in- 
quiry into  the  condact  of  General  Wil- 
kinson ...... 

speech  of,  in  snppert  of  the  resolution 

speech  of,  on  considering  the  report  of  the 
committee  on  the  same  ... 
Pedersen,  Peter,  letter  from,  to  the  Secretary  of 

State     - .  3166 

Penalties  and  Forfeitures,  a  bill  from  the  Senate 
for  the  remission  of  certain     ... 

read  twice,  discussed,  read  a  third  time,  and 
paued   ....... 

so  much  of  the  Message  as  relates  to,  invol- 
untarily incurred  by  infractions  of  the  non- 
intercourse  act,  referred  to  the  Committee 
of  Commerce  and  Manufactures 

on  motion  ef  Mr.  Montgomery,  the  aaid  com- 
mittee were  instructed  to  inquire  into  the 
expediency  of  extending  the  benefits  of 
the  act  for  the  remiNion  of,  to  cases  of 
expulsion  from  the  Island  of  Cuba  - 

a  report  from*  said  committee  on  several  in- 
dividual caies,  by  name  ... 

Pennsylvailia,  on  motion  of  Mr.  Johnson,  the 
Committee  of  Claims  were    discharged 
from  consideration  of  the  petition  of  sun- 
dry inhabitants  of  the  four  western  coun- 
ties of    ....... 

Mr.  Smilie  presented  certain  proceedings  of 
the  Legislature  of,  in  disapprobation  of 
the  amendment  proposed  to  the  Constitu- 
tion by  Massachnietts     ... 

Pensions  and  Rations,  a  bill  in  relation  to  the,  of 
officers  of  the  Navy,  read  twice,  and  com- 
mitted   - 

Persons  imprisoned  for  Debt,  a  bill  from   the 

Senate  for  relief  of  .... 

read  twice,  and  committed  -        -   *     - 

Petitions,  Mr.  Livcrmore  submitted  a  resolution 

that  no  private,  should  be  received  after  a 

certain  day,  during  the  prssent  session    • 

the  resolution  negatived     .... 


706 
3309 


1406 


-  1944 


1379 

1938 
1936 


334 


Pege. 
Pickman,  Mr.,  remarks  of,  on  the  resolntioti  re* 

latiog  to  domestic  manufitctures      -        -     186 

speech  of,  on  the  third  reading  of  the  bill  to 
revive  and  amend  the  non-intercourse  act    446, 

543,1168,1171,1384 

appeared,  and  took  his  seat;  at  second  session    868 

remarkrof,  on  the  bill  to  prohibit  foreign 
licenses 1301,  1306 

on  the  bill  concerning  commercial  inter- 
course  - •  1494 

on  his  amendment  to  the  bill  for  a  detach- 
ment of  militia       .....  1573 

on -the  resolution  for  the  sale  of  the  gunboats  1664 

on  the  resolution  for  apportionment  of  rep- 
resentation    -        •        -        -        .        .  1766 

on  amending  the  bill.  No.  3,  concerning 
commercial  intercourse  .  •  .  .  1916 
Pike,  Major  Z.  M.,  a  committee  sppointed  to  in- 
qniie  what  compensation  ought  to  be  paid 
to,  and  his  companions,  for  their  explore 
tions,  dee. 318 

a  detailed  report  thereon,  read,  and  ordered 

to  lie  on  the  table 363 

Pinkncy,  Mr.,  Mr.  Livermore  submitted  a  reso- 
lation calling  for  a  copy  of  any  despatches 
that  may  have  been  received  from,  since 
November  last        •        •        -        -        -1683 

agreed  to,  and  a  committee  appointed  to 
present  the  resolution  to  the  President    •  1634 

a  Message  from  the  President,  that  no  o6S- 
cial  despatches  had  been  received  from, 
sinee  the  date  mentioned        ...  |669 

correspondence  of,  with  the  Secretary  of 
State        -  3030,  3031,  ^68,  3073.  3073,  3134 

letter  fh>m  General  Armstrong  to       -        -  3031 

correspondence  of/ with  Mr.  Canning,  3068,  3071, 

3103 
Pitkin,  Mr.,  remarks  of,  on  Mr.  Randolph's  reso- 
lution, relating  to  libel    ....      88 

remarks  of,  on  the  bill  to  reduce  the  Naval 
Establishment 383 

speech  of,  on  the  same       ....    389 

remarks  of,  on  a  motion  to  refer  the  petition 
for  an  uniform  system  of  bankruptcy       •    698 

on  Mr.  Whitman's  resolution,  respecting 
Danish  spoliations         .        .        .        .    700 

on  the  motion  to  refer  the  memorial  of  the  - 
New.  England  Land  Company        •     733,  736 

speech  of,  on  the  joint  resolution  from  the 
Senate,  respecting  the  British  Minister    -    964 

on  the  bill  aulhorixing  a  detachment  from 
the  militia 1566 

remarks  of,  on  referring  the  subject  of  the 
Bank  of  the  United  States  to  a  select 
committee 1683 

speech  of,  on  the  inquiry  into  the  conduct  of 
General  Wilkinson         ....  1738 

remarks  of^  on  the  lull  to  impose  additional 
duUes 1834,  1836 

on  the  motion  to  rescind  the  resolution  for 
adjournment  .....  1880 

speech  of,  on  bill  No.  2,  concerning  com- 
mercial intercourse         ....  1888 

remarks  of,  on  Mr.  Upham's  resolution,  re- 
lating to  expense  of  foreign  intercourse   •  1946 
on  Mr.  l/pham*a  resolution,  relating  to  Con- 
sob       1946 

on  his  resolation  respecting  our  foreign  rela* 
tions 3018 
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Plamb  Xslftiidt  MaMaehuMtU,  %  lull  making  ap- 
propriation to  rebuild  two  light«bouiM  en, 
read  twice,  and  ooottmitted      -        .  '     •    264 

Plymouth,  MaMachnwtta,  the  petition  of  randiy 
inhabitants  of,  praying  that  Charles  Tur- 
ner, jr.,  may  be  admitted  to  a  seat  in  the 
House  in  place  of  William  Bayliea;  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  of  Elections.  •  61 
(See  Turnery  Charle§,) 

Poindextey,  George,  produced  his  credentials, 

and  was  qualified  as  a  Delegate  from  Mi^ 

sissippi  Territory    .        -        «        *        .      56 

remarks  of,  in  explanation  of  his  resolution 

to  deprive  Governors  of  Territories  of  the 

G)wer  to  prorogue  the  General  A>sem« 
y,  Ac.         -        -        -        .        -^    1tL6»  219 
on  his  motion  to  lay  on  the  table  a  petition 

to  divide  Mississippi  Territory         -        -    266 
in  vindication  of  the  settlers  in  Madison 

county,  in  said  Territory         ...    689^ 
on  the  petition  of  the  inhabitants  east  of 

Pearl  jbrett  Slc,      -        -        -        -    690«  697 
on  the  motion  to  refer  the  petition  of  the 

New  England  J^and  Com|^ny        -        •    731 
on  his  resolution  relating  to  public  lands 

south  of  Tennessee         ....    746 
speech  of,  on  the  joint  resolution  of  the 

Senate*  respecting  the  British  Minister   •    988 
remarka  of,  on  the  UU  for  a  doCaohment  from 

the  militia      -        -        -        •        •        -  1477 
speech  of,  on  the  same       -        -         1622,  1597 

Point  Coupee,  Mr.  Poydras  presented  the  memo- 
rial of  sundry  inhabitants  of,  praying  to  be 
confirmed  in  their  title  to  a  certain  piece 
of  land;  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Public  Lands 844 

Pomeroy,  Grove,  a  bill  for  relief  of,  read  t^ice, 

and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table         -        •  1699 
committed  to  the  committee  on  the  petition 

of  Margaret  Lapsley       -        -        -        -  1704 
(See  Lapaleyt  Margaret.) 

Porter,  Peter  d.,  speech  of,  on  the  Standing  Rules 

aQd  Orders 1209 

speech  of,  on  improvement  of  the  United 
Stsftes  by  roids  and  canals      -        -      .'  1385 

Ports  and  Harbors,  Mr.  Rhea  submitted  a  reso- 
lution in  relation  to        -        -        -        •  1405 
which  was  disagreed  to      *        -        -        -  1406 

Portugal  and  its  Dominions,  Consuls  and  com- 
mercial agentftof  the  United  States  in    -  1998 

Post  Office  Department,  the  Postmaster  General 
was  directed  to  report,  at  the  next  session, 
on  the  laws  relating  to  the      •        -        -    461 

Post  OfiSce  Establishment,  a  bill  regulating  the, 

read  twice,  and  committed      -        -        -  14fi4 

reported  with  amendments,  which  were  con- 
curred in        -        -        -   ,     -.        -        -  1533 

further  amended,  and  ordered  to  a  third 
reading -  1686 

read  the  third  time,  and  passed  -        .        -  1560 

returned  from  the  Senate  with  amendments, 
subsequently  called  for  by  that  body,  to 
correct  errors  of  engrossment  •        •        -  1769 

returned  with  the  errors  corrected,  and  the 
House  disagree  to  the  amendments         -  1770 

the  Senate  insist  on  some,  and  recede  fit)m 
others  of  their  amendments    ...  1794 

the  House  insist  and  ask  a  confisrence       -  1819 


PoslOfiioe  Establiahmenfe— continued.  Pige. 

oonference  agreed  lo  by  the  Snate,  sad 
managers  appointed       .        .        •       >  lg56 

managers  report  that  they  oonld  oome  to  m 
agreement,  and  a  motion  to  atUiere  laid 
on  the  teble  -        -        -        -        -       -  19SS 

the  House  receded     -        -        -        -       -  1581 

Mr.  Dana  submitted  a  resolotion  requiriag 
the  Postmaster  General  to  r^iort  the  re- 
ceipts and  expenditures  of  the,  from  its 
establishment  to  the  end  of  the  jmt  1809, 
ready  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table       -  19K 

Mr.  D.  submitted  another  resolution  some- 
what varied  •        -        -        -        -       •  19S4 

which  was  agreed  to  ....  1955 

a  report  from  this  Postmaster  Genanl  in  obe- 
dience thereto        -----  SOU 

Post  Office  Laws,  a  report  from  the  Postmaster 

Genera],  with  his  report  of  such  a  system 
as  will  eaaUe  the  House  to  oOmprise  into 
one  the  several,  referred  to  the  Commitp 
tee  on  Poet  Offioesand  Poet  Roads  -       •  1419 
Poet  Offices  and  Post  Roads,  appoinfcment  of  the 

standing  committee  on  -        "        -       64, 664 
Post  Roads,  a  bill  to  establish  certain,  read  twice, 

and  committed       -        -        -        -  256,1107 

progreas  reported,  with  leave  to  sit  again  -  17S3 

reported  with  amendments         -        *       •  193S 

amendmenti  concurred  in  -        -       -1944 

Potomac  Company,  the  petition  of  the  President 
and  Directors  of  the,  praying  authority  to 
raise  by  lotteiy  a  sum  to  be  applied  to  the 
improvement  of  navigation,  dtc.>  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Diatiiot  of  Columbia  317 

a  bill  granting  the  prayer,  read  twice,  snd 
ordered  to  a  third  reading       -        -       •   S6S 

a  similar  petition  of  the,  presented  by  Mr. 
Love,  second  session,  referred  as  before  •  695 
Potomac,  a  bill  for  the  improvement  of  the  nsTi- 
gation  of  the,  river,  read  twice,  and  com- 
mitted -  -  -  *  -  -.1038 
Potter,  Mr.,  remarks  o(  on  the  resolution  con- 
cerning the  Sedition  law         -        .       •    ISS 

attendance  o(  at  second  seseioa  -       -   693 

remarks  o^.  on  the  resolution  to^  call  for  a 
copy  of  Jackson's  circular       -         -       -   TW 

speech  of,  on  the  joint  resolution  respecting 
tile  British  Minuter        •        •        ^       -   756 

remarks  of,  on  the  bill  Qoncerning  oommer- 
cial  intercourse      ...  1161,  II6S 

speech  of,  on  the  same       -        -        .       .  1341 

remarks  of,  on  the  resolution  relating  to  ad- 
ditional duties        -        •        -  1470,1471 

speech  of,  on  the  bill  fur  a  detachment  from 
the  militia     -.-...  138S 

remarks  o^  on  the  resolution  relating  to  the 
Poet  Office  EsUblishment      -        -       -  1^65 

Poydras,  Julien,  a  delegate  from  Louisiana  Ter- 

ritory,  was  qualified,  and  took  his  aeat    •    161 
remarks  of^  on  the  resolution  oonceming 

thebatture 330,333 

speech  of,  on  the  bill  concerning  the  same    1350 
President,  a  joint  committee  appointed  to  wait 

on  the,  dec 57,68S 

Message  o^  at  the  opening  of  the  session  11, 684 
Printing,  on  motion  of  Mr.  Eppes,  a  committee 
was  appointed  to  inquire  what  regulations 
were  necessary  to  expedite  the,  ordered 
by  the  House  of  Representatives     -        -  11^ 
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P»ge. 
Aftnad YMaels.    (See AmudBfy^thmiU 
men.) 
Privsteeri,  Rnieiaii  regolttkniB  for  veMeli  oom- 

miiaioned  as  .....  si^g 

PiiTiMfes,  A  bill  to  prsTmit  the  abwe  of,  by 

foreign  Ministers   .....     783 
read  twice,  and  eommitted         ...    g44 
Proclamation,  the  President's,  of  the   19th  of 

April,  1809 3060 

the  President's,  of  A  ngost  -        -        'SOTS 

Prussia  and  its  Dominions,  list  of  Consuls  of  the 

United  States  in,  &^.     -        -        •        -  1998 
Public  Arms,  a  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the 

Treasury  with  an  account  of  sales  of      -  1426 
Public  Buildings.    (See  CapiM.) 
Public  Contracts,  a  report  from  the  Secretary' of 
the  Navy,  in  obedience  to  the. act  con- 
cerning ••        -        -    -    *        -        -  1178 
report  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
whh  a  statement  of,  dbc.         ...  1894 
Public  Debt,  Mr.  Eppes  repotted  a  bill  supple- 
mentary to  die  act  making  further  pro- 
vision for  the  redemption  of  the,  ¥fhich 
was  twice  read,  and  committed       -        *    288 
omsidered  in  Committee  of  the  Whole      >-    816 
Mr.  Randolph  submitted  a  resplution  re- 
quiring the  presence  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  during  the  discussion  of 

thisbUI  - 820 

the  resolution  negatiTed    -        -        -        •    821 
the  bill  reported,  and  ordered  to  a  third  read-^ 

ing 322 

read  the  third  time    .....    360 

and  passed 860 

returned  from  the  Senate  with  a  verbal 
amendment,  which  was  concurred  in      -    460 
Public  Lands,  appointment  of  the  standing  con^- 

mitteeon 60,' 664 

a  bill  from  the  Senate  to  extend  the  time  of 

payment  for,  read  twice,  and  committed  -  1699 
reported  without  amendment,  and  again 

committed 1760 

the  Committee  of  the  Whole  discharged     -  1964 

bill  ordered  to  a  third  reading     •        -        •  1999 

read  a  third  time,  and  passed     -.       -        -  2006 

on  motion  of  Mr.  Jennings,  the  Secretaxy  of 

the  Treasury  was  directed  to  lay  before 

the  House  a  statement  of  the  amounts 

due  by  individuals  on  the  purchase  of,  d^  1760 

a  letter  from  that  officer,  with  the  statement 

called  for       -        -        .        ...  1818 

Public  Roads,  a  bill  to  authorize  the  laying  out 

of  certain,  read  twice,  and  committed  -  1569 
Public  Schools,  Mr.  Love  presented  the  petition 
of  the  Board  of  Trustees,  in  the  Oity  of 
Washington,  praying  the  patronage  of 
Congress,  dbc«,  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  the  District  of  Columbia    -        •        -    717 

Quartermaster's  Department,  a  bill  from  the  Sen- 
ate to  establish  a 1868 

read  iwice»  and-eonunitted         ...  1879 
letters  from  the  Secretary  of  War,  and 
others,  on  the  subject  of  a      -        •        -  2403 
Quincy,  Mr.,  remarks  of,  on  the  resolution  con- 
earning  the  Sedition  law        -        -        -     122 
on  the  Sonata  bill  to  complete  the  f(Prtifrca- 
tions 263 


^ ,  Mr.,  remarks  of-— eontiaved,  Pagtf. 

oa  tho  bill  for  redamptloa  of  the  puUie  debt  263 
OB  a  motion  to  refer  a  petition  ...  697 
introductory  of  his  resolution  to  call  for  a 

copy  ofMr.  Jaokson'acironlar  -  -  707 
in  defenea  of  the  same  •  .  *  ,  711 
on  a  similar  resolution  by  Mr.  Gold  •  •  724 
speedh  of,  on  the  joint  resolotiott  respecting 

the  British  Minister 942 

remarka  of,  on  the  biU  ooneeraing  oommer* 

dal  tnteroourse      -        -        •  1170,  1224 

ou  the  restdution  to  inquire  into  the  conduct 

ofthe  Secretary  of  the  Tieasnry  •  -1422 
OB  the  ooBvey  bill  •  •  -  .  .  1498 
OB  tho  torpisdo  bill     -        -        -  1619,1629 

OB  the  amendments  of  tho  SeUate  to  the 

intercourse  bill  -  «  .  .  »  1638 
on  the  inquiry  into  the  oooiduct  of  General 

WilkiBson 1728 

on  Mr.  Love's  resolutions  ia  relation  to  the 

Bank  of  the  United  States  -  -  -1769 
on  the  reaoliition  coneerning  apportionniBftt 

ofr^>reseBt^|tion  -  -  -  •  ^  1766 
OB  the  bill  for  the  better  accommodation  of 

the  Post  Ofike  Department  -  •  1771, 1791 
on  the  bill  to  impose  additional  duties  •  1827 
on  the  motion  to  rescind  the  resolution  to 

adjourn         •        .        •        .        -        •  I88I 
on  the  reduction  of  the  Anny    ...  1883 
on  Mf.TUpham's  resolotiea  relatiag  to  Con- 
suls      -        -  ....  1948 
Quoruni,  interchange  of  messagea  rekting  to  a     67, 

682,  683 
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Raiidolpb,  John,  remarks  o(  on  blank  ballots    - 
speech  of»  introducing  a  resolution  to  reduce 
the  Army,  dLc.        .....       61 

in  reply  to  the  remarks  of  Mr  Eppes  -         64,  65 
in  d<^ence  of  his  resolution        •        •        -      67 
remarks  of,  on  his  motion  to  concur  with  his 

second  resolution  as  modified  .        •      72 

speech  of,  introductory  of  his  resolution  on 

the  doctrine  of  libel       ^        -        -75,  80,  85 
introductory  of  his  approbatory  resolution  •       92 
on  Mr.  J.  G.  Jackson  s  motion  to  postpone 
it  iudefinitely         ....       95,  I4i 

remarks  of,  introductory  of  a  resolution  re- 
lating to  the  third  census        -  '      -        .     153 

relating  to  marshals 163 

speech  of,  on  the  resolution  to  relieve  the 

Carthagena  prisoners      -        •      269,  293, 806 
on  the  resolution  to  refer  the  batture  ques- 
tion to  the  Attorney  General  -        -        .    334 
in  reply  to  Mr.  Gholson,  on  the  same         -    343 
on  the  resolution  to  limit  the  Brigadier  Gen- 

erala'pay  -.•...  361 
on  the  bill  from  the  Senate  to  amend  and 

continue  in  force  the  non-intercourse  act  376 
on  Mr.  Livermore's  amendment  to  the  same  443 
attendance  aS,  at  the  second  session  -  -  1632 
speech  of,  introductory  of  a  resolution  to  re- 
duce the  Army  and  Navy  .  -  .  1609 
in  reply  to  Mr.  Eppes  ....  1614 
remarks  of,  on  fixing  a  day  to  consider  his 

resolution 1693 

introductory  of  a  resolution  to  repeal  the  non- 

intercQurse  act  -  .  -  .  .  1702 
iu  defence  of  said  resolution  1705,  1708,  1714 
speech  of,  on  the  same       ....  1725 
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'Randolph,  John — continned.  Page. 

remarks  of,  on  the  bill  to  irapoae  additional 

duties r  18S4,  182A 

speech  of,  on  the  uma       ...        •  1830 
in  reply  to  Mr.  Eppes        ....  1840 

introductory  of  a  motion  on  the  Yasoo  claims  1881 
on  his  resolntion  to  reduce  the  Army         <•  1883 
>on  the  bill  to  reduce  the  Navy    -        -  1968, 1990 
on  the  reduction  of  the  marine  corps  -        -  1978 
on  his  motion  to  disband  the  masters 'com- 
mandant       ......  1983 

remarks  of,  on  the  bill  to  eztMid  the  time  of 

payments  for  lands,  ice         ...  2000 
on  his  motion  to  reduce  the  marine  corpt^  •  2015 
on  considering  the  report  in  the  case  of 
General  WUkinson        ....  2032 

speech  of,  oi)  said  report    -        •        ...  2087 
on  the  Constttutidnal  powers  of  the  House  2044 
Randolph,  Thomas,   Mr.  Eppes  presented  the 
memorial  oi,  stating  that  Jonathan  Jen* 
nings,  the  sitting  delegate  from  Indiana 
Territory,  was  not  legally  elected,  referred 
to  the  Committee  of  Elections        -        *    696 
a  report  from  said  committee,  confirming 
the  election  of  the  sitting  delegate  -    845 

Rea»  Mr.,  remarks  of,  on  the  resolution  relating 

to  the  Post  Office  Esteblishment      1964,  1955 
Reoeipte,  on  motion  of  Mr.  Randolph  the  Secre- 
tory of  the  Treasury  was  directed  to  lay 
before  the  House  a  statement  of  the  an- 
nual, into  the  Treasury,  from  the  com- 
mencement of  the  Federal  Ctovenunent 
to  the  end  of  the  year  1809,  dec.    -        -.1770 
a  letter  from  .that  officer  in  obedience  -  1879 

ReceipU  and  Expenditures,  on  motion  of  Mr. 
Montgomery  a  resolution  -was  adopted, 
directing  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
to  lay  before  the  House  at  next  session  a 
general  stetement  of  the        -        •        -  2018 
a  report  from  that  officer  in  obedience  to 
the  resolution         .....  2220 

Recruiting  Serrice,  a  bill  from  the  Senate  to  sus- 

peftd  the,  read  twice,  and  referred  -        •    257 
reported  without  amendment,  and  commit- 
ted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  •        -    263 
reported,  amended,  read  a  third  time,  and 

passed 460 

Rector,  William,  and  Elias,  a  bill  for  relief  of, 

read  twice,  and  committed     •        -        - .  728 
reported  with  an  amendment,  agreed  to, 

and  ordered  to  a  third  reading        -        -    754 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed  -        -        .    783 
Refined  Sugar,  report  of  the  Secretory  of  the 

Treasury  on  the  manufacture  of  -  -  2227 
Refugees,  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands  were 
instructed  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  rerive  and 
continue  for  a  limited  time  the  act  for  re- 
lief of  certain  -  -  -  -  -  701 
a  bill  to  that  efi*ect  read  twice,  and  commit- 
ted          -        -706 

reported  amended,  and  ordered  to  a  third 

reading -    729 

read  the  third  time,  and  passed  ...    738 
returned  from  the  Senate  n^ith  amendmiento  1413 
twice  read,  and  concurred  in      -        -        -  1426 
on  motion  of  Mr.  Montgomery  the  letter 
and  report  of  the  committee  were  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands        -    738 
the  same  motion,  with  the  same  reference, 
at  the  iaatance  of  Mr.  Haven-        -        •    744 


Refbgeea— continued.  Page. 

Mr.  Morrow  presented  a  bill  aappfementii 
to  the  act  regulating  gran  to  of  land  to, 
which  was  read  twice,  and  committed  -  1(M 
Repairs  of  Frigates,  a  letter  from  the  Secietaiy 
of  the  .Navy  to  the  Chairman  of  the 
Naval  Commrttoe,  on  the  subject  of  •  2391 
Representotion,  Mr.  Fisk  submitted  a  resolution 

relative  to  the  apportionment  of      -       •  17tt 

ordered  to  lie  en  the  toble  ....  1766 
Representotive  .Chamber,  Mr.  Johnson  submit- 
ted  a  resolution  granting  the  ase  of  the, 
to  the  citizens  of  Washington  for  their 
celebration  of  the  4th  of  July  -       •    411 

withdrawn  by  Mr.  J.,  and  renewed  by  Mr. 
Cook,  but  the  House  refused  to  consider 
it  -        n        -         -        -         -         -        -    417 

Revenue  and  Expenditures,  m}  much  of  the  Mes- 
sage as  relates  to,  referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee of  Wayn  and  Means         •        .       .     M 
Rarenue  Bonds,  a  stetement  of,  outstanding, fr<Kn 

the  Secretory  of  the  Treasury         •        •  tili 
Revisal  and  Unfinished  Business,  appointment 

of  the  steading  committee  on  .       .     60 

report  from  said  committee,  in  part  161, 694, 7t8 
Revolutionary  Array,  on  motion  of  Mr.  Nelson, 
the  several  memorials  and  petitions  oitht 
officers  of  the,  heretofore  presented,  were 
referred  to  a  select  committee    '      -       •  1S99 

report  thereon  from  said  committee    -       -  13K 
Revolutionary  War,  the  committee  on  the  peti- 
tions of  officers  and  soldiers  of  the,  made 
a  report,  and  were  discharged  from  the 
further  consideration  of  the  subject         -  1633 
Reynolds,  Jeremiah,  report  on  the  petition  ot,  re- 
ferred to  the  committee  having  in  charge 
the  petitions  of  Harry  Caldwell  and  Ama- 
aa  Jackson     --....  1SI6 
Rhea,  Mr.,  remarks  of,  on  the  resolution  concern- 

ing  the  sedition  law        -        -        .       .    ISS 

on  his  resolution  relating  to  lands  in  Louii- 
iana -       .    165 

speech  of,  on  Mr.  Randolph's  approbatory 
reslUution      •-....    187 

on  the  resolution  relating  to  the  Carthageaa 
prisoners        -        -        -         -         .        -903 

on  the  bill  to  amend  and  continue  in  ibroe 
the  non-intercourse  act  -        -        ^       •411 

remarks  of,  on  a  motion  to  refer  a  petition    699 

on  a  resolution  calling  for  certoin  papers  710, 713 

speech  of,  on  Mr.  Gold's  resolution  of  a  sim- 
ilar character  ...        .        .    7S3 

remarks  of,  on  Mr,  Van  Horn's  resolutions 
respecting  the  navigation  laws        -        •    737 

on  the  joint  resolution  respecting  the  Brit- 
ish Minuter   ....       748,753,7^ 

speech  of,  on  the  same       •        -        -        -  1006 

on  the  bill  concerning  commercial  inters 
course  .......  1193 

remarks  of,  on  his  resoluti6n  to  lay  addi- 
tional duties   -        -         -         1333,  1470, 1471 

on  the  resolution  to  repeal  the  non-inter- 
oouiae  act      -----        •  1708 

on  the  inquiry  into  the  conduct  of  Genetal 
Wilkinson     -        -        -        -        -        -  1731 

on  the  apportionment  of  repiesentation      -  17^ 

on  the  bUI  to  impose  additional  duties  -  1698 

on  the  reduction  of  the  Army    -  1866,  1675 

on  Mr.  Upham'a  rcaolution  relating  to  Con- 
aula 1946 
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RheAy  Mr.  ReiQarks  of— ooadniiM].  -    P«g«. 

on  the  motion  to  disband  tho  mailer  com- 

mandantt      ......  1906 

on  the  redaction  of  the  NaTal  Establiah- 

ment -        -  1989 

Roads  and  Canals,  Mr.  Nicholson  submitted  two 

resolations  concerning    -        -        .        -    894 
^Mr.  Porter  likewise  submitted  a  resolution 
concerning,  which  was  k'eferred  to  a  select 
committee  of  twenty      ....  1401 
a  bill  from  said  committee  to  improve  the 
United  States  by,  twice  read,  and  referred  1443 

Bobinson,  Robert,  a  bill  from  the  Senate  for  re- 
lief of 1996 

read  twice,  and  committed  ...  2007 

read  the  third  time,  and  passed  -        -        •  3063 

Romansofi^  Connt,  trmnalattoaof  an  ukaae  issued 

by 3132 

Rooty  Brastus,  of  New  York,  was  qualified,  and 

took  his  seat  -        •        •        -        -    833 

speech  of,  on  the  bill  concerning  commer- 
cial intereoufae      .....  1334 

reoiarfcs  of,  on  his  motion  to  refer  a  peti- 
tioa  to  the  Comimttee  of-  the  Whole       -  1444 

on  amending  the  bill  for  a  detachment  from 
the  miliUa      -       1474, 1475,  1476,  1477,  1497 

on  Mr.  Key's  amendment  to  the  same  1576, 1601 

Rota,  Mr.,  remarks  of,  on  the  resolution  con- 
cerning the  sedition  law  -        -      127,  128 

speech  of,  on  Mr.  Randolph's  approbatory 
resolution      .        .        ^        .        .        .     164 

on  the  bill  from  the  Senate  to  complete  the 
fortifications 341 

OD  the  resolution  for  relief  of  the  Cartha- 
gena  prisoners        .....    386 

remarks  of,  in, explanation  to  Mr.  Macon    -    313 

on  the  resolution  to  refer  the  batture  ques> 
tion  to  the  Attorney  General ...    333 

speech  of,  on  the  bill  to  amend  and  reTive 
the  non-intercourse  act  -        -        -        -    394 

remarks  of,  on  the  bill  to  remit  certain  pen-  ' 
alties,  &c.      -        .        .        -        .    463, 465 

on  Mr.  8hefiey*8  resolutions  relating  to  the 
batture  - 468,  1341 

attendance  of,  at  the  second  session    -        -    706 

remarks  of,  on  the  motion  to  refer  the  memo- 
rial of  the  New  England  Lond  Company    733 

speech  of,  on  the  joint  resolution  respecting 
the  British  Minister         -        -        -   833,1360 

remarks  of,  on  the  bill  concerning  coromer^ 
cial  intercourse      ...        -1181,1460 

speech  of,  on  the  same       ....  1367 

remarks  of,  on  the  proposition  for,  a  genenl 
establishment  of  National  Banks    -        -  1877 

on  the  inquiry  into  the  official  conduct  of 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury        -        -  1431 

on  amending  the  bill  for  a  detachment  from 
the  militia 1474 

speech  of,  on  the  said  hilt  •        -        -  1508, 1638 

Rales  and  Orders,  on  motion  of  Mr.  Holland,  the 

House  agreed  to  adopt  the,  of  last  session      57 

Russia,  Consul  of  the  United  States  in,  with  a 

statement  of  his  compensation        -        -  1999 
letters,  dtc,  in  relation  to  affairs  with         •  3063 

8. 

Sftabye,  Mr.,  extract  of  a  letter  from,  to  the  See- 

letary  of  tftate      -        •  -       -  8148 
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Salem  Meeting-hoase,  Mtesiasippi  Territory,  the 
petition  of  the  Baptist  Church  at,  praying 
the  grant  of  pre-emption  right  to  a  small 
piece  of  land,  dbc.,  referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Public  Lands       •        -        -     .  -    696 
a  report  from  said  committee  thereon  -        -  1660 
the  report  concurred  in,  a  bill  ordered  grant- 
ing the  prayer,  Su:,        ....  1663 
bill  read  twice,  and  committed    ...  1868 
reported  amended,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the 

teble 1886 

Salt,  a  petition  from  sundry  mannfaeturers,  pray- 
ing a  duty  on  the  importation  of  337,  363,  368 
report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Troaanry  on 
American  manufactures  of     -        -        -  8338 

Sammons,  Mr.,  speech  of,  on  the  joint  resohition 
respecting  the  British  Minister 

Sandusky,  a  bill  to 'make,  a  new  collection  dis- 
trict, read  twice,  and  committed 

Sawyer,  Mr.,  remarks  of,  on  his  motion  to  amend 
the  resolution  relating  to  the  sedition  law 

on  his  resolution  for  a  Standing  t^ommittee 
on  Manufactures    .        -        .        .        - 
on  the  bill   concerning  commercial  inter- 
coarse  1160,1166, 

Say,  Benjamin,  of  Pennsylvania,  was  qualified 

and  took  his  seat   .        .        •        -        - 

.  Scituate  Harbor,  a  bill  to  erect  a  light-house  st 

entrance  of,  and  for  other  purposes,  read 

a  bill  from  the  Senate  of  the  same  purport  - 

read  twice  and  committed  .        .        .        - 

reported  with  an  amendment     -        -        - 

concurred  in,  and  bill  ordered  to  a  third 

reading 

read  the  third  time,  and  passed  as  amended 

Sea  Lettera,  Mr.  Macon  submitted  a  resolution 
that  the  Committee  of  Commerce  and 
Manufactures  be  instructed  to  inquire  into 
the  expediency  of  prohibiting,  dec,  read, 
«nd  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table         -        •    349 
the  resolution  agreed  to     -        -        <• 
•the  said  committee  at  the  second  session  re- 
ported a  bill  to  prevent  the  issuing  of,  ex- 
cept to  certain  vessels,  which  was  read, 
and  committed       ..... 
reported  without  amendment     ... 
ordered  to  a  third  reading  .        .        -        • 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed  - 
returned  fiom  the  Senate  with  amendments 
referred  to  the  Committee  of  Commerce  and 
Manufactures         -        .        -        -        - 
an  agreement  with  an  amendment  reported 
in  which  the  House  concurred    .        .        - 
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Seamen,  Mr.  Dana  submitted  a  resolution  for  the 
benefit  of  American 
referred  to  a  select  committee     .        -        - 
a  bill  for  the  benefit  of,  twice  read,  and  com- 
mitted  -.----- 
Mr.  D.  submitted  a  similar  resolution  at  the 
seeond  session,  which  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  of  Commerce  and  Manufao- 
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on  motion  of  Mr.  Mumford,  a  committee 
was  appointed  to  request  of  the  President 
of  the  United  States  such  information  as 
he  may  possess,  touching  the  impress- 
ment of  American         ....  1638 
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a  meimge  enclosing  a  report  of  tlie  Seere- 
tary  of  8Ute  in  reply      ,        -        -        -  1769 

the  repott  at  large,  wilb  an  abatraet  of  re- 
turn! of         -.-.--  5166 

report  from  the  Secretary  of  State  of  the 
number  of  natnraKxed    .        .        -        •  !S896 
Sealer,  Ebenezer,  of  MaaMchiiaetta,  appeared 

and  took  hia  seat    .        .        •        -        .    716 
Sedition  Law,  Mr.  Stanford  submitted  a  raaola- 

tion  concerning  prosecutions  under  the  •    ISO 

Mr.  Sawyer  proposed  an  amendment  going 
to  inquire  what  <*  private  compensation" 
had  been  made  to  tiiose  prosecuted,  which 
was  negatived        .        .        .        •        •     186 

the  resolution  indefinitely  pestpoMid  •        -     184 
Senate  Chamber,  a  bill  from  the  Senate  to  finish 

and  farnii^  the  new       *        *,       *        *    ^^ 

read  twice,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  pf 
the  Whole    •'       -        -        -        -        -    381 

read  the  third  time,  and  passed  -        .        -    467 
Settlements,  Mr.  Miller  submitted  a  resolution 
that  the  act  to  prevent,  on  lands  ceded  to 
the  United  Stotes  ought  to  be  repealed    -    706 

a  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
with  a  report  of,  contrary  to  law,  in  Madi- 
son county,  Mississippi  Territory    -        -    743 

Mr.  Poindexter  submitted  A  resolution  on 
the  subject  of         .....    746 
Seybert,  Adam,  a  new  member  from  Pennsylva* 

nia,  was  qualified  and  took  his  seat         -    C82 

his  certificate  of  election  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  Elections         ....    683 

speech  of,  on  the  bill  concerning  commer- 
cial intercourse      1176 

on  bill  No.  2,  on  the  same  subject        -        -  1891 
Shattuck,  Jared,  a  bill  fi>r  relief  of,  read  twice, 

and  committed 936 

read  a  third  time,  and  passed  ...  1366 
Shawneetown,  Illinois  Territory,  Mr.  Lyon  pre- 
sented the  petition  of  sundry  inhabitants 
of,  praying  that  the  land  on  which  they 
reside  may  be  divided  into  lots,  dtc,  refer- 
red to  the  Committee  on  the  Public 
Lands  -  -  -  -  '  -  -  -  1366 
Shefifey,  Mr.,  speech  of,  on  the  resolution  to  refer 
the  batture  question  to  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral        330 

on  the  bill  to  amend  and  continue  in  force 
the  non-intercourse  act  -        -        -    809,  447 

attendance  of,  at  the  second  session    -        -    704 

remarks  of,  on  the  motion  to  refer  the  me- 
morial of  the  New  England  Land  Com- 
pany       738 

speech  o(  on  the  l>ill  concerning  commercial 
intercourse    -        1166, 1172,  1181, 122J,  1224 

remarks  of,  on  the  foreign  license  bill    1206, 1206 

on  Mr.  Upham's  resolution  relating  to  ex- 
penses of  foreign  intercourse  -        -  1430, 1946 

on  the  bill  respecting  the  batture        -        -  1660 

on  an  amendment  to  the  bill  for  a  detach- 
ment from  the  militia     ....  1672 

on  the  inquiry  into  the  conduct  of  General 
Wilkinson 1742 1 

on  considering  the  report  in  this  case  -  2043 
Short,  William,  a  letter  from  theSecretaiy  of  the 
Treasury  stating  the  sum  received  by, 
from  the  Bankers  of  the  United  States  at 
Amsterdam,  referred  to  the  Committee  of 
Ways  and  Means 1988 
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a  ^VJ^  thereon  from  said  oommittee  -        -  2049 
Skiing  Fund,  a  report  from  the  Commiesioncn 

of  the Itn 

«  letter  from  flie  Secretary  of  the  Treaeuj, 

with  the  proceedings  of  CommJeaianeCT  -  217^ 
the  report  of  the  Commissioners  of  the,  at 

large S196 

Smelt,  Dennis,  of  Georgia,  appeared  and  took 

his  seat         ......     694 

Smilioy  John,  of  Pennsylvania,  was  qualified  nnd 

took  his  seat  ......     134 

remarks  of,  on  the  case  of  the  Cartfiageiia 
prisoners       ......    229 

on  the  non-intereourse  bill         ...    437 

on  Mr.  Livermore's  proposed  amendment  to 
the  same       ......    444 

on  Mr.  Shelley'a  rseolatknie  imlative  to  Urn 
batture-        - 466 

on  a  motion  to  relisr  a  petitiMi    -        •     697, 696 

on  the  reference  of  Mr.  Van  Horn's  vaoliH 
tiona -    704 

on  the  resolution  to  call  for  a  oepy  of  Mr. 
Jackson's  circular  --        •      706,710,711 

speech  o^  on  the  bill  oonoeming  comflaeninl 
interoourse    .....        .  nas 

remarks  of,  on  the  reaolution  to  inquire  into 
the  ofi&cial  cendact  of  Mr.  (Saflatin  •  1419 

on  the  Senate's  amendments  to  the  inter- 
course bill     ....  1438,1444 

on  the  bill  for  a  detachment  form  the  militia  1475 

on  the  conference  asked  by  the  Smiate  on 
the  intercourse  bill         ....  1495 

on  the  resolution  to  reduce  the  ^Jrmj  and 
Navy     - 1615 

on  a  call  for  certain  papers        ...  I6SS 

on  adhering  to  the  disagreement  on  the 
commercial  intercourse  bfll     -         -        -  1643 

on  the  resolution  to  sell  the  gunboats  -  1664 

on  the  resolution  to  repeal  the  non-inter- 
course act     -        -        -        -        .         .  1713 

on  the  inquiry  into  the  conduct  of  General 
Wilkinson 1733 

on  the  apportionment  of  representation      -  1767 

on  Mr.  Randolph's  resolution  of  respect  to 
the  memory  of  Colonel  William  Wash- 
ington   1771 

on  the  bill  for  the  better  accommodatiDn  of 
the  Post  Office,  dec       -        -        ...  1791 

on  the  bill  to  reduce  the  Army  ...  1866 

on  the  motion  to  rescind  the  resolution  to 
adjourn         1        ....        .  1^90 

on  the  bill  to  recharter  the  Bank  of  the  Uni- 
ted Stotes      1939 

on  Mr.  Dana's  resolution  respecting  the 
Post  Office  Estoblishment      -        -        -  1955 

on  the  bill  to  extend  the  time  of  payment 
for  public  lands     ...        .        .        .  9005 

on  considering  the  report  in  the  case  of 
General  Wilkinson        ....  3033 

speech  of,  in  reply  to  Mr.  Randolph  -        -  2041 
Spuith,  Robert,  Secretanr  of  State,  correspond- 
ence of  with  Mr.  Erskine        2058,  20S1I,  2060, 

2061,  2076 

extracts  of  letters  from,  to  Mr.  Pinkney,  9066, 2115 

correspondence  of,  with  Mr.  Jackson,  2066,  2087, 
2093,  2103,  2107,  2106,  2109,  2113 

a  letter  from  Mr.  Oakley,  British  Secxetazy 
of  Legation-        -  •  2113,2114 

a  letter  frorn^  to  General  Amstrong  t        *  2125 
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2161,  2162 
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on  an  amendment  propoeed  to  the  aame    -  1474 
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SooCfa  GaBolina,  the  Committee  of  Commerce  and 
Manufactures  were  inatrueted  to  inqnive 
into  the  expediency  of  continufaig  in 
force  an  act  declaring  the  aaaent  of  Con- 
greaa  to  an  act  of  the  Legialattire  of       -     161 

a  1^1  to  that  ellect  reported,  read  twice,  and 
committed 217 

reported  without  amendment,  and  ordered 
to  a  third  reading  -        -        -        •        -    281 
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House  refused  to  consider       -.        -        -  1468 
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cerning afiairs  with        ....  2168 

Spain  and  its  Dominions,  a  liat  of  Consuls  and 

commercial  agents  of  the  United  States  in  1998 

Speaker,  the  election  of  a        -        -        •        -      54 

Spermaceti  Oil  and  Candles,  report  of  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Treasury  on  the  American 
manufactures  of     -        -        -        -        -  2227 

Spinning  Mills,  dec,  rejport  of  the  same  on       •  2227 
Spirituous  and  Malt  Liquors,  report  of  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Treasury  on      - .       •        -  2232 
Standing  Committees,  a  motion  to  appoint  the, 

made  by  Mr.  Alston  -  -  -  -  58 
carried  without  a  division .  -  *  •  60 
appointment  of  the,  at  the  second  aeaaion  -    688 

Standing  Rules  and  Orders,  a  committee  wta 
appointed  to  prepare  and  report,  ibr  the 
gOTemment  of  the  House      .        «        -    685 

a  report  from  said  committee  read,  and  re- 
fitfred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole    -    758 

the  report  debated  m  committee,  1 153,  1 158, 1207, 

1209 

Mr.  Johnson  moved  the  addition  ci  a  new 
rule  to  the 1247 

which  was  agreed  to  •        -        -        •  1268 

Stanford,  Mr.,  remarks  of,  on  the  election  of  the 

Speaker 55 

speech  of,  introducing  a  resolution  concern- 
ing the  Sedition  law      -        •        -        -     1 19 

in  reply  to  Mi.  Dana         ....     121 

remarks  of,  introductory  of  a  resolutiofi  re- 
lating to  the  Post  Office  Department      *    460 

on  the  motion  to  refer  the  memorial  of  the 
New  England  Land  Company        -     731,  737 

speech  of,  on  the  joint  resolution  concern- 
ing the  British  Minister  ...    935 

remarks  of,  on  the  resolution  concerning  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury      ...  1422 

on  considering  the  report  in  the  case  of  Gen. 
WUkinson     - 2042 

Stanley,  John,  of  North  Carolina,  appeared  and 
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speech  of,  on  the  joint  resolution  respecting 
the  British  Minister       -        -        -        -1125 
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Stationery,  Printing,  dec.,  a  bill  making  appro- 
priations to  defray  the  expense  of,  read 
twice,  and  committed     -        -  .     •        •    234 
a  bill  from  the  Senate  of  the  aame  tenor    -    416 
on  motion  of  Mr*  Bnrwell,  the  Committee 
of  Accounts  were  instructed  to  inquire 
into  the  manner  in  which  the  contract 
with  the  Clerk  for  supplying,  has  bean 
executed       ......  1216 

said  committee  reported  that  it  is  nnneces" 
aar^  to  take  any  further  steps  therein, 
which  report  was  concurred  in       •        -  1368 

Stedman,  William,  of  Massaehqaetta,  appeariBd 

and  took  hia  aeat 705 

Stont,  John  N.,  a  bill  for  relief  ol^  read  twioe, 

end  committed      .....    8X7 
reported  without  amendmant,  and  ordered 

to  a  third  reading  .        .        •        .        -  1216 
read  the  third  time,  and  paaaed  •        •  1218 

Straw  Bonnets  and  Hats,  report  of  the  Secreta- 
tary  of  .the  Treasury  on  the  American 
manufactures  of    -        -        -        -        •  2236 

Sturges,  Mr.,  speech  of,  on  the  bill  concerning 

commercial  intercourse  ....  1226 

Suffiage,  a  petition  of  sundry  inhabitanta  of  In* 
diana  Territory,  praying  the  extenaimi  of 
the  right  of^  to  every  free  white  male 
thereof  referred     -        •        -        -        -716 

Sugar  Refiners,  petitions  of  the  several,  in  Boa* 
ton.  New  York,  Philadelphia,  Baltimore, 
and  Alexandria,  praying  to  be  allowed 
drawback,  were  respectively  referred  to 
the  Committee  of  Commerce  and  Manu- 
factures -  -  -  118,162,161,217 
a  bill  to  extend  the  right  of^  to  the  people  of 
Madison  county,  read  twice,  and  oeoi- 
mitted 1215 

Superior  Courts  of  Territories,  on  motion  of  Mr. 
Poindexter,  a  committee  was  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  extend- 
ing jurisdiction  to  the,  Where  a  district 
court  has  not  been  established        -        •701 

Sdrveyors  of  the  Public  Buildings,  a  report  fh>m 

the        ^ 828 

referred  to  a  select  committee     ...    844 

Sweden  and  its  Dominions,  Consuls,  dbc.  of  the 

United  States  in 1998 

Swoope,  Jacob,  of  Virginia,  appeared,  and  todc 

his  seat 688 

St.  Clair,  General  Arthur,  a  memorial  of,  pray- 
ing the  reimbursement  of  moneys  ad- 
vanoed  by  him  on  public  account  during 
the  Revolutionary  war,  referred  to  the 
Committee  of  Claims  -  -  •  -  -73 
a  report  from  said  committee,  ordered  to  lie 

on  the  toble 350 

the  said  report  diMgreed  to,  and  the  dis- 
agreement confirmed  by  the  House         -  1761 
a  copy  of  the  report  .....  2887 

St  Lawrence,  a  bill  to  establish  a  new  collec- 
tion district,  to  be  called  the  District  of, 
read  twice,  and  committed     ...  1768 

T- 

Taggarf,  Samuel,  of  Massachusetts,  was  quali- 
fied, and  took  his  seat    -        -        -        -      57 

Tallmadge,  Mr.,  remarks  of,  on  Mr.  Randolph's 

resolution  on  thd  doctrine  ot  libel   -        •      89 
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speech  of,  on  the  bill  from  the  Senate  to 
complete  the  fortifications       ...    253 

remarks  of,  on  the  resolution  to  limit  the 
Brigadiers*  pay      •        -        -        -        -    355 

speech  of,  on  toe  joint  resolution  concerning 
the  British  Minister        ....  1049 

remarks  of,  on  Mr.  Newton's  resolution  to 
ask  for  a  state  of  the  Army    ...  1256 

on  the  bill  for  a  detachment  of  militia         •  1883 

speech  ofr  on  the  torpedo  bill      ...  1630 

remarks  of,  on  the  bill  to  lay  additional 
duties 1829 

on  the  reduction  of  the  Army    ...  1866 

on  the  bill  to  reduce  the  Naval  Establish- 
ment    • 1996 

Tanning,  extract  of  a  letter  from  William  Ed- 
wards, on  the  subject  of         -        -        -  2239 
Tappahannock,  a  bill  to  remove  the  office  of 
Collector  from,  to  Fredericksburg,  read 
twice,  and  committed     ....  1768 
Taylor,  Mr.,  remarks  of,  on  concurring  in  Mr. 

Randolph*s  second  resolution  •        -        -      71 

speech  of,  on  the  resolution  respecting  the 
Carthagena  prisoners     ...     289,  313 

on  ^  the  bill  to  amend,  dec,  the  non-inter- 
course  act 407,  420 

remarks  of,  on  the  third  reading  of  said  bill     451 

on  the  bill  to  remit  certain  penalties  -        -    464 

on  the  batture  resolutions  -        -        -        -    468 

on  the  bill  concerning  commercial  inter- 
course  -        -        -        .  1164,1170,1171 

speech  oi^  on  the  same       ....  1260 

remarks  of,  on  the  inquiry  into  the  official 
conduct  of  Mr.  Gallatin  -        -        -        -  1419 

on  the  Senate's  amendments  to  the  inter- 
course bill     ....  1438,  1639 

on  the  resolution  respecting  the  gunboats  -  1664 
.  introductory  of  a  motion  to  discharge  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  from  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Bank  question,  and  to 
refer  it  to  a  select  committee  -        .        .  1679 

speech  of,  on  the  repeal  of  the  non-inter- 
course act      -----        -  1714 

on  inquiring  into  the  conduct  of  General 
Wilkinson 1734 

remarks  of,  on  the  bill  for  the  better  accom- 
modation of  the  Post  Office  Department  -  1771 

speech  of,  on  bill  ^o.  2,  concerning  commer- 
cial intercourse       .....  1773 

on  the  bill  to  renew  the  charter  of  the  Bank 
of  the  United  States       -        -  1804,  1938 

remarks  of,  on  the  bill  to  impose  additional 
duties 1860 

on  the  reduction  of  the  Army    ...  1866 

on  considering  the  report  in  the  case  of 
General  Wilkinson         ....  2032 
Taylor,  Richard,  a  bill  for  relief  of,  read  twice, 

and  committed 1197 

repoited  without  amendment  ...  1402 
Tennessee,  Mr.  Poindexter  submitted  a  resolu- 
tion requesting  the  Secretary  of  State  to 
lay  before  the  House  an  abstract  of  all 
British  patents,  warrants,  &c,  filed  in  bis 
office,  agreeably  to  the  several  acts  regu- 
lating granta  of  land  south  of  the  State  of    746 

the  resolution  agreed  to     -        -        -        -    747 
Territorial  Courts,  Mr.  P.  reported  a  brll  to  ex- 
tend jurisdiction  in  certain  cases  to,  read 
twice,  and  committed     .        -       ^        •    827 


Territories,  Mr.  P.  submitted  m  reaolation  to  r»> 
peal  so  much  of  the  ordinance  for  tbe 
government  of,  as  empowers  their  Got- 
emors  to  prorogue  and  dissolve  the  L^is- 
latures  of       -        -        -        -        -       -   SIS 

the  resolution  agreed  to,  and  «  committee 
appointed       -        -        -        -        -       -   5M 

Tervin,  Richard,  a  favorable  report  on  the  peti- 
tion of,  was  concurred  in        -        -       -  156 

the  Committee  on  Public  Lands  ordered  to 
prepare  a  bill  in  pursuance     -        -       -  ISM 

a  bill  read  twice,  and  committad         -       -  1658 

reported  amended,  and  ordered  lo  lie  on  the 

table 18» 

Thompson,  John,  an  adverse  report  from  tks 
Committee  of  Claims  on  the  petition  oC 
read,  and  refiprred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole \m 

disagreed  to  by  the  Committee  of  the  Whols, 
and  their  disagreement  being  confiimcd 
by  the  Hous^,  a  bill  was  ordered  for  hit 
relief     -        ,-        -        -        -        -       -  153! 

a  bill  for  relief  of,  read  twice,  and  committed  litf 

reported  without  amendment,  read  a  thiid 
time,  and  passed    -        .        -        .       •  176 
Threadmakers«  Mr.  Mumford  presented  the  peti- 
tion of  the,  of  New  York,  praying  protectirt 
duties,  referred  to  the  Committee  of  Com- 
merce and  Manufactures         -        -       -  380 
Thurber,  Ezra,  a  report  on  the  petition  of,  refer- 
red to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
Tin,  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  on 
American  manufactures  of     •        -       • 
Tobacco  Transaction,  papers  relatinip  to  the,  in 

the  case  of  General  Wilkinson  -  •  83fi) 
Tombigbee,  the  petition  of  sundry  citizens  re- 
siding on  the,  praying  to  be  eecured  in 
the  free  navigation  of  the  Mobile  uidt 
referred  to  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means  -  -  -  •  -  --IB 
Torpedo^,  a  letter  from  Robert  Folton,  with 
piynphleta  accompanying  it,  on  tbe  sob- 
ject  of  his  invention  of,  was  read    -       •  1^ 

on  motion  of  Mr.  Dawson,  tbe  letter,  &Cn 
were  referred  to  a  select  committee        •  1^ 

a  resolution  reported  from  said  committee 
to  allow  the  use  of  the  House  to  Mr.  Foi- 
ton 1«^ 

the  resolution  negatived    -        •        •       •  I4<I9 

a  bill  from  the  Sonata  making  an  apprDpria- 
tion  for  trying  the  practical  use  of  the   -  H^ 

read  twice,  and  committed         -        .       -  1497 

reported  with  amendmenta         -        -       -  1^ 

agreed  to,  and  ordered  to  a  third  reading, 
and  read  a  third  time      -        -        .       -  1631 

and  finally  passed      -        -        -        .       -  1631 
Tracy,  Uri,  of  New  York,  appeared,  and  took  fait 

•eat       -        -        -  .     -        -        .       .   701 
Treasury,  the  annual  report  of  the  Secretary  of 
the,  referred  to  the  Committee  of  Wayf 
and  Means    -        -        -        -        .       -   218 

correspondence  of  the  Secretary  of  the,  with 
tbe  President  of  the  Bank  of  the  United 

States «1^ 

Tripoli,  the  Consul  of  the  United  States  at,  with 

a  statement  of  his  allowances     -        -       -199^ 
Troup,  Mr.,  remarks  of,  on  Mr.  Randolph's  reso- 
lution relating  to  libel    -        -        -       - 

remarks  of,  in  reply  to  Mr.  Randriph  - 
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on  the  reeolation  respecting  the  prorogoing 

power  of  Governors  of  Territories  -  818,  219 
on  a  motion  to  lay  on  the  table  a  petition  to 

divide  Mississippi  Territorj  -  -  •  86& 
on  the  resolution  to  refer  the  batture  ques- 

tion  to  the  Attorney  General  ...  933 
speech  of,  introdnctory  of  sondry  resolutions 

concerning  violations  of. neutral  rights  -  691 
remarks  of,  on  the  resolution  concerning 

Danish  ipoliations  -  .  .  .  •  700 
on  the  resolution  calling  for  certain  papers  -  710 
on  the  motion  to  refer  the  memorid  of  the 

New  England  Land  Company  789,  731,  783 
on  Mr.  Bacon's  motion  to  print  eertain  acts 

and   proceedings  of  the  Legislature  of 

Georgia ^    ^^ 

on  the  bill  for  a  detachment  from  the  militia  1^83 
on  the  convoy  bill  -  -  -  -  -  1490 
on  the  bfll  concerning  commercial  inter- 

oonrse   -        -        -        -        -        -        -  1495 

on  adhering  to  disagreement  in  the  amend- 

ments  of  the  Senate  to  the  same  •  •1641 
on  the  bill  to  impose  additional  duties  •  18691 
on  the  bin  to  renew  the  charter  of  the  Bank 

of  the  United  States        -        -        1988,  1940 
Tunis,  the  Cdnsul  of  the  United  States  in,  with 

a  statement  of  his  aQowances  ...  19991 
Turkey,  Consul  of  the  United  States  in,  with  a 

statementof  his  allowances    ...  1990 

Tamer,  Charles,  jr.,  the  j^tition  of,  contesting 
the  seat  of  Mr.  Baylies,  of  Massachusetts, 
and  praying  to  be  admitted,  referred  to  the 
Committee  of  Elections  -        -  .     -        •      61 

a  report  from  said  committee,  recommend- 
ing a  postponement  of  the  subject  until 
the  next  session  ,  -        -        - '      •        -    338 

the  report  was  considered  .        .        -        •    366 

and  recommitted        .....    368 

a  detailed  veport  from  the  Committee  of  Elec- 
tions      361 

with  a  resolution  declaring  said  Turner  le- 
gally elected  *        -        -        •        •        -863 

on  motion  of  Mr.  Findley,  was  lidmltted  to 
take  part  in  the  ^Rscussion  of  the  report, 
declaring  Mr.  Bkylies  not  legally  elected    417 

being  declared  duly  elected,  was  qualified, 
aiul  took  his  seat    •        •        •        •        •    463 

Turner,  Edward,  an  adverse  report  on  the  pett* 

tioQ  of,  was  concurred  in        -        •        -    783 

Turnpike,  Mr.  Love  presented  the  petition  of 
sundry  inhabitants  of  the  City  of  Wash- 
ington, puling  an  act  of  incorporation  of 
a  company  to  make  a  road  to  meet  the  Bal- 
timore, at  boundary  of  the  District,  refer- 
red to  the  Committee  on  the  District  of  . 
Columbia 90 

Union  Bank  of  Georgetown,  a  report  on  the  pe- 
tition of  the  Directors,  dbc*  of  the  •        -  136^ 
refenred  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whcde         *  1376 

U. 

Unproductive  Post  Routes,  two  annual  lepofts  of 

Mie  Postnaster  General  coneeming         -  1479 

Unsettled  Acoonnts,  on  motion  of  Mr.  Quincy,  the    . 
report  of  the  Comptroller  in  lelataon  to, 
was  referred  to  a  select  eommhtee  •        •  130ft 
Mr.  Quincy,  on  the  part  of  said  committee, 
made  a  report 8301 
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Upham,  Mr.,  remarks  of,  on  a  motion  to  refer  a 

petition  ..*...     698, 699 

remarks  of,  on  a  resolution  calling  for  cer- 
tain papers  . 711,714 

on  the  motion  to  refer  the  memorial  of  Uie 
New  England  Land  Company       -        .    737 

speech  of,  on  the  joint  resolution  respecting 
the  British  Minister        ....  1038 

remarks  of,  introductory  of  a  resolution  call- 
ing for  a  statementof  the  expenses  of  for- 
eign intercourse      .....  1430 

on  his  resolution  calling  for  a  list  of  the  Con- 
suls, Ac,  of  the  United  States  -  •  1946 
Usefril  Arts,  on  motion  of  Mr.  Bacon,  a  commit- 
tee was  appointed  to  inquire  whether  any 
and  what  alterations  are  necessary  in  the 
act  to  promote  the  progress  of        -        -    706 

a  bill  for  the  encouragement  of  learning  and 
promotioii  of  the,  read  twice,  and  com- 
mitted   1318 


Van  I)7ke,  Nicholas,  of  Delaware,  was  qualified, 

and  took  his  seat 356 

attendance  of,  at  the  second  session    -        -1163 
remsrks  of,  introductory  of  a  resolution  on 

the  subject  of  gunboats  ....  1663 
In  support  of  said  resolution       •        •        -1664 
Van  ^om,  Mr.,  remarks  of,  on  Mr.  Bacon's  reso- 

'  lution  reacting  domestic  manulactttres  •    386 
remaiks  of,  introductory  of  sundry  resolu- 

tidiis  on  navigation  laws  ...  703 
m  reply  to  objection  to  his  resolution  •  -  788 
on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  tiie 

eommevdal  interoonise  bill  ...  1139 
on  the  reoolution  to  impose  additional  daties  1470 
on  tUie  MUfinr  a  detachment  from  the  militia  1478 
speech  of,  on  the  same  ...  1499, 1536 
Vamey,  Phineas,  a  bill  to  discharge  from  impris- 
onment, read  twice,  and  eommitted  •  1356 
reported  without  amendment,  and  ordered 

to  a  third  reading  -       •        •       •       •  1617 
read  a  third  time,  and  passed     ...  1618 
Vamum,  Joseph  B.,  election  of;  as  Speaker       -      54 
address  of;  to  the  House    -        -        -        •      56 
remarks  of^  on  Mr.  Gbeifey's  resolution  rela- 
tive to  the  batture 468 

on  amending  the  Delaware  canal  bill  1474, 1476, 

1478 
Tincennes,  a  petition  of  sundry  inhabitants  of 
Indiana  Territory,  praying  an  act  to  au- 
thorize the  Land  Commissioner  finr  the 
disteict  of,  to  decide  on  titles^  dee.,  re- 

fened 936 

Virginia,  the  Speaker  laid  before  the  House  sev- 
eral letters  from  the  Governor,  enclosing 
certificates  of  the  election  of  Repreeent*- 
tives  from  that  State,  lefarred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  Elections  •  -  .  •  58 
Virginia-  Military  Land  Warrants,  on  motion  of 
Mr.  Morrow,  the  Committee  on  Public 
Landa  were  instructed  to  inquire  into  the 
expediency  of  extending  the  time  for  lo- 
cating, dec    - 695 

a  bill  on  the  subject  read  twice,  and  com- 
mitted   868 

reported  with  amendments,  coneuired  in,  and 

ordered  to  a  third  reading  ...  1377 
read  a  third  time,  and  passed  as  amended  -  1379 
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returned  from  th^  Senate  with  amendmento  1487 
which  were  twice  read,  and  concurred  in    -  1494 
Yixf  inia  Officers  of  the  Revolution,  Mr.  Nelson 
presented  the  petition  of  sundry,  praying 
to  be  allowed  half-pay  for  liie,  referred 
to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole      -        •  1M3 
Volunteers,  bo  much  of  the  President's  Message 
as  relates  to,  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Military  and  Naval  Estoblishmenta  1090 
said  committee  reported  a  resolution  to  raise 
and  imbody  a  force  of,  which  was  referred 
to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole     •        •  1169 

W. 

Wade,  Zebulon,  an  adverse  report  on  the  petition 

of^  concurred  in      -        -        •        -        -  1694 

Waslungton,  the  petition  of  sundry  inhabitanto 
of  the  City  of,  presented  in  May  Iast,was» 
on  motion  of  Mr.  Love,  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia  •  706 
Mr.  L.  presented  the  petition  of  the  City 
Coundl  of,  praying  an  extension  of  pow- 
ers         1446 

a  bin  to  amend  the  act  lo  incorporate  the 
City  of,  read  twice,  and  committed  •        •  1761 

Wadiington  College,  a  bill  to  incorporate  the 

Trustoes  of,  read  twice,  and  committed   -    844 

Wellington  Navy-Yard  Mechanical  Society,  a 
bill  to  inoorporato  the,  read  twice,  and  oos^ 
mitted 1445 

Washington,  Colonel  William,  Mr.  Randolph 
submitted  a  resolution  in  honor  of  the 
memory  of  the  lata        •        •   .     -        •  1770 
Ihe  resolution  negatived    -        •        •       -  1771 
Mr.  Taylor  moved  that  the  resolution  and 

$>roceedings  thereon  be  expunged  from  the 
ournal,  which  being  objected  to  by  Mr* 
R.,  fell  to  the  ground      ....  1789 
Mr.  Quincy  submitted  a  resolution  on  the 

subject  of  these  proceedings  ...  1794 
which  was  agreed  to .  .        >        •  1796 

Ways  and  Means,  appointment  of  the  standing 

Committoe  of         ----&,  684 
Weakley,  Robert,  of  Tennessee,  was  qnalifiedt 

and  took  his  seat  -  •  .  .  .89 
Webb,  Josiah  H.,  Mr.  Poindezter  presented  the 
petition  of,  praying  an  annuity  in  conse- 
quence of  a  wound  received  while  em- 
ployed as  a  mail  rider,  referred  to  a  select 
committee  •  •  .  .  \  •  689 
a  biU  for  the  relief  of,  read  twice,  and  com- 
mitted   744 

West  Point,  Mr.  Lewis  submitted  a  resolution  to 
remove  the  corps  of  engineers  from,  to 
Washington,  which  the  House  refused  to 
consider         -        •        .        .        .        .     183 

afterward  considered  and  negatived    -        -    330 

Mr.  Lewis  renewed  his  motion,  and  feiled 
again 234 

a  committee  was  appointed  to  inquire  into 
the  expediency  of  providing  by  law  for 
ascertaining  and  settling  the  boundaiieeof 
the  public  land  at 889 

a  bill  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  War  to 
ascertain  and  settle  the  exterior  line  of  the 
public  land  at,  read  twice,  and  committed    880 

a  similar  at  the  eeeond  eesaion  had  th«  same 
nmali 1488 


West  Point— continued.  Figi. 

on  motion  of  Mr.  Gold,  a  resolution  wm 
adopted  relating  to  the  state  of  the  arsenal  at  1S17 

on  moUon  of  Mr.  Fisk  the  committee  to 
whom  the  above  was  referred,  were  in- 
structed to  inquire  into  the  expediencj  of 
repairing  the  fortification  at    -        •       -  ItlT 
Weymouth,  William,  a  bill  for  the  relief  o^  reid 

twice,  and  committed     •        -        -       -  14S7 

accompanied  by  a  detailed  report  of  feds  in 
the  case HSI 

the  bill  reported  with  an  amendaient,  and 
ordered  to  a  third  reading       -        -       -1763 

read  the  third  time,  and  passed  as  amended  1763 
Wheaton,  Joseph,  a  memorial  of,  praying  rein- 
stotement  in  the  office  of  8ergeant-at- 
Arms,  was  read     -        -        -        .       .    57 
Wheaton,  Mr.,  remarks  of,  on  the  reaoliition  cell- 
ing for  certain  papers    -        -        -       •   7It 

on  the  joint  resolution  concerning  the  Brit- 
ish Minister  7SS 

speech  o(.  on  the  same       -  '     -  -  7BS 

on  the  bill  concerning  oommeordal  inter- 
course  -        -        -        -        -        -       -  HW 

Whipple^  Commodore  Abraham,  a  detailed  re- 
'  port  on  the  petition  of   -        -        •       -  1633 
with  a  resolution  that  the  prayer  ought  to  be 

granted  -        -        .        .        .        -       •  1634 
a  bill  for  the  relief  o(  read  twic«,  and  com- 
mitted    16tt 

the  Committee  of  the  Whole  discharged    •  1763 
White,  William,  and  others,  a  bill  for  the  relief 

0^  read  twice,  and  committed  -       -   868 

Whitman,  Eackiel,  of  Massachusetts^  was  quth- 

fied,  and  took  his  seat  -  -  .  -  833 
remarks  ot  on  the  non-intercourse  bill  -  336 
attendance  of,  at  the  second  session  -  -  68i 
remarks  of,  on  his  motion  to  refer  a  petitkm  699 
on  his  motion  to  ask  information  concerning 
Danish  spoliations  -  -  >  .  .  699 
Wilkinson,  Joseph,  jr^  a  bill  to  discharge  from 

imprisonment,  read  twice,  and  committed   339 

Wilkinson,  Brigadier  General,  Mr.  Pearson  sub- 
mitted a  resolution  that  a  committee  be 
appointed  to  inquire  into  the  conduct  of-  1666 
the  resolution  discussed,  and  a  committee 
appointed      ......  ITT 

a  letter  from,  to  the  Speaker,  enclosing  the 
copy  of  one  to  the  Secretary  of  Wir, 

read 193! 

report  of  the  committee  of  inquizy      •       -  30i5 
the  said  report  at  large,  with  numerous  doce- 
roents    .....        .       .  S36$ 

Wilmer,  the 'Rev.  Mr.,  a  message  frtmi  the  Senate 

that  they  have  appointed.  Chaplain        •     91 
Wilson,  James,  of  New  Hampshire,  appeared, 

and  took  hb  seat 683 

remarks  of,  on  a  motion  lo  refer  a  petition  -   699 
Wilson,  Joseph,  a  bill  for  the  relief  o^  read  twice, 

and  committed ISS^ 

reported  amended,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the 

Uble 1886 

Winn,  Richard,  of  South  Carolina,  was  qualified, 
and  took  his  ssat    .        .        .       .       - 
attendance  o^  at  the  eeoond  eeesioa  -       -  18<^ 
Withorapoon,  Robert,  of  South  Carolina,  appeal^ 

ed,  and  took  his  seat      -        -       -        -    689 
Wood,  and  Mannfeetures  o^  report  of  the  Saere- 
Cgry  on  Amertoan 
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Page. 
WooUen  Manufactureriy  a  petition  of  sundry,  of 

MMMchnaett*,  praying  encouragement  -    816 

Y. 

Yasoo  Clatma»  Mr.  Troup  eulMnitted  a  resolution 
to  print  for  the  use  of  members  certain  . 
ads  and  proceedings  of  the  State  of  Geor^ 
gia,  in  relation  to  the     ....    780 

Mr.  Bacon  moved  that  sundry  other  papers 
be  added  to  the  resolution  to  print  -        -    745 

both  motions  agreed  to,  with  the  exception 
of  part  of  an  act  included  in  the  motion 
of  Mr.  Bacon 746 

Mr.  Randolph  moved  that  the  New  England 
memorial  on  the  subject  of,  be  referred  to 
the  Committee  of  Claims,  with  instriic- 
tions  to  report  to  the  House    .*       .        -  1861 

Mr.  R.  withdrew  his  motion,  and  submitted 
a  resolution  that  the  prayer  of  the  memo- 
rial is  unjust,  dec,  and  ought  not  to  be 
granted,  which  the  House  refused  to  con- 
sider       188S 

Mr.  R.  then  moved  that  the  petitioners  have 
leave  to  withdraw  their  petition,  which  was 
ordered  to  lie  on  the  table       -        -        -  1883 

Teas  and  Nays,  on  Mr.  Lyon's  motion  to  ballot 

Jbr  the  standing  committees   ...      69 
on  the  indefinite  postponement  of  Mr.  Stan- 
lord's  reaoltttion  eoneeming  the  sedition 
law        .------    134 

on  an  appeal  from  the  decision  of  the  Speap 

ker        .        -  135, 1409, 1462,  1758,  1980 

on  Mr.  Gaidenier's  rssoiation  to  reduce  into 
one  the  several  acts  laying  an  embargo, 
and  the  act  to  piohibit  intercoune  -        -    883 
on  Mr.  Baeon's  resolution  relating  to  domes- 
tic manulaetafea    .        .        •        •        •    236 
on  Mr.  Burwell's  motion  to  amend  the  Sen- 
ate bill  to  complete  the  ibrtifieations        •    856 
Ml  the  final  passage  of  the  said  bill     •        -    256 
on  Mr.  Randolph's  motion  to  require  the 
presence  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  320, 

821 
on  laying  on  the  table  a  resolution  coneera- 

ing  the  finaaeee     •        •        .        .        •    826 
on  the  passage  of  said  resolution        -        -    325 
on  indefinite  postponement  of  the  bill  fi>r  r^ 

demption  of  the  public  debt    •        -        •    825 
on  Mr.  Dana's  amendment  to  said  bill    827,  828 
on  the  final  passage  of  the  said  bill     -        •    860 
on  amending  the  title  of  the  same        •        •    860 
on  committing  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  the  first  resolution  concerning  do- 
mestie  manufactures      ....    866 

on  the  second  resolution  on  that  eubjeet     •    867 
on  the  proposition  for  selling  the  gunboats      892 
on  amending  the  Senate  bill  respecting  non- 
intercourse    ......    441 

on  a  motion  to  amend  the  same  so  as  to  ex- 
clude both  British  and  French        •        -    442 
on  another  amendment  proposed  by  Mr*  Liv- 

ermore  --•-...    446 
on  the  final  passage  of  the^said  bill    -        -    458 
on  the  indefinite  postponement  of  the  oon* 
tested  election  between  Tomer  and  Bay* 

Ues 458 

on  agreeing  to  the  first  resolution  of  the 
Committee  of  Elections         ...    469 


Yeas  and  Nays— continued.  Page. 

on  agreeing  to  the  second  resolution  declar- 
ing Baylies  not  legally  elected        -        •    461 
on  agreeing  to  the  last  resolution,  declaring  . 

Charles  Turner  entitled  to  his  seat  -    462 

on  a  resolution  to  call  for  certain  papers    -    71& 
on  the  motion  to  refer  the  New  England 

memorial  to  the  Committee  of  Claims  -  787 
on  the  indefinite  postponement  of  the  joint 

resolution  respecting  the  British  Minister  1088' 
on  postponing  the  same  to  the  third  Mon- 
day in  February  •  -  .  .  .  1148 
on  recommitting  the  same  -  -  -  1 144 
on  the  final  passage  thereof  -  -  -  1157 
on  striking  out  the  fifth  section  of  the  bill 

concerning  commercial  intercourse  •  1229 
on  striking  out  the  clause  of  limitation  from 

the  same  --..••  1246 
on  Mr,  Maoon'»  motion,  to  strike  out  the 

word  "  next,"  and  insert  <*  present"  •  1246 
on  recommitting  the  said  bill  -  -  -  1252 
on  referring  to  a  select  committee  the  reso- 

tion  respecting  convoy,  dec    ...  1254 
on  another  amendment  to  the  bill  concern- 
ing commercial  intercourse     -        .        .  1258-' 
on  ordering  the  said  bill  to  a  third  reading    1820^ 
on  laying  on  the  table  a  resolution  calling 

for  papers >  •  1831 

on  the  final  passage  of  the  bill  concerning 

commercial  intercourse  ....  1854 
on  amendments  to  the  appropriation  bill,  1858» 

1363,  1866 
on  recommitting  the  same         ...  isgo 
on  considering  the  resolution  to  call  for  pa- 
pers       1874 

on  amending  the  same  -  -  .  .  1876 
on  the  resolution  as  amended  ...  1876 
on  amending  the  bill  to  prohibit  the  fiee  of 

eea  letters 1880 

on  a  resolution  for  adjournment  -  •  1407 
on  allowing  the  nee  of  the  Hall  to  Robert 

Fulton 1409 

on  inquiring  into  the  official  conduct  of  the 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury  -  -  •  1423 
on  a  motion  to  adjourn  -  .  .  •  144<^ 
on  postponing  thie  bill  concerning  commer- 

aal  intercourse  .....  1441 
on  taking  up  the  same  ....  1443 
on  postponmg,  indefinitely,  the   Senate's 

amenamente  to  the  same  ...  .  1460 
on  referring  Mr.  Eppes's  amendmente  with 

those  of  the  Senate  to  a  select  committee  1463 
on  discharging  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 

from  the  subject  of  convoy      ...  1464 
on  concurring  with  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  in  disagreeing  to  the  report  of  the 
Committee  of  Claims  on  the  petition  of 
Eliaabeth  Hamilton       ....  i4ao 

on  instructing  the  said  committee  to  report 
a  bill  pursuant  to  the  prayer  of  the  said 
petition 1480 

on  concurring  with  the  select  committee  in 
disagreeing  to  the  Senate's  amendmente 
to  the  intercourse  bill     •        -        •        •  1484 

on  Mr.  Poindexter's  resolution  reUting  to 
thebatture i486 

on  insisting  on  disagreement  with  the  Sen^ 
ate  on  the  intercourae  bill       -       •       •  1496 

on  a  motion  to  reject  the  torpedo  bill         -  1497 
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on  amending  the  bill  for  a  detachment  from 
the  mUitU,  1520, 1530,  1570, 1573, 1574, 1575, 

1576 
on  postponing ,  the  resolution  fixing  a  day 
for  adjournment     .....  1534 

on  amending  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
HamUton       ....  1561,  1562 

on  the  final  passage  of  the  bill  for  the  re- 
lief of  Amey  Dard  in       ....  1564 
•  on  the  third  reading  of  the  bill  for  the  relief 

of  Mrs.  Hamilton  .....  1564 
*on  the  final  passage  of  the  Faid  bill    -        •  1565 
<on  postponing  the  message  from  the  Senate 
«f  adherence,  on  the  intercourse  bill 

nom.  the  final  passage  of  the  bill  for  a  detach- 
ment fiom  the  militia     ... 

on  the  final  passage  of  the  bill  for  the  relief 
of  Phineas  Varney        .        .        .        - 

on  amending  the  torpedo  bill     ... 

on  postponing  the  intercourse  bill         1641,  1665 

on  a  motion  to  adjourn      ....  1669 

on  amending  the  bill  concerning  the  bat- 
ture      -        -        -         1694,  1695,  1696,  1700 

on  adhering  to  disagreement  with  the  Sen- 
ate on  the  intercourse  bill 

on  considering  Mr.  Randolph's  resolution 
to  repeal  the  non-intercourse  act    - 

on  the  final  passage  of  the  batture  bill 

on  the  indefinite  postponement  of  the  reso- 
lution concerning  General  Wilkinson 

on  the  first  member  of  the  resolution  last 
mentioned     ......  1754 

on  postponing  the  second  member  thereof    1755 

on  agreeing  to  the  whole  resolution   • 

on  a  motion  to  appoint  the  committee  of  in- 
quiry by  ballot       -        •        -        -        • 

on  Mr.  Eppes's  motion  to  take  up  the  con- 
voy bill  in  the  House     ... 

on  the  final  passage  of  the  bill  for  the  bet* 
ter  accommodattott  of  the  General  Ptost 
Office  and  Patent  Offiee 

on  agreeing  to  the  amendments  of  the  8en 
ate  to  the  Post  Ofilce  bill 

'     on  insisting  on  disagreeing  to  the  same 
on  Mr.  Randolph's  resolution  that  the  peti- 
tion of  the  New  England  Land  Company 
is  unjust,  &c,  and  ought  not  to  be  granted  1882 
on  the  resolution  to  reduce  the  Military  Es*> 
tablishment 1884 


-  1701 


1703 
1704 


-  1751 


.  1755 


1756 


-  1790 


-  1T91 

1793 
1819 


Yeas  and  Nays — continued.  Pife. 

on  the  resolution  to  reduce  the  Naval  £»• 

toblishment 1984 

on  agreeing  to  both  resolutions  -        -IMS 

on  laying  on  the  toble  bill  No.  2,  oonceming 

commercial  intercourse  ....  I9U 
on  concurring  with  the  Committee  of  the 

Whole  in  an  amendment  to  the  same  -  191S 
on  Mr.  Muftiford's  amendment  to  the  same  1917 
on  a  proviso  to  the  same,  ofifered  by  Mr. 

Livermore      ......  I9n 

on  laying  the  bill  on  the  toble  -  -  -  19S0 
on  ordering  the  same  to  a  third  reading  •  1927 
on  rescinding  the  resolution  fining  a  day  fn 

adjournment  .....  1929 

on  the  final  passage  of  the  bill.  No.  2,  con- 
cerning commercial  intercourse        -       •  lUI 
on  Mr.  Swoope's  amendment  to  the  bill  to 

rechartor  the  Bank  of  the  United  States  •  193S 
on  Mr.  Lore's  amendment  to  the  same  •  1937 
on  Mr.  Troup's  motion  to  strike  out  the 

bonus 1943 

on  amending  the  Loan  bill  -        -^       -1949 

on  the  final  passage  of  the  same  -       -  1956 

on  amending  the  bill  to  reduce  the  Navy     1977, 

1978,  1982,  1996, 9007 
on  indefinite  postponement  of  the  same  •  1996 
on  the  final  paaMge  of  the  Senate  bill  to 

extend  the  time  of  payment  for  pobUe 

lands S005 

on  the  number  of  eeamen  to  be  Tetaiaed  in 

service  ....  2012, 2013,  lOH 

on  the  final  passage  of  the  bill  eonocminf 

the  Library 3017 

on  Mr.  Pitki&'s  resolution  retpectiBg  fordga 

relations  •  -  •  •  .  .  SOtl 
on  indefinite  postponement  of  bill.  No.  S* 

eoncerning  interoourse    -         2024, 2948, 205i 
on  agreeing  to  one  of  the  Senate's  efflcnd- 
*    -mente  to  the  same  -  2925,  ^ 

on  the  final  passage  of  the  jinnt  resolution 

to  an^nd  the  Constitntion       -  •  M$0 

Toung,  Moses,  a  bill  for  reUef  o£^  read  twice,  and 

committed  •  -  -  -  .  .  1536 
reported  without  amendment,  and  ordered 

to  a  third  rsading  •  •  -  .  - 1762 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed  -        .      •  1762 

Z. 

Zinc,  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  os 

discovery  and  American  manuihcturef  of  ^ 
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Appendix — Public  Actt, 


PUBLIC  ACTS. 


Page. 

Bftibtij  Powen,  an  act  to  rewe  and  oontinae 

in  force  for  a  further  time  the  fint  eection 

of  the  act  further  to jpiotect  the  commerce 

and  eeamen  of  tiie  United  Btatea  against 

the 2513 

Capitol,  an  act  making  further  appropriation  to 

complete  the,  dec.  •        «        -        .        .  2583 
Censuiy  an  act  proriding  for  the  third        •        •  2524 
an  act  to  alter  and  amend  the  ahore   •        -  2536 
an  act  further  to  amend  and  alter  the  aam*   2580 
Chickasaw  Tribe,  an  act  tupplementary  to  the 
act  making  appropriationa  to  carry  into 
efiect  a  treaty  between  the  United  States 

and  the 2506 

Collectors  of  Customs,  an  act  authoriang  the  ac- 
counting officers  of  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment to  give  credit  to  certain,  for  allow- 
ances paid  by  them  to  the  owners  and 
crews  of  fishing  Tossels  •  •  .  •  2512 
Commercial  Intercourse,  an  act  to  amend  and 
continue  in  force  certain  parts  of  the  act 
to  interdict,  between  the  United  States 
and  Great  Britain  and  France,  and  their 
dependendes  .        •        •        •        .  2508 

an  act  concerning  the,  between  the  same    •  2582 
Comberiand  Road,  an  act  in  addition  to  the  act 
to  regulate  the  laying  out  and  making  of 

th 2513 

District  of  Columbia,  an  act  to  make  public  a 

road  in  Washington  county,  in  the         -  2630 
an  act  to  incorporate  a  company  for  making 

certain  turnpike  roads  in  the  -        •        -  2580 
an  act  to  amend  an  act  for  the  establishment 
of  a  turnpike  company  in  the  county  of 
Alexandria,  in  the  ....  2540 

Documents,  an  act  to  authoriae  the  transportation 

of  certain,  by  mail,  free  of  postage  •        -  2511 
Drawback,  an  act  to  extend  the  benefit  of,  on 
merchandise  transported  by  land   from 
Newport  to  Boston,  dec  ...  2541 

Fortifications,  an  act  making  further  appropria- 
tions to  complete  the,  commenced  for  tiie 
security  of  the  ports  and  haibon,  dtc  -  2505 
Garret,  Joab,  an  act  to  prescribe  the  mode  in 
which  application  shall  be  made  for  the 
purchase  of  land  at  the  soTeral  land  offices, 
and  for  the  relief  of  ^  ...  -2514 
GoTomment,  an  act  making  appropriations  for 

the  support  of,  for  the  year  1810     •        -  2516 
Indiana  Territozy,  an  act  providing  for  the  sale 
of  certain  lands  in  the,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses             -        •  2564 

Indian  Treaties,  an  act  making  appropriations  to 

carry  into  e£foct  certain  -        -        .        •  2584 
InTslid  Pensioners,  an  act  eoncemlng       •        -  2558 
Jackson*  Francis  J.,  Minister  Plenipotentiary  of 
His  Britannic  Majesty  near  the  United 
States,  a  concurrent  resolution  touching 
the  conduct  of       -        •        •        •        •  2590 
Kaakaskia,  an  act  authorising  the  appointment 

of  an  Agent  for  the  land  office  at,  dec     •  2506 


Kaskaskia — continued.  Page, 

an  act  confirming  the  decisions  of  the  com- 
missioners in  the  district  of    -        -        -  2584 

Land  Offices,  an  act  to  prescribe  the  mode  in 
which  appropriations  shall  be  made  for  the 
purchaie  of  land  at  the  several,  and  for 
the  relief  of  Joab  Garret        ...  2514 

Library,  an  act  in  addition  to  the  act  concerning 

the 2587 

Loan,  an  act  authorising  a,  dec.        ...  2587 

Madison  County,  Mississippi  Territoiy,  an  act 
for  the  appointment  of  an  additional  judge, 
and  for  extending  the  right  of  suffinige  in  2623 

Military  Establishmentf  an  act  making  appropri- 
ations for  the  support  of  the,  for  tne  year 
1810 2622 

Military  Land  Warrants,  an  act  extending  the 

time  for  issuing  and  locating  •        -        -  2513 

Ministers  and  Consuls,  an  act  fixing  the  com- 
pensation of  public        ....  2685 

Naval  Establishment,  an  act  concerning  the      -  2612 

Navy,  an  act  making  appropriations  for  the  sup- 
port of  the,  for  the  year  1810  ...  2621 

Ohio,  an  act  for  altering  the  time  for  holding  the 

district  court  in      -       •        •        -        -  2524 

Penalties  and  Forfeitures,  an  act  for  the  remis- 
sion of  certain 2507 

Post  Office  Establishment,  an  act  regulating  the  2567 

Post  Roads,  an  act  to  establish  ....  2542 

Public  Debt,  an  act  supplementaiy  to  the  act 
making  provision  for  the  support  of  public 
credit,  and  for  the  redemption  of  the        •  2510 

Public  Lands,  an  act  providing  for  the  printing 
and  distributing  of  such  laws  of  tiie  Uni- 
ted States  as  respect  the        -        -        -  2663 

Recmiting  Service,  an  act  to  suspend  for  a  limit- 
ed time  the    ..-..-  2611 

Refugees,  an  act  further  to  provide  for  the,  Sk»  -  2514 

Sdtuate  Harbo^  an  act  to  erect  a  light-house  at 
the  entrance  of,  and  to  establish  sundry 
beacons,  buoys,  dtc,  elsewhere,      -        -  2589 

Sea  Letters,  an  act  to  proUbit  the  issuing  of^  ex- 
cept to  certain  vessels    .        -        •        -  2629 

Senate  Chamber,  an  act  making  appropriatioBs  to 

finish  and  furnish  the    ....  2610 

Shawneetown,  Illinois.  (See /fulMma  Tem/ory.) 

Ships  or  Vessels,  an  act  respecting  the,  owned 
by  dtixens  or  subjects  of  foreign  nations 
with  which  oommerdai  interoomse  is  per- 
mitted    3606 

South  Carolina,  an  act  to  continue  in  force  an  act 
declaring  the  assent  of  Congress  to  a  oer^ 
tain  act  of  the  State  of  -        -        -        •  2607 

Stationery,  Printing,  dbc,  an  act  making  appro- 
priations for  defraying  the  expenses  of,  dbc  261 1 

Suffiage,  an  act  supplemental  to  an  act  to  extend 

the  right  of,  in  Indiana  Territory  -        -  2511 

Torpedo,  an  act  making  an  appropriation  for  the 

purpoee  of  trying  the  practical  use  of  the  2629 

Tirginia  Militaiy  Land  Warranto,  an  act  to  ex- 
tend the  time  for  locating,  dbc       -       -  2557 
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